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Minutes of the Meeting of the Pharmacy Practice Committee 
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Gartnavel Royal Hospital, 1055 Great Western Road, Glasgow 

	
PRESENT:


	

	Charles Scott
Chairman

Mrs Susan Robertson            
Lay Member

Mrs Patricia Cox            
Lay Member

Alan Fraser

Lay Member

Dr James Johnson 
Non-contractor Pharmacist Member

Mrs Carol Anderson
Contractor Pharmacist Member

Gordon Dykes     

Contractor Pharmacist Member

	
	

	
	

	
IN ATTENDANCE:


	

	Andrew Robertson

Vice-Chairman

Nic Zappia


Asst Divisional General Manager (Primary Care)

David Thomson


Director of Pharmacy 

Mrs Janine Glen


Family Health Services Officer (Pharmaceutical/Ophthalmic)

	
	

	
	Prior to the consideration of business, the Chairman asked members if they had an interest in any of the applications to be discussed.
	

	
	
	

	
	Gordon Dykes declared an interest in Agenda Item 4 i) – Minute Number 5 refers.
	

	
	
	

	1.
	CHAIRMAN’S WELCOME
	

	
	
	

	
	As this was the Chairman’s inaugural meeting, he introduced himself to the members present.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	2.
	APOLOGIES
	Action

	
	
	

	
	There were no apologies.
	

	
	
	


	
	
	

	3.
	MINUTES
	

	
	
	

	
	The Minutes of the Pharmacy Practices Committee meetings held on Thursday 20th September 2001 [PPC(M)2001/5] were approved as a correct record.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	4.
	MATTERS ARISING
	

	
	
	

	
	Community Pharmacy User Satisfaction Survey – Minute Number 3. Refers
	

	
	
	

	
	Members were advised that a representative from the Health Council would attend the next meeting of the Committee to discuss the Community Pharmacy User Satisfaction Survey, and the conclusions derived from the report.  This presentation would also include a short discussion surrounding the Health Council’s input into the decision-making process on applications.
	

	
	
	

	
	NOTED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	Model Hours of Service Scheme – Minute Number 6. Refers
	

	
	
	

	
	Members were advised that the Review of the Model Hours of Service Scheme would be presented to the Committee at the next meeting.
	

	
	
	

	
	NOTED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	National Appeal Panel – Minute Number 8. Refers
	

	
	
	

	
	Members were advised that the Scottish Executive had withdrawn its provision of legal advice to the Appeal Panel.  This situation had resulted in a delay to the processing of outstanding appeals.  The Appeal Panel was presently seeking alternative sources of advice, and it was envisaged that the delay would be resolved quickly.
	

	
	
	

	
	NOTED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	Gordon Dykes, having expressed an interest in the following item, left the meeting room at this point.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	5.
	APPLICATION FOR INCLUSION IN THE PRIMARY CARE TRUST’S PHARMACEUTICAL LIST
	

	
	
	

	
	Case No: PPC/INCL01/02 – Sainsbury’s Supermarkets Ltd, Darnley Mains Road, Glasgow G53.7
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee were asked to consider an application submitted on behalf of Sainsbury’s Supermarkets Ltd to provide general pharmaceutical services from premises situated at Darnley Mains Road, Glasgow G53.7, according to Regulation 5(2) of the National Health Service (General Pharmaceutical Services) (Scotland) Regulations 1995 as amended.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee had to determine whether the granting of the application was necessary or desirable to secure adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood in which the applicant’s proposed premises were located.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee, having previously been circulated with all the papers regarding the application from Sainsburys, were satisfied that the application could be determined based on the written representations, and that an oral hearing was not required. 
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee considered views and representations received from:-
	

	
	
	

	
	a)
Chemist contractors within the vicinity of the applicant’s premises, namely:-
	

	
	
	

	
	
	i)
	Parkinson (Paisley) Ltd – 403 Nitshill Road,, Glasgow G53.7
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	ii)
	W D Gerrard – 60 Kyleakin Road, Glasgow G46
	

	
	
	
	

	
	b)
the Area Medical Committee (General Practitioner Sub-Committee);
	

