ANNEX 1

Document 1 — Ministerial Briefing for Roundtable

Scottish Medical Aesthetics Safety Group (SMASG)

— Scottish Parliament Roundtable

Date and time of

Roundtable to begin at 1245 however the other attendees will use

engagement this for introductions and network — the meeting will formally start
when Ms Minto arrives at 13:15.
(Ms Minto to leave after 30 minutes — meeting may continue to
2.30pm)

Where Scottish Parliament — The Livingstone Room T4.60

Who Miles Briggs MSP (Sponsor),

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] (SMASG — Meeting Organiser),

Jackie Partridge (British Association of Cosmetic Nurses (BACN) /
SMASG / SCIEG)

Dr John Elder (British College of Aesthetic Medicine (BCAM) /
SMASG / SCIEG),

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] (BACN / SMASG)

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] (BACN / SMASG)
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] (Subject of BBC Report)

Tom Gorman (Head of Environmental Health — Glasgow City
Council)

MSPs that may attend;
Tess White MSP
Collette Stevenson MSP
Stuart McMillan MSP
Colin Beattie MSP

Meeting Agenda

e Welcome by Miles Briggs MSP

¢ Why MSPs need to take action by Jackie Partridge

¢ A personal account of the impact of a botched treatment
by [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] supported by [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)]

¢ Recommendations on how MSPs can help by John Elder

e Open discussion

Key purpose or
message

The Scottish Medical Aesthetics Safety Group (SMASG) parliament
roundtable is sponsored by Miles Briggs MSP and aims to
“demonstrate the urgent need for cross party collaboration to stop a
preventable public health crisis”.




SMASG, formed in December 2023, claims to be a network of over
300 healthcare professionals who have been pressing the Scottish
Government to bring forward legislation that restricts certain
non-surgical cosmetic procedures to be performed only by
healthcare professionals.

Message
e We agree that this is an issue of concern and we’re actively

addressing it.

e | personally am very grateful for the opportunity to be here with
you all, to listen and make sure your experiences and views are
taken on board as we progress this urgent priority

¢ We need to make sure that whatever action we ultimately take is
robust and futureproofed — in this, a fast-changing sector.

e My officials are working with healthcare professionals like
yourselves, beauty industry representatives and environmental
health officers to make sure we get the detailed specifics right
here.

e We want to ensure all non-surgical cosmetic procedures in
Scotland are delivered safely from hygienic premises by
appropriately trained practitioners, applying recognised
standards and using regulated products.

Sensitivities

The members of the SMASG will be accompanied by BBC reporter
Georgina Hayes and [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], who was a subject of
her BBC report in March 2024 in which healthcare professionals
suggested Scotland is ‘the worst country in Europe’ for unqualified
beauticians injecting customers with cosmetic treatments.’

Media handling

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)], SG News and Media Manager
(will not attend in person)
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

Official support

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]




SPEECH PREFERENCE

Opening remarks

Thank you for inviting the First Minister to this roundtable discussion.
Unfortunately, due to other commitments he is unable to be here and sends
his apologies.

As the Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health, non-surgical cosmetic
procedures and any proposed regulation of the sector falls under my portfolio
responsibility.

| appreciate that some members of your group have previously asked to meet
with me and, whilst | was not in a position to do so at the time, | did ask my
officials to meet and my officials advise me that they had a very helpful
meeting with Jacqui, John and [REDACTED S38(1)(b)].

| am also pleased to see that members of Scottish Cosmetic Interventions
Expert Group, Jackie Partridge and John Elder are here today. | appreciate
the work they do to advise officials as we work on developing the best way
forward to regulate the sector.

I’'m especially grateful to be able to be here today, to listen to your own
experiences and help make sure those experiences contribute towards

finding a shared way forward.

Closing Remarks

Thank you once again for giving me the opportunity to be here today and
for your helpful contribution as we consider options to regulate non-surgical
cosmetic procedures.

My officials will look forward to continuing to work with Jackie and John as
representatives of your group via the Scottish Cosmetic Interventions
Expert Group.
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Annex A

Top Lines

We agree that this is an issue of concern and we’re actively addressing
it.

We need to make sure that whatever action we ultimately take is robust
and futureproofed — in this is a fast-changing sector.

So my officials are working with healthcare professionals, beauty
industry representatives and environmental health officers to make sure
we get the detailed specifics right here.

