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Mr Tim Bailey
Scrutiny Officer
Council For Health Care Regulatory
11 Strand
London
WC2N 5HR

{0 Mon'
’April 2010

Dear Sirs

e et awe,

‘ Re: Dr Jane Barton - ffosport War Memorial Hospital

IJ (OMu"
Thank you for your leffer dated 1 April 2010. We refer in th4 first instance to the quote’at the end of paragrgph

5 of your letter. Iffdoes seem to us very clear that the§fndependent Panel's decision as to sanction "IS
v manifestly inappro e having regard to the Practitioner's cqnduct and the integgsts of the lic'
As you are aware Jve have written to you on two previous ogcasions this was to higiuight the following two
issues:- el
Y Meoie
1. Testimonialsffrom Dr Barton's patients: was clear that thelndependent panel had giyen significant
weight to thp positive testimonials from patients which { Panel emphasised were givgh even though
those patieffts knew of the allegations against Dr Barton. JAs we pointed out however, patients could pm
not have bfen aware that the allegationg§ of serious profegsional misconduct against Dr Barton would be
up held, bfcause that determination had®not been reacheqwhen the testimonials were provided. It is our

“‘WM{,‘W thatfit was procedurally inappropriate and irrational fgr thej'idependentpanel to receive this 'sort of
aterial from patients in mitigation, when at the time it was provided that they were not aware that the

S worewpiicics ¢qmrast O¢ Bo.fo A wo 3ok shenfaaky

2. Dr Bagon's retirement from medical practicé'ﬂiehdepen ent'anei gave significant weight that it wouId in

.; their

held.

was one which could reasonably have been imposed. Our point however is that the panel

‘ Fami;y members have now asked us to explore Judicial Review Proceedings. We ask therefore that you

consider the above points very carefully and explain to us why you do not consider that they are susceptible tq,

review
e wo% be grateful if you would return to us no later than 14 days and we look forward

Yours faithfuiiy (
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