	
	
	

	
	c)
the Greater Glasgow Area Pharmaceutical (General Practitioner Sub-
Committee);
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee also considered:-
	

	
	
	

	
	d)
the location of the nearest existing pharmaceutical services and the level of 
NHS dispensing carried out during the preceding 12 months;
	

	
	
	

	
	e)
the location and level of general medical services in the area;
	

	
	
	

	
	f)
demographic information regarding post-code sectors G46.7, G46.8, and G53.7;
	

	
	
	

	
	g)
patterns of public transport;
	

	
	
	

	
	h)
Primary Care Trust plans for the future development of services;
	

	
	
	

	
	j)
information regarding future developments in the area from the Department of 
Land Services, Glasgow City Council, and the Department of Planning and 
Development Services, East Renfrewshire Council;
	

	
	
	

	
	k)
Representations received from interested parties in the Renfrewshire and 
Inverclyde Primary Care Trust area, who were consulted on the basis that the 
Trust’s boundary was within 2 kilometres of the applicant’s proposed premises; 
and
	

	
	
	

	
	l)
Unsolicited letters of objection submitted by Dr H Bhatti, General Practitioner, 
Glasgow and Robert Kelly, Vice-chairman, Arden Tenants Association.
	

	
	
	

	
	CONCLUSION
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee noted that the applicant had applied for inclusion in the Trust’s Pharmaceutical List for the provision of pharmaceutical services from premises situated at Darnley Mains Road, Glasgow G53.7.  The premises were already constructed and operating as a supermarket, although the pharmacy element was not functioning. 
	

	
	
	

	
	In considering the application the Committee were required to take into account all relevant factors concerning the issues of neighbourhood and adequacy of the existing pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood particularly in the context of Regulation 5(10).
	

	
	
	

	
	In forming an opinion on the neighbourhood for the purposes of considering the application, the Committee noted the neighbourhood proposed by the applicant.  Having visited the area, the members did not agree with the neighbourhood defined by the applicant.  They considered that the neighbourhood defined was too restricted, and that the applicant had excluded a large part of what the Committee considered would be constituted as the neighbourhood to be served by the proposed pharmacy.  The applicant had designated the M77 as the eastern boundary to the neighbourhood.  While the Committee agreed that a motorway could be considered a significant boundary in many circumstances, it did not agree that the M77 could be considered as such in this case. Access was available to the area lying beyond the motorway, for people travelling both by car and foot via Nitshill Road which passed under the motorway. The applicant had also designated Nitshill Road as the north boundary of the neighbourhood. Although the Committee, accepted that the road was a main trunk road, they did not judge this to be a boundary to the area. There were several pedestrian crossings available to the general public, and the Committee considered that the people living within the neighbourhood could move freely throughout the area, and would be used to crossing at these points.  
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	For the purposes of considering the application, the Committee therefore defined the neighbourhood as the area bound to the north by the railway line, to the south by boundary of Southpark village, to the west by Corselet Road and Kennishead Road, and to the east by Stewarton Road and Speirsbridge Road.  This zone, the Committee felt included the areas that would constitute the neighbourhood to be served by the proposed pharmacy.
	

	
	
	

	
	Having reached that conclusion the Committee were then required to consider the adequacy of existing pharmaceutical services in that neighbourhood, and whether the granting of the application was necessary of desirable in order to secure adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in that neighbourhood.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee noted that:
	

	
	
	
	

	
	i)
	Within the neighbourhood, as defined by the Committee there were two pharmacies;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	ii)
	The current pharmaceutical network provided domiciliary oxygen, supervised methadone, and collection and delivery services;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iii)
	The Committee considered that the level of existing services ensured that satisfactory access to pharmaceutical services existed, to the identified neighbourhood.  The Committee therefore considered that the existing pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood were adequate;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	Iv)
	Having considered the applicant’s justification for additional pharmaceutical services in this area, the Committee did not agree that there was evidence of a sufficient need or desirability to justify the granting of an additional NHS dispensing contract.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	v)
	Having regard to the overall services provided by the existing contractors within the vicinity of the proposed pharmacy, and the number of prescriptions dispensed by those contractors in the preceding 12 months, the Committee agreed that the neighbourhood was already adequately served.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	In view of the above, the Committee concluded that the granting of an additional NHS Contract for the premises situated at Darnley Mains Road was not necessary or desirable in order to secure the adequate provisions of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood in which the premises were situated.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	In accordance with the statutory procedure, the chemist contractor member of the Committee, Mrs Anderson was excluded from the decision process.
	