We want to ensure all non-surgical cosmetic procedures in Scotland are
delivered safely from hygienic premises by appropriately trained
practitioners, applying recognised standards and using regulated
products.

Public consultation in 2020 showed overwhelming support for tighter
regulation of non-surgical cosmetic procedures, including dermal fillers.

Right now we’re working on how best to take this forward. It might need
a Bill or secondary legislation.

My officials are engaging with a range stakeholders including
healthcare professionals, hair and beauty industry representatives and
Environmental Health Officers about what this might look like. This will
include considering age restrictions, and what level or type of training or
qualifications people might need to perform these types of procedure
safely.

Our current work is an opportunity to create the most appropriate
regulatory environment to ensure the safety of the people of Scotland.



Annex B
Q&A

What is the Scottish Government doing to tighten regulation of unregulated
individuals working in the non-surgical cosmetic industry?

We want to ensure all non-surgical cosmetic procedures in Scotland are
delivered from hygienic premises by appropriately trained practitioners,
applying recognised standards and using regulated products.

Public consultation has shown overwhelming support for tighter regulation in
this area, and that is what we are working towards.

We are working with key stakeholders to consider the scope of regulation —
some of you around this table are an important part of that process - and we
are also engaging with the UK Government on similar work they have been
doing.

Why is it taking so long to regulate the sector?

While there was an initial delay to publishing the response of the consultation
due to the COVID-19 pandemic, we now need to make sure that whatever
action we ultimately take is robust and futureproofed — as this is a fast-
changing sector.

Our current work is an opportunity to create the most appropriate regulatory
environment to ensure the safety of the people of Scotland.

Right now we’re working on how best to take this forward. It's possible that
this might mean a Bill, or it could mean some form of secondary legislation —
the important point is that we get the right solution to make the necessary
progress.



We can see the Scottish Government has put plenty of measures through
Parliament while we’ve been calling for urgent action — why?

| think it's important to be clear that we have been taking forward a number of
important safety improvements while we’ve also been doing this important
work to progress regulation of non-surgical cosmetics. For example, we've
gone ahead with the third phase of SCIEG’s recommendations, as part of a
suite of statutory instruments to update the regulation of independent
healthcare by Healthcare Improvement Scotland.

Right now our focus is on Phase 2 recommendation which may need a Bill or
secondary legislation.

What is the timeline for bringing forward legislation?

| want to see progress as soon as possible, although at this point I'm not able
to give a definitive timeline.

What | can say is that this work is already underway, as you know, and there
are people around the table here making an important contribution to that.
Indeed, as Jackie and John and others will know, there is a huge amount of
detail to be considered. To be clear, though, again, | would like to reconfirm
my commitment progressing work in this area.

There are currently no laws in Scotland preventing under 18s from being injected
with botox or dermal filler — are there any plans to change that?

This is absolutely something we will be looking at as part of our work. | can'’t
make any commitment at this point, of course, but please be assured this is
an issue that will be considered as part of the work ongoing right now.



Are there any plans to introduce a minimum standard of training for people
providing cosmetic injectables?

Again, this is absolutely something that will be being considered as part of our
work. The scoping work we are doing will include consideration of training
and qualifications.

Indeed, the last two meetings of the Scottish Cosmetic Interventions Expert
Group have focused on discussions around training, qualifications and an
academic framework for non-surgical cosmetic procedures.

What are you going to do about prescription-only medicines (POMs) such as Botox
(botulinum toxins) and other products being accessed and illegally advertised by
unregulated providers of non-surgical cosmetic procedures?

As you | am sure you all know, medicine regulation is reserved to the UK
Government and the existing legislation requires that all licenced medicines
must be prescribed by a regulated healthcare practitioner who remains
responsible for the administration and care.

We would encourage you and your members to engage with the relevant
authorities if you observe any organisation or individual that breaches the
MHRA or ASA guidelines in regards to prescription only medicine.



Annex C

Engagement with Stakeholders & Summary of Stakeholder Views

Scottish Medical Aesthetics Safety Group (SMASG)

SMASG was formed in December 2023 and is now part of the UK Medical
Aesthetics Safety Group. The group comprises of over 300 registered healthcare
professionals and currently represent 65% of the HIS registered clinics in Scotland.

The SMASG requested to meet with Ms Minto in February. Ms Minto was unable to
meet and offered a meeting with SG officials. The meeting with [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)], [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] and Dr John Elder (who is a member of SCIEG)
as representative of the group took place on the 21st May.

