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Health Professions Council 
Conduct and Competence Committee – 30 January 2007 

 
Review Cases 

 
Introduction 
 
At the last meeting of the Conduct and Competence Committee, the Committee was 
provided with a report giving details of the review hearings that had been held since 
April 2006. This report provides details to the Committee for the review hearings that 
have taken place since its last meeting.  
 
Article 30 of the Health Professions Order 2001 provides that a review hearing will 
take place before the expiry date of any case where a suspension or conditions order 
has been imposed. 
 
Since November 2006, review hearings have taken place in 5 cases. The registrants 
concerned were of the following professions: one Clinical Scientist, one 
physiotherapist, one chiropodist and two Paramedics. Of the 5 cases, 4 registrants 
were subject to a suspension order, and 1 registrant was subject to a conditions of 
practice order. 
 
Two of the cases were being reviewed for the first time, and three orders were 
reviewed for the second time. In the three cases where the order was being reviewed 
for the second time, the original order was a suspension and that order had been 
extended at the first review.  
 
In the case where the conditions of practice that had been imposed on the registrant 
this was further extended. This power of extension is set out in Article 30(1)(a) of the 
HPO 2001. The panel felt that a further period of conditions were required to 
adequately protect the public (see Edward Wade). 
 
In the remaining 4 cases, the suspension order imposed was further extended. In 
competence and health cases where the registrant has been suspended, the registrant 
has to be continuously suspended or subject to a conditions of practice order for a 
period of two years before the striking off option in Article 29 becomes available (see 
Criona O’Donnell, Roland Parton, Ian Blakey, Nveed Khan)  
 
Decision 
 
The Committee is asked to discuss this report 
 
Background information 
 
At the end of December 2006, 60 registrants were subject to either a conditions of 
practice or a suspension order. Review hearings will take place over the course of the 
remainder of 2006/2007 and into 2007/2008. 
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In cases where the allegation is that fitness to practise is impaired by reason of 
competence or health, the highest available sanction panels can impose is a 
suspension order.  The Committee has previously considered a paper outlining an 
interpretation issue with Article 30 of the Order. 
 
It is important to ensure that cases are appropriately particularised as misconduct and 
or lack of competence before they are considered by a case to answer panel. Case law 
(Crabbie) suggests that if a panel is likely to want to strike a registrant from the 
register the case should be particularised as misconduct. Health cases should only be 
particularised as such, if health is the issue rather than a mitigating factor in the case. 
 
 
Resource implications 
 
With effect from 17th November 2006 a third hearings officer has been employed 
within the FTP department. Their role is to clerk and fix all fitness to practise 
hearings.   
 
FTP hearings are now scheduled and fixed until the middle of May 2007.  
 
There are 9 review hearings scheduled to take place before the end of this financial 
year. 
 
Financial implications 
 
Convening a panel normally incurs an average cost of £1770. The average cost of a 
shorthand writer is £550. If a hearing takes place outside of London, the costs of 
venue hire has to be paid – this is approximately £1000. 
 
The costs of lawyers to present and prepare the review case for the HPC is also 
incurred.  
 
If possible two review hearings will be scheduled for one day. 
 
Appendices 
 
Notices of Decision and Order in the review cases of: 
 
Criona O’Donnell, Clinical Scientist 
Edward Wade, Paramedic 
Roland Parton, Chiropodist 
Ian Blakey, Paramedic 
Naveed Khan, Physiotherapist 
 
Article 30 of the Health Professions Order 2001. 
 
Date of paper 
 
December 2006 
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