	
	
	

	
	DECIDED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	That the granting of the application was not necessary or desirable to secure the adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood of the proposed premises, and accordingly that the application seeking inclusion in the Primary Care Trust’s Pharmaceutical List at Darnley Mains Road, Glasgow G53.7 for the provision of general pharmaceutical services be refused.
	Family Health Services Officer

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	The chemist contractor members of the Committee rejoined the meeting at this stage.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	6.
	APPLICATION FOR INCLUSION IN THE PRIMARY CARE TRUST’S PHARMACEUTICAL LIST
	

	
	
	

	
	Case No: PPC/INCL02/02 – Tesco Stores Ltd, St Rollox Business Park, Cobden Road, Glasgow G21.1
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee were asked to consider an application submitted on behalf of Tesco Stores Ltd to provide general pharmaceutical services from premises situated at St Rollox Business Park, Cobden Road, Glasgow G21.1, according to Regulation 5(2) of the National Health Service (General Pharmaceutical Services) (Scotland) Regulations 1995 as amended.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee had to determine whether the granting of the application was necessary or desirable to secure adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood in which the applicant’s proposed premises were located.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee, having previously been circulated with all the papers regarding the application from Tesco's, were satisfied that the application could be determined based on the written representations, and that an oral hearing was not required. 
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee considered views and representations received from:-
	

	
	
	

	
	a)
Chemist contractors within the vicinity of the applicant’s premises, namely:-
	

	
	
	

	
	
	i)
	Rowlands Pharmacy – 179/181 Springburn Road, Glasgow G21.1 and 185 Springburn Way, Glasgow G21.1 and Springburn Dispensary, Springburn Health Centre, 200 Springburn Way, Glasgow G21.1
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	ii)
	Townhead Health Centre Pharmacy – 16 Alexandra Parade, Glasgow G31.2
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	iii)
	Red Road Pharmacy – 51 Red Road Court, Glasgow G21.4
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	iv)
	Parade Pharmacy – 584 Alexandra Parade, Glasgow G31.1
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	v)
	T Boyle (Chemist) – 119 Royston Road, Glasgow G21.2
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	vi)
	Lloyds Pharmacy – 42-44 Huntingdon Square, Glasgow G21.1
	

	
	
	
	

	
	b)
the Area Medical Committee (General Practitioner Sub-Committee);
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee also considered:-
	

	
	
	

	
	c)
the location of the nearest existing pharmaceutical services and the level of 
NHS dispensing carried out during the preceding 12 months;
	

	
	
	

	
	d)
the location and level of general medical services in the area;
	

	
	
	

	
	e)
demographic information regarding post-code sectors G21.1, G21.2, and G22.6;
	

	
	
	

	
	f)
patterns of public transport;
	

	
	
	

	
	g)
Primary Care Trust plans for the future development of services; and
	

	
	
	

	
	h)
A tabled letter from the Greater Glasgow Area Pharmaceutical (General 
Practitioner) Subcommittee, which had been received outwith the timescale for 
the consultation exercise.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	CONCLUSION
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee noted that the applicant had applied for inclusion in the Trust’s Pharmaceutical List for the provision of pharmaceutical services from premises situated at St Rollox Business Park, Glasgow G21.1.  The premises were already constructed and operating as a supermarket, although the pharmacy element was not functioning. 
	

	
	
	

	
	In considering the application the Committee were required to take into account all relevant factors concerning the issues of neighbourhood and adequacy of the existing pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood particularly in the context of Regulation 5(10).
	