The group listed their concerns regarding the unregulated sector including;
inadequate or unrecognised training and qualifications for the sector; inappropriate
or illegal access to or advertising of prescription medication.

Save Face

Following a request from Ashton Collins, Director of Save Face, to meet with the
Minister for Public Health and Women’s Health, officials met with her and Save
Face’s Clinical Director, Emma Davies, on 13 May 2024.

Save Face is a Professional Standards Authority accredited organisation which
operates an accredited voluntary register for doctors, nurses and dentists who
provide non-surgical cosmetic treatments. Save Face produced a report on ‘Non-
surgical BBL and Breast Augmentation Complaints and Complications.’

Save Face are supportive of the UK Governments proposed licencing scheme and
the 3 distinct categories (Red/Amber/Green), providing the framework for training
and supervision is clearly defined.

Save Face want to see urgent action from the Scottish Government to introduce
age restrictions (as per UK Government) and they are calling for a complete ban on
non-surgical Brazilian Butt Lifts (BBLS).

Officials have agreed to regular meetings to discuss non-surgical cosmetics sector.

British Beauty Council

Officials met with the Chief Policy Officer, Victoria Brownlie, from the British Beauty
Council. The council agrees that the sector should be regulated and that certain
procedures that pierce or penetrate the skin should not be performed by beauty
therapists.



Joint Council for Cosmetic Procedures

Officials met monthly with Professor David Sine, to update on the current
non-surgical cosmetics landscape and JCCP engagements with the sector and UK
Government. JCCP are supportive of the proposed UK Government categories and
licensing scheme, as long as the supervision, training and other key policy details
for the amber category ensures safe delivery of the procedures.
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Annex D

Progress with Potential Legislation

The former Cabinet Secretary for Health and Social Care (Mr Yousaf) announced
the Scottish Government’s intention to consider legislation to restrict who can
administer dermal fillers on 7 July 2022. The announcement came as part of the
Scottish Government’s response to the 2020 Public Consultation on the Regulation
of Non-Surgical Cosmetic Procedures.

The consultation responses showed overwhelmingly strong support for further
regulation of the sector. Action in this regard has already been severely delayed
due to the COVID-19 pandemic, with a two-year delay publishing the response of
the consultation.

[REDACTED S30(b)].

[REDACTED S30(b)] [REDACTED S30(b)] [REDACTED S30(b)].

[REDACTED S30(b)]. [REDACTED S30(b)].

[REDACTED S30(b)].

[REDACTED S30(b)];

o [REDACTED S30(b)].
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Update on Other UK Nations

In October 2021, the Botulinum Toxin and Cosmetic Fillers (Children) Act 2021 was
enacted which applies to England and Wales. It makes it an offence to administer
botulinum toxin (e.g. Botox®) and cosmetic fillers to anyone under 18 except by
certain regulated health professionals (doctor, nurse, pharmacist).

The UK Health and Care Act 2022 introduced enabling powers to establish a
licensing scheme for non-surgical and non-dental cosmetic providers and premises
in England. The Department of Health and Social Care (DHSC) has consulted on
the scope of procedures to be included. It will also consult on:

o Training and education requirements

o Enforcement and other powers.

The UK Government’s first public consultation on the proposed licencing scheme
closed in September 2023. They received over 11,000 responses and are
performing the analysis in-house. The UK Government’s response to the
consultation was tentatively scheduled to be published by the end of May 2024,
however has since been delayed due to the announcement of the UK general
election.

[REDACTED S28].

The Welsh Government consultation on the Mandatory Licensing of Special
Procedures in Wales closed on 19 April 2023. This consultation sought views on the
principles for establishing a mandatory licensing scheme for special procedures
including acupuncture, body piercing, electrolysis and tattooing, as set out in Part 4
of the Public Health (Wales) Act 2017.

A summary and analysis of the responses and actions the Welsh government will
take was published in January 2024. A second and final consultation on draft
regulations and statutory guidance to establish a mandatory licensing scheme in
Wales was launched on 12 February 2024 and closed on 8 April 2024.
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Annex E

Scottish Cosmetics Intervention Expert Group (SCIEG) Update

During the SCIEG meeting held on the 29" January, the group unanimously expressed
the view that there should only be two categories in Scotland: 1. treatments carried out
by licenced practitioner (green - under the Skin Piercing and Tattooing Order) and; 2.
those carried out by healthcare professionals (amber/red — under HIS regulations).
Officials are currently preparing advice for ministers following this meeting, taking into
account the view expressed by the group.

