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To [NHS England] (Email to an NHS England contact on 30 March 2015) 

 

I'm writing to you for your help: I'm interested in looking up the appointments process for the panel 

for the National Maternity Review, as I'm sure that a number of us MSLC chairs and lead service user 

reps would be interested in applying: we have decades of accumulated experience in working with 

women and families, and a great depth and breadth of knowledge of women's views. We also have 

experience of collaborative, multidisciplinary working, and a commitment to woman-centred and 

evidence-based maternity care. The colleagues I include here [copied in to the email sent] are people 

with long-standing MSLC service whose other maternity-related work includes, variously, leading 

Lamaze-based classes, doula work, LSA auditing, the work of [a maternity charity], extensive 

experience in breastfeeding and other peer support, and (every one of them) gathering women's views 

in the community. (Four of these colleagues have NCT hats amongst the various things they do, as I 

do. However, the MSLCs include a range of both organisation-affiliated and unaffiliated experienced 

service user reps, as I'm sure you are aware.) 

 

Is there a link to the appointments process that we could be sharing with all of our MSLC service user 

representative colleagues and contacts? Indeed, is NHS England also recruiting midwives, doctors 

and commissioners to the panel, and could we be publicising the process to all of our MSLC 

members?  
 
Followed by: 

Thank you [NHS England on 31 March 2015]. To be clear, my interest and enquiry in full is about 

Process, protecting Women's Rights, and Methodology, as detailed below. 

 

Process 

I should like to see please: 

1. the advertisements and role descriptions for panel membership roles - for this significant, national 

review surely must have begun with a formal public appointments process, as every NICE 

guideline development group (GDG), does; 

 

2. in that context, the detailed values statements and code of conduct (equivalent to those for NICE 

GDGs) that will govern how the business of the review panel is conducted, and to which appointed 

members agree as a condition of appointment; and 

 

3.  the statement setting out the detail of the public appointment process that has been (or is being) 

followed, and details of where the roles have been advertised. 

 

I should indeed like to know whether applications are still being taken and processed, so that MSLC 

colleagues across the country can be advised, and have an opportunity review the situation. 

 

Protecting women's human rights in childbirth 

 

Being pregnant and giving birth is a gendered activity, and certain human rights considerations must 

be written into any review of this nature, if women's rights are to be recognised and protected. I would 

be grateful if you could clarify the following points:   

 

4. Is the distinction between women as service users and their life companions (fathers and co-

parents) written into the detailed terms of reference as a key underpinning value? My body, my 
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consent. My decision about place of birth, and all other matters in pregnancy and birth (choosing 

whether to take family views into account: of course, many women are in practice not free to 

choose, and their rights must be clearly stated.) 

 

5. In the light of 4 above, is it also specified that the views of fathers and co-parents, while valued 

and noted, are subsidiary to those of women as service users of maternity services in this 

review?  (Noting that if the panel will consider care of the newborn, then the rights and 

responsibilities of parents as parents are relevant, of course.) 

 

6. Accordingly, will this review, following NICE guidance, recognise and prioritise 'woman-centred' 

care as a key aspiration, and not 'parent-centred care', since the latter could lead to public 

confusion about rights  in relation to decision-taking by women in pregnancy, labour and birth (to 

the detriment of women)? 

 

7. In the light of 4-6 above, how precisely do you propose to conduct public engagement through 

NHS Citizen 'networks' (which, as yet, do not exist, to my knowledge) in a manner that will 

recognise and protect the rights of women? And is there any role for the MSLCs, supported by 

local Healthwatch? Is the value of informed maternity lay advocates who work directly with 

women, such as MSLC service user representatives (who subscribe to this role description in their 

work) recognised both in the current selection process, and by the panel in contemplating its 

work? 

 

Methodology 

 

8. Please supply a copy of the methodology that will govern the selection and interpretation of 

research evidence for use in the review. Does it meet an internationally recognised standard? 

 

9. Who will conduct all necessary searches and literature reviews? Who will interpret the evidence? 

 

10. Will the review be advised by an academic panel? What disciplines will be included, and how will 

advisers be selected, and by whom? 

 

11. Will the review rely upon current NICE guidelines, or does the panel intend to conduct its own 

systematic review of evidence on any topic(s), and if so for which topic(s) (see 8-10 above, and 

please explain in detail, if so)? 

 

12. Last but not least, can the panel commit, in the interest of promoting public understanding, to 

distinguishing stillbirth prior to 37 weeks and stillbirth near or at term, especially when quoting 

stillbirth rates? 

 

I am copying this email to [name] of [org], as well as to MSLC colleagues, as mentioned below. I 

look forward to hearing from you. 

Regards 

Catherine  

Catherine Williams, Chair, Reading, Wokingham & West Berks Maternity Forum [to 31 May 2015](an 'MSLC': see 

http://www.chimat.org.uk/mslc)NCT Antenatal Practitioner Declaration of interests: CJW works for a local Healthwatch - she 

writes here entirely in a private, non-Healthwatch capacity. CJW served as one of two lay members on the NICE CG190 GDG, 

Intrapartum Care 2014 
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