





SCHEDULE 1
STATEMENT OF REASONS

1. This appeal was brought under section 29 of the National Health Service Reform and
Health Professions Act 2002 (the “2002 Act”) against the decision of the adjudicators
of the First Respondent of 12 April 2022 to (i) strike out Allegation 1 as advanced by
the First Respondent against the Second Respondent, and (ii) that the Second
Respondent’s fitness to practise was impaired within the meaning of Schedule 2,
Paragraph 12 of the Social Workers Regulations 2018 (the “2018 Regulations”), and
that she would be subject to a suspension order for a period of 18 months (“the
Decision”).

2. The Appellant's right to refer fithess to practise decisions made by the First
Respondent arises by amendments to section 29 of the 2002 Act contained in
Schedule 4 to the Children and Social Work Act 2017, in particular by way of the
addition of Section 29(2A).

3. By section 36 of the Children and Social Work Act 2017, the First Respondent is the
regulator of social workers in England. It took over that role from the Health and Care
Professions Council (HCPC) with effect from 2 December 2019.

4. The Second Respondent is a registered Social Worker (registration number SW96747)
and is regulated by the First Respondent.

5. The Second Respondent was subject to fitness to practise proceedings (FTP-72255)
brought by the First Respondent under the 2018 Regulations. The allegations made
against the Second Respondent (as subsequently amended) were:
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6. The Appellant alleges that a suspension order and therefore the Decision is not
sufficient to protect the public. The Appellant advances three Grounds of Appeal
against the Decision:

1. Ground 1 — The Adjudicators were wrong to “strike out” allegation 1

2. Ground 2 — The Adjudicators should have adjourned to allow [Social
Work England] to particularise the allegations and re-serve the
Registrant

3. Ground 3 - In the alternative, [Social Work England’s] failure
adequately to particularise the allegations constituted a serious
procedural irregularity and a form of “under prosecution”
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