The green category definition was discussed as:

o Procedures with the lowest risk of complications: All practitioners are
eligible to perform licensed procedures where they have gained both personal
and premises licences, which will include meeting agreed standards and have
the appropriate level of qualifications and training.

The amber/red category definition was discussed as;

o Procedures with medium to high risk of complications: These can only be
delivered by regulated healthcare professional as defined by regulation for
independent clinics The National Health Service (Scotland) Act 1978
(Independent Clinic) Amendment Order 2016 with the appropriate level of
training in the procedures.

Some procedures may appear in both green and amber/red categories, however for
inclusion on the green list these would be determined to not exceed a certain level of
intensity / energy under the regulations. In addition, some procedures listed in the UK
Government’s proposal will need to be considered further, for example ‘no-needle’
fillers, where Scotland may diverge from regulation elsewhere as the consensus from
the SCIEG group was that there is evidence to suggest these are harmful and not pain
free as advertised.

The proposal to reduce to two categories would deviate from the proposals currently
put forward by the UK Government.

SCIEG met again on 25 March and 28 May to discuss training and qualifications that
should be required for procedures on both the red and green lists.

The consensus was there should be a clear academic framework and pathway in place
for non-surgical cosmetic procedures on the red list so that healthcare professionals
are able to undertake training should they wish to practice in aesthetics.

Training is already in place in the beauty sector to deliver training for the proposed
‘green’ procedures and everyone should achieve a required level of qualification for
these, including practitioners who are able to carry out the proposed red procedures
but who also wish to perform green procedures.

The group also discussed the length of time post qualification that should be required
for healthcare professionals wishing to perform red list procedures. In order to achieve
an equitable pathway a requirement for two years’ experience post-graduation was
discussed.
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Annex F

Parliamentary Questions and General Correspondence

There has been a steady increase in correspondence (both Official Responses and
Ministerial Responses) regarding the lack of regulation and the use of
prescription-only medicines (such as Botox®) in the beauty sector. In the last six
months we have issued upwards of 30 general responses.

MSPs from all parties (Conservative, Labour, Greens, Liberal Democrats, Alba)
have sent in correspondence (MiCases and PQs) over the last six months.

Ms Minto has received multiple diary requests from members of the public,
interested organisations and MSPs. Ms Minto has been unable to commit to all of
these meetings so officials have met instead with stakeholders including the
Scottish Medical Aesthetics Safety Group and Save Face. A meeting with Ms Minto
and MSPs (Stuart McMillian and Roz McCall) is planned for 24" June and Colin
Beattie is scheduled for September.

Since December 2023 to end of May 2024; there have been 21 Parliamentary
Questions (including 9 PQs from Miles Briggs) in relation to non-surgical cosmetics
and aesthetics.
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Annex G
Meeting Attendees
Miles Briggs MSP

In March 2024, Mr Briggs sent 9 PQs regarding the non-surgical cosmetics sector. Other
than these PQs, we are not aware of any other correspondence from Mr Briggs regarding
non-surgical cosmetics industry.

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] is the Managing Director of [ REDACTED S38(1)(b)]. The Clinical
director of the clinic is [REDACTED S38(1)(b)].

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] responded to the 2020 consultation on behalf of [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)] stating that non-surgical cosmetic procedures that pierce the skin should only
be performed by healthcare professionals. People who are not healthcare professionals
should undertake recognised training pathway and achieve medical qualifications.

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]'s experience was shown as a case study in the BBC report. The
report states that [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], who lives in [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], received
Botox injections in her house from a beautician who advertised on Facebook. The report,
which included photographs of [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], claimed that [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)] skin changed colour and formed lumps. [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] was told she
faced a choice between permanent damage or private surgery at a cost of at least £4,000.

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] is an aesthetic nurse prescriber, member of the British
Association of Cosmetic Nurses and the founder of SMASG. [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] is
also Director of [ REDACTED S38(1)(b)].

Scottish Government officials met with [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], John Elder and
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] on the minister’s behalf on 21 May 2024.

Jackie Partridge

Ms Partridge is an Nurse Independent Prescriber and Clinical Director at Dermal Clinic, an
independent aesthetics clinic. She is a founding board member of the British Association
of Cosmetic Nurses and a longstanding member of the Scottish Cosmetic Interventions
Expert Group.

Ms Partridge was also interviewed in the BBC report in March 2024.

