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Subject: 100129 Emails EKD and Norman Lamb 

From: Emma Kelly-Dempster 
Sent: 29 January 2010 13:20 
To: ’LAMB, Norman’ 
Cc: Harry Cayton; Michael Andrews 
Subject: RE: Meeting with Harry Cayton 

Dear Andrew 

Thank you for your email. 

Information on how we use our powers under section 29 of the NHS Reform 
and Health Care Professions Act 2002 can be found here: CHRE FTP 
decisions . 

Today we have issued the following press release about Dr Jane Barton: 

’Following the decision made today by the GMC’s Fitness to Practise 
Panel to impose conditions on Dr Jane Barton, CHRE has called for the 
transcripts of the case. We wiil review those transcripts and the 
decisions made. CERE has power to refer the case to the High Court if 
we consider the decision by the panel to be unduly lenient and that is 
necessary for the protection of the public. We will announce our 
decision in due course.’ 

If we are to appeal the decision, our legislation sets out that we must 
do so within 40 days of the last date of wh ch the regist[ant can 
appeal. 

Yours sincerely 

Emma Kelly-Dempster 

Emma Kelly-Dempster 

Gocd Prac%!ce Officer 

Council for Healthcare Regulatory Excellence 

ii Strand 

London WC2N 5HE 

www.chre.org.uk 

SwitchboaFd: 020 7389 8030 
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Viewing Attachments for Case: 006562-290110 

From: FORTH, Andrew [mailto:; ................ ~-~’-~ ............... ] On Behalf Of LAMB, 
Norman 
Sent: 29 January 2010 12:04 
To: Emma Kelly-Dempsne~ 
Cc: Lisa Foley 
Subject: RE: Meeting with Harry Caynon 

Good Afternoon, 

As a follow up no the meeting a few weeks ago, Norman was hoping no gen 
clarification of how the CHRE took up cases. In this instance he 
considering raising the issue in light of the decision by the GMC today 
mn the case of Dr Jane Barton. IN particular, does the CHRE analyse 
cases on ins own and then decide no investigate or does it base ins 
decismons no look at ~ decision in response no complaints? 

Apologmes if this ms not very clear. Happy to discuss this further. 

Regards 

Andrew Forth 

Andrew Forth    Parliamentary Researcher 

Office of Norman Lamb MP    Liberal Democrat Health Spokesperson 
of Parliamenn for North Norfolk 

T: F: { ........ ....... ] E: i ................. ................ 

Member 

Sent: 19 January 2010 16:30 
To: L~J~B, Norman 
Subject: Meeting with Harry Caycon 

Dear Mr Lamb MP 

Thank you for meeting with Harry Cayzon and I today, we found the 
discussion very interesting and we hope that you did too. 

As requested I attach a copy of CHRE’s Special Report on the NMC which 
we published in June 2008. 

If you have any further questions, please do contact us. 

Yours sincerely 

Emma Kelly-Dempster 

~mma Kelly-Dempster 

Good Practice Officer 

Council for Healthcare Regulatory Excellence 
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This e-mail and files transmitted with’it are confidential. If you are 
not the intended recipient, apy reading, printing, storage, disclosure, 
copying or any other action taken in respect of this e-mail is 
prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are not the intended recipient, 
please notify the sender immediatley by uslng the reply function and 
then permanently delete what you have received. 

The oplnlons & information contained within this e-mail, which do nor 
relate to the business, shall be understood as neither given nor 
endorsed by the senders company - CHRE. All reasonable precautions have 
been naken to ensure that this e-mail is virus free. As we accep~ no 
responsibility for loss or damage arising from the use of this e-mail or 
antachments, we recommend that you subjec~ these to your own vlrus 
checking procedures prior to use. 

Incoming and outgqing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for 
compliance with the CHRE policy on the use of eleczronic communications. 

UK Parliament Disclaimer: 
This e-mail is confidential no the intended reciplenn. If you have 
received it in error, please notify the sender and delete it from your 
syszem. Any unauthorised use, disclosure, or copying ±s not permitted. 
This e-mail has been checked for viruses, but no liability is accepted 
for any damage caused by any virus zransmitted by this e-mail. 

This email has been scanned by the MessageLabs Email Security System. 
For more information please visit http://www.messagelabs.com/email 

This e-mail and files transmitted with it are confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, 
anyreading, prancing, storage; disclosure, copying or any other acz±on taken ~n respec< of zhis e- 
mail is prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are non the intended recipienn, please notify the 
sender immediatley by uslng the reply function and then permanently delete what you have received. 

The opinions & information contained w±thin this e-mail, which do nor relate no the business, shall 
be understood as neither given nor endorsed by the senders c©mpany - CHRE. All Eeasonable 
precautions have been taken ~o ensure that this e-mail is virus free. As we accept no 
responsibility for loss or damage arising from the use of this e-mail or attachments, we recommend 
that you subject these no your own virus checking procedures prior no use. 

Inzom±ng and ou~golng e-mai! messages are routinely monitored for compliance with the CHRE policy 
on the use of electronlc communlca5~ons. 
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