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Three main areas of the PSA’s work:

1. Reviewing the work of the regulators of health 
and care professionals

2. Accrediting organisations that register health 
and care practitioners in unregulated 
occupations

3. Giving policy advice to Ministers and others and 
encouraging research to improve regulation
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Feda Mulhem
GMC 20/12/04

Registered doctor at registrar level.

Injected vincristine intrathecally leading to the death of Wayne Jowett, an 18 year 
old who was suffering from lymphoblastic leukaemia. 

Had been arrested for assaulting his wife and two children and lying to the 
authorities about the reasons for their injuries.

Suspended for 12 months by GMC.

Referred to court by the PSA.

Erased from the medical register following the court hearing.



Benedict Doree
HCPC 17/03/15

Registered prosthetist and orthotist.

Alleged to have bullied and harrassed one colleague. 

Alleged to have made numerous obscene gestures and comments towards 
another. 

Given a 5 year caution order by the HCPC.

Case referred to court. 

Appeal was dismissed, case ongoing as of January 26th 2017…



Aims of this project:
(Project duration 27.3.17 – 16.6.17)

1. To analyse the minutes from 
all s29 meetings since 
January 2014

2. To analyse all 34 court 
hearings since 2004



Methodology: what can be measured?
Any additional suggestions welcome…

List of variables for s29 meetings:

1. Regulator
2. Type of impairment
3. Previous FTP
4. Gender
5. Decision sufficient for public 

protection?
6. Decision referred to court?
7. Learning point sent to regulator?
8. Any case law used?

List of variables for court hearings:

1. Regulator
2. Type of impairment
3. Previous FTP
4. Gender
5. Location of training
6. Age
7. Duration of registration
8. Outcome
9. Significant for case law?



What can be learned from the PSA’s s29 minutes 

and court hearings that can improve the future of 

healthcare regulation in the UK?