	
	
	

	
	In forming an opinion on the neighbourhood for the purposes of considering the application, the Committee noted the neighbourhood proposed by the applicant.  Having visited the area, the members did not agree with the neighbourhood defined by the applicant.    
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	For the purposes of considering the application, the Committee defined the neighbourhood as the area bound to the north by the Broomfield Road, to the South by the railway line and Roystonhill Road, to the west by Fountainwell Road, and to the east by Broomfield Road.  This area, the Committee felt included the areas that would constitute the neighbourhood to be served by the proposed pharmacy.
	

	
	
	

	
	Having reached that conclusion the Committee were then required to consider the adequacy of existing pharmaceutical services in that neighbourhood, and whether the granting of the application was necessary of desirable in order to secure adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in that neighbourhood.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee noted that:
	

	
	
	
	

	
	i)
	Within the neighbourhood, as defined by the Committee there were six pharmacies;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	ii)
	The current pharmaceutical network provided extended hours, domiciliary oxygen, supervised methadone, and collection and delivery services;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iii)
	The Committee considered that the level of existing services ensured that satisfactory access to pharmaceutical services existed, to the identified neighbourhood.  The Committee therefore considered that the existing pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood were adequate;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iv)
	The Committee noted that most customers frequenting the Tesco store, would travel by car, and as such would be sufficiently mobile to access services in other areas.  The neighbourhood in which the premises were situated was characterised by low car ownership, and the Committee considered that most of the residents would travel within the neighbourhood either on foot or by public transport.  The Committee did not consider that those resident would necessarily travel to Tesco for their day to day shopping, rather they would be more likely to travel to Springburn town centre which served as a focal point of the community.  This area was well served by existing contractors;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	v)
	Having considered the applicant’s justification for additional pharmaceutical services in this area, the Committee did not agree that there was evidence of a sufficient need or desirability to justify the granting of an additional NHS dispensing contract.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	vi)
	Having regard to the overall services provided by the existing contractors within the vicinity of the proposed pharmacy, and the number of prescriptions dispensed by those contractors in the preceding 12 months, the Committee agreed that the neighbourhood was already adequately served.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	In view of the above, the Committee concluded that the granting of an additional NHS Contract for the premises situated at Tesco Stores Ltd, St Rollox Business Park was not necessary or desirable in order to secure the adequate provisions of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood in which the premises were situated.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	In accordance with the statutory procedure, the chemist contractor members of the Committee, Mr Dykes and Mrs Anderson were excluded from the decision process.
	

	
	
	

	
	DECIDED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	That the granting of the application was not necessary or desirable to secure the adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood of the proposed premises, and accordingly that the application seeking inclusion in the Primary Care Trust’s Pharmaceutical List at Tesco Stores Ltd, St Rollox Business Park, Cobden Road, Glasgow G21.1 for the provision of general pharmaceutical services be refused.
	Family Health Services Officer

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	The chemist contractor members of the Committee rejoined the meeting at this stage.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	7.
	APPLICATION FOR INCLUSION IN THE PRIMARY CARE TRUST’S PHARMACEUTICAL LIST
	

	
	
	

	
	Case No: PPC/INCL03/02 – M&D Dispensing Chemists Ltd, 205 Hamilton Road, Glasgow G72.7
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee were asked to consider an application submitted on behalf of M&D Dispensing Chemists Ltd to provide general pharmaceutical services from premises situated at 205 Hamilton Road, Glasgow G72.7, according to Regulation 5(2) of the National Health Service (General Pharmaceutical Services) (Scotland) Regulations 1995 as amended.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee had to determine whether the granting of the application was necessary or desirable to secure adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood in which the applicant’s proposed premises were located.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee, having previously been circulated with all the papers regarding the application from M&D Dispensing Chemists Ltd, were satisfied that the application could be determined based on the written representations, and that an oral hearing was not required. 
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee considered views and representations received from:-
	

	
	
	

	
	a)
Chemist contractors within the vicinity of the applicant’s premises, namely:-
	

	
	
	

	
	
	i)
	Moss Chemists – 59A Main Street, Glasgow G72.7
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	ii)
	J J Russell Ltd – 233 Hamilton Road, Glasgow G72.7
	

	
	