John Elder

John is a GP and Aesthetic Physician. He is currently an executive board member of the
British College of Aesthetic Medicine (BCAM) and a representative to and trustee of the
Joint Committee of Cosmetic Practitioners. John was invited to the reconvened Scottish
Cosmetic Interventions Expert Group in November 2023.
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[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] is owner and Clinical Director of [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], based in
Inverness and Hamilton. According to the [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] website, [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)] founded the British Association of Cosmetic Nurses. [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]
was a former member of the Scottish Cosmetic Interventions Expert Group (before the
size of the group was reduced).

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] featured in the BBC report in March 2024 in which she is stated
as saying thatit’s ‘been 10 years that myself and colleagues have sat round the table with
the Scottish government and very little has been done and it’s inexcusable.” The article
also stated that [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]'s clinic helped [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] following
her complications.

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] is Clinical Director and Aesthetic Nurse Practitioner at
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] and she is a member of the British Association of Cosmetic
Nurses.

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] joined [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] and John Elder at the meeting with
Scottish Government officials on 21 May 2024.

Tom Gorman (Glasgow City Council)

Mr Gorman is Head of Environmental Health in Glasgow. Mr Gorman and fellow
environmental health officers (EHO) from around Scotland have formed a Short-Life
Working Group to develop guidance for colleagues when visiting unregulated non-surgical
cosmetic services. Mr Gorman was invited to the reconvened Scottish Cosmetic
Interventions Expert Group in November 2023 and there has been EHO representation at
each subsequent meeting.

Glasgow City Council recently issued prohibition notices to a non-surgical cosmetics
provider who travelled up to Scotland and to two local services on public safety grounds.

Other MSPs that may attend are;

Tess White MSP

Ms White has submitted one PQ in March 2024 in which she asked if the Scottish
Government is considering a ban on under 18s receiving cosmetic treatments such as
Botox and dermal fillers however, we are not aware of any other correspondence.

Collette Stevenson MSP

We are not aware of any correspondence or PQs from Ms Stevenson MSP regarding
non-surgical cosmetic procedures.

Stuart McMillan MSP

Mr McMillan MSP has written in on several occasions since 2021 sharing his concerns and
that of constituents about the regulation of non-surgical cosmetic procedures and
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requesting any updates. The most recent correspondence was on behalf of constituent,
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)].

There has been 11 PQs from Mr McMillan regarding non-surgical cosmetic procedures
between 2018 and March 2024

The minister will be meeting Stuart McMillian and Roz McCall on 24™" June and they will be
accompanied by constituents.

Colin Beattie MSP

In February 2024, Mr Beattie MSP requested a meeting with the Minister to discuss the
non-surgical cosmetic industry. This meeting has been scheduled for September 2024.

In a 2019 PQ, Mr Beattie asked for ‘the Scottish Government's position on non-medically
qualified practitioners providing Botox and other similar treatments.” Other than this PQ,
we are not aware of any other correspondence or approaches from Mr Beattie about
non-surgical cosmetic procedures.
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Document 2 — Post meeting note to Minister for Public Health and Women's Health —
17 June 2024

From: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>

Sent: 17 June 2024 16:25

To: Minister for Public Health and Women's Health <MinisterforPHWH@gov.scot>

Cc: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>;
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]
@gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>;
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>

Subject: Non-Surgical Cosmetics Regulation - Parliamentary Roundtable

PO Colleagues,

We were grateful to Ms Minto for being able to attend the Scottish Medical Aesthetic
Safety Group (SMASG) roundtable in Parliament on Thursday.

Below is a short note of the meeting.

e The attendees included: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] (as organiser), Miles Briggs MSP
(Sponsor), SMASG members, and [REDACTED S38(1)(b)], who spoke of her own
experience.

e There were also a number of MSPs in attendance: Stuart McMillan MSP, Collette
Stevenson MSP, Foysol Choudhury MSP, Alexander Burnett MSP, and Katy Clark
MSP.

e Ms Minto was invited to speak shortly before she had to leave for a prior
commitment. She thanked those attending for their contributions and noted how
powerful she had found [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]'s account of her experience.

e The Minister expressed to the group her own concerns and outlined how
government hopes to progress.

e There was some discussion around the lack of data/evidence and how the potential
for appropriate coding in the NHS would make a difference to the evidence base,
and Ms Minto committed to writing to the new UKGov Public Health Minister to raise
this issue and explore what progress might potentially be made. Mindful of the UK
General Election and the pre-election period, the Minister noted that this would not
happen immediately.

e Ms Minto also extended an invitation to MSPs to meet with her to continue the
discussion.

