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Interim Decision of the Chairman of the National Appeal Panel 

 
 
1. Background 
 
1.1 Mr Keiron Paterson on behalf of Keir Pharmacy Limited has appealed against the Decision of 

the Pharmacy Practices Committee of NHS Forth Valley ("the PPC") which refused the 
application by Keir Pharmacy Limited for inclusion in the Pharmaceutical List in respect of the 
premises at Unit 1, The Pines, 5 Fleming Court, Denny and which Decision is recorded in the 
Minute of the Hearing of the PPC held on 28th November 2012.  

 
1.2 By letter dated 21st January 2013, Mr Paterson wrote to the NHS Forth Valley advising that a 

contractor member of the PPC hearing the application had a business relationship with one of 
the Interested Parties affected by the application and went into some detail as to the conflict of 
interest averred.  ,  

 
1.3 Mr Paterson states that the contractor member failed to declare his relationship with the 

Interested Party to the PPC and that, accordingly, the PPC proceedings should be declared 
void.   

 
2. Interim Decision  
 
2.1 It would appear that the contractor member did not intimate the interest he had with the 

Interested Party in the pharmacy which I understand is some ten miles furth of Denny.  He 
took an active part in the proceedings and was present during the PPC's "full and wide ranging 
discussion" regarding the application. The Decision is, accordingly, tainted by the contractor 
member's presence in that it raises the issue of bias and as such has resulted in a procedural 
irregularity.   

 
2.2 In the circumstances it is necessary to remit the Decision back to the Board to re-hear the 

application before a new PPC none of whose members shall include those who attended the 
Hearing on 28th November 2012.  

 
2.3 A full Decision will be issued shortly.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
J. Michael D. Graham  
Interim Chairman 
National Appeal Panel  
22nd May 2013   
 