	
	

	
	b)
the Area Medical Committee (General Practitioner Sub-Committee);
	

	
	
	

	
	c)
the Greater Glasgow Health Council;
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee also considered:-
	

	
	
	

	
	d)
the location of the nearest existing pharmaceutical services and the level of 
NHS dispensing carried out during the preceding 12 months;
	

	
	
	

	
	e)
the location and level of general medical services in the area;
	

	
	
	

	
	f)
demographic information regarding post-code sectors G72.7;
	

	
	
	

	
	g)
patterns of public transport;
	

	
	
	

	
	h)
Primary Care Trust plans for the future development of services;
	

	
	
	

	
	j)
tabled representation s from the Greater Glasgow Area Pharmaceutical General 
Practitioner Subcommittee and J K Leslie & Sons, Main Street, Cambuslang.
	

	
	
	

	
	CONCLUSION
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee noted that the applicant had applied for inclusion in the Trust’s Pharmaceutical List for the provision of pharmaceutical services from premises situated at 205 Hamilton Road, Glasgow G72.7.  The premises were already constructed although not yet functioning as a pharmacy.   The applicant had stated at Part 2 (b) of Form A that the premises were not in his possession, although the Trust was satisfied that the applicant was actively seeking to lease the premises, having secured documentary evidence to this effect.
	

	
	
	

	
	In considering the application the Committee were required to take into account all relevant factors concerning the issues of neighbourhood and adequacy of the existing pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood particularly in the context of Regulation 5(10).
	

	
	
	

	
	For the purposes of considering the application, the Committee defined the neighbourhood as the area bound to the north by the Newton railway line, to the south by Gilbertfield Road, to the west by Dalton Road, and to the east by Howieshall Road and Speirsbridge Road.  This area, the Committee felt included the zone that would constitute the neighbourhood to be served by the proposed pharmacy.
	

	
	
	

	
	Having reached that conclusion the Committee were then required to consider the adequacy of existing pharmaceutical services in that neighbourhood, and whether the granting of the application was necessary of desirable in order to secure adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in that neighbourhood.
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee noted that:
	

	
	
	
	

	
	i)
	Within the neighbourhood, as defined by the Committee there was one pharmacy;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	ii)
	The current pharmaceutical provision included supervised methadone, and collection and delivery services;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iii)
	The Committee noted that there had been some development within the neighbourhood. They did not however consider that this was in itself a reason to grant another NHS dispensing contract.  Although fairly significant, there was no evidence to suggest that the existing pharmaceutical network had been unable to cope with any increase in demand for service generated from the additional housing;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iv)
	The Committee considered that the level of existing services ensured that satisfactory access to pharmaceutical services existed, to the identified neighbourhood.  The Committee therefore considered that the existing pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood were adequate;
	

	
	
	
	

	
	v)
	Having considered the applicant’s justification for additional pharmaceutical services in this area, the Committee did not agree that there was evidence of a sufficient need or desirability to justify the granting of an additional NHS dispensing contract.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	vi)
	Having regard to the overall services provided by the existing contractors within the vicinity of the proposed pharmacy, and the number of prescriptions dispensed by those contractors in the preceding 12 months, the Committee agreed that the neighbourhood was already adequately served.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	In view of the above, the Committee concluded that the granting of an additional NHS Contract for the premises situated at 205 Hamilton Road was not necessary or desirable in order to secure the adequate provisions of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood in which the premises were situated.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	In accordance with the statutory procedure, the chemist contractor member of the Committee, Mr Dykes and Mrs Anderson were excluded from the decision process.
	

	
	
	

	
	DECIDED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	That the granting of the application was not necessary or desirable to secure the adequate provision of pharmaceutical services in the neighbourhood of the proposed premises, and accordingly that the application seeking inclusion in the Primary Care Trust’s Pharmaceutical List at 205 Hamilton Road, Glasgow G72.7 for the provision of general pharmaceutical services be refused.
	Family Health Services Officer

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	The chemist contractor members of the Committee rejoined the meeting at this stage.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	8.
	MATTERS CONSIDERED BY THE CHAIRMAN SINCE THE LAST MEETING
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee having previously been circulated with Paper 2002/04 noted the contents, which gave details of applications considered by the Chairman outwith the meeting since Thursday 20th September 2001.
	