Post Meeting Note:
e Post the meeting; Ms Minto asked what other legal options there were to introduce
regulation of non-surgical cosmetics sector, other than primary legislation.

Actions:
e Policy Team — discuss the issue around coding with Public Health Scotland and
follow up with the Minister prior to writing to UKGowv.
e Policy Team — contact legal colleagues to discuss other regulatory options and
update the Minister.
e PO - can you please reach out the MSPs present to see if they wish to attend either
of the 2 meetings that are already arranged: 24t June and 10" September.

Thanks,
18



[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] Quality and Safety Team Leader | Safety, Openness and
Learning Unit

Healthcare Quality and Improvement Division | Directorate of Chief Operating Officer
The Scottish Government | St Andrews House

Email: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot Mobile: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

EMAIL NO. 1 POST MEETING NOTE - END
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Document 3 — Information Minister for Public Health and Women's Health — 21 June
2024

From: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>

Sent: 21 June 2024 12:27

To: Minister for Public Health and Women's Health <MinisterforPHWH@gov.scot>

Cc: Office of the Chief Operating Officer, NHS Scotland <COO@gov.scot>; [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]
@gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>;
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED
S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]
gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>; [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>;
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot>

Subject: Non-Surgical Cosmetics - Briefing for Ms Minto meeting with MSPs - 24th June

Dear PO Colleagues,

Please see attached and link below for the briefing for Ms Minto’s meeting with MSP on
Monday.

https://erdm.scotland.gov.uk/documents/A48915431/details

In addition to the briefing, please see below for an update on what was discussed with Ms
Minto following the roundtable on June 13t™. We have sought some initial advice on both
the possibility of an interim step of secondary legislation, and coding amendments. If Ms
Minto can confirm she is content, we will present a proposed timeline shortly for the SSI.

Regarding licencing of the Beauty Sector

We have the ability to set up a licencing scheme using powers in section 44(1)(b) and (2)
of Civic Government (Scotland) Act 1982.

This power to make regulations follows the affirmative procedure, which requires a draft of
the Sl to be laid in the Scottish Parliament. Depending on the technicalities of the drafting,
this will take 3-4 months and will include a 6-week legal checking process before the Order
is laid. Once the Order is laid in parliament, for affirmative instruments, the parliament
have 54 days to scrutinise the SSI before it can come into force.

There is no legal requirement under the 1982 Act to hold a consultation prior to bringing
legislation into force, however, given that we may want to define what procedures should
be licenced as a precursor to what procedures we want to restrict via primary legislation,
and given level of stakeholder interest, it would be beneficial to consult. Therefore, the
overall timing, from consultation to regulation coming into force, could be 9-12mths.
[REDACTED S30(b)].

[REDACTED S30(b)]

Complications Coding
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The coding used by the NHS is the ICD-10, this is the International Classification of
Diseases (revision 10). The World Health Organisation (WHO) established this
international system to be used by physicians to classify and code all diagnoses,
symptoms, and procedures.

The current ICD 10 system is in the process of being retired, therefore no new codes can
be introduced. The ICD 11 (the next revision of the system) is currently in the
implementation phase, applying new codes would be challenging for various reasons.
Mainly, for a new code to be added to the system, international agreement on the need
and definition would be required.

There has been a brief discussion on whether we could implement “complications from
non-surgical cosmetic procedures” to be included in the free text part of the A&E Data Set.
This would require further exploration to determine feasibility; however initial assessment
is that we would need all NHS boards to agree, implement and train A&E staff in the
procedure and it would be approximately 12-18mths before any reliable data would be
obtained (taking into account a 3-4 month lag in data reporting). The main drawback to this
approach is; with this being free text rather than coded — consistency in data recording
would be a challenge.

Pursuing either option would take a number of months and a great deal of engagement. In
addition, both options are unlikely to generate any meaningful data in time for the
introduction of a bill.

Best Wishes
[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

[REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

Quality and Safety Team Leader | Safety, Openness and Learning Unit

Healthcare Quality and Improvement Division | Directorate of Chief Operating Officer
The Scottish Government | St Andrews House

Email: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)] @gov.scot Mobile: [REDACTED S38(1)(b)]

EMAIL NO. 2 INFORMATION FOR MINISTER - END
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