	
	
	

	
	I)
	Transfer of National Health Service Dispensing Contract Where a Change of Ownership has Taken Place
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Case No: PPC/CO10/2001 – 
Gilbride Chemists, 323 Paisley Road West, Glasgow G51.1
	

	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee considered the action taken by the Chairman on an application for the transfer of the NHS Dispensing contract previously held by Mrs M McLellan, T/A William Temple Chemists at the above address.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee noted that the Chairman had granted the application with effect from 30 November 2001, having been satisfied that the application fulfilled the requirements laid down in the Pharmaceutical Regulations.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Case No: PPC/CO11/2001 – 
Ms R Amin, 168A Battlefield Road, Glasgow G42.9
	

	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee considered the action taken by the Chairman on an application for the transfer of the NHS Dispensing contract previously held by Mr & Mrs Amin, T/A McIntyre Pharmacy at the above address.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee noted that the Chairman had granted the application with effect from 1 December 2001, having been satisfied that the application fulfilled the requirements laid down in the Pharmaceutical Regulations.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Case No: PPC/CO12/2001 – 
Moss Chemists Ltd, 59/61 Queen Street, Glasgow G1.3
	

	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee considered the action taken by the Chairman on approving the transfer of the NHS Dispensing contract previously held by Scholl UK Ltd at the above address.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee noted that the Chairman had granted the application with effect from 1 December 2001, having been satisfied that the application fulfilled the requirements laid down in the Pharmaceutical Regulations.
	

	
	
	

	
	DECIDED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	That the Chairman’s action in granting the above applications in accordance with Regulation 5(3) of the National Health Service (General Pharmaceutical Services) (Scotland) Regulations 1995 as amended be homologated.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	II)
	Minor Relocation of Existing Pharmaceutical Services
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Case No: PPC/MRELOC04/2001 – Boots the Chemist Ltd, Unit 5 West End Retail Park, Crow Road, Glasgow G11.6
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee considered the action taken by the Chairman on an application for the minor relocation of a general practice pharmacy from 368 Dumbarton Road, Glasgow G11 to Unit 5 West End Retail Park, Crow Road, Glasgow G11.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee noted that in accordance with the Regulations, the Trust had consulted the Greater Glasgow Area Pharmaceutical GP sub-committee and the Director of Pharmacy who both considered that the application did not satisfy the criteria for a minor relocation.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	DECIDED/-
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	That the Chairman’s action in refusing the above application in accordance with Regulation 5(6) of the National Health Service (General Pharmaceutical Services) (Scotland) Regulations 1995 as amended be homologated.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	Case No: PPC/MRELOC05/2001 – Alistair Mitchell, 1047 Cathcart Road, Glasgow G42.9
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee considered the action taken by the Chairman on an application for the minor relocation of a general practice pharmacy from 1067 Cathcart Road, Glasgow G42.9 to 1047 Cathcart Road, Glasgow G42.9.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	The Committee noted that in accordance with the Regulations, the Trust had consulted the Greater Glasgow Area Pharmaceutical GP sub-committee and the Director of Pharmacy who both considered that the application satisfied the criteria for a minor relocation.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	DECIDED/-
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	That the Chairman’s action in granting the above application in accordance with Regulation 5(6) of the National Health Service (General Pharmaceutical Services) (Scotland) Regulations 1995 as amended be homologated.
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	

	9.
	PROGRAMME OF MEETINGS
	

	
	
	

	
	The Committee having previously been presented with Paper 2002/05 considered the programme of meetings for the coming year.
	

	
	
	

	
	AGREED/-
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	10.
	ANY OTHER COMPETENT BUSINESS
	

	
	
	

	
	There was no other competent business.
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	11.
	NEXT MEETING
	

	
	
	

	
	As there were no applications pending, the Committee agreed to cancel the meeting due to take place on 21st February 2002.  The next meeting of the Committee was therefore arranged for 21st March 2002.
	

	
	
	


The Meeting ended at 3.00pm
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