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Nursing and Midwifery Council 
Fitness to Practise Committee 

Substantive Order Review Hearing 
3 September 2019 

NMC Regus, Forsyth House, Cromac Square, Belfast, BT2 8LA 

 
Name of registrant: Anghel Vasile George 
NMC PIN:  16C0026C 
Part(s) of the register: Registered Nurse (Sub Part 1) 

 Adult Nursing – March 2016 

Area of Registered Address: Romania 

 
Type of Case: Lack of Knowledge of English  

 
Panel Members: John Weeden (Chair, Lay member) 

Alister Campbell (Registrant member) 

Rachel Ellis (Lay member) 

 
Legal Assessor: Patricia Crossin  

Panel Secretary: Aoife Kennedy 

 

Mr Vasile:  Not present and unrepresented in absence  

Nursing and Midwifery Council:  Represented by Zainab Mohamed, NMC Case 

Presenter 

 

Order being reviewed: Suspension order (12 months) 
  

Outcome: Striking-off order to come into effect at the end 

of 3 October in accordance with Article 30 (1)  
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Service of Notice of Hearing 

 
The panel was informed at the start of this hearing that Mr Vasile was not in attendance, 

nor was he represented in his absence. 

 

The panel was informed that the notice of this hearing was sent to Mr Vasile on 2 

August 2019 by recorded delivery and first class post to his registered address in 

Romania and noted as delivered on 7 August 2019.  

 

The panel accepted the advice of the legal assessor. 

 

In the light of the information available the panel was satisfied that notice had been 

served in accordance with Rules 11 and 34 of The Nursing and Midwifery Council 

(Fitness to Practise) Rules 2004 (as amended).  

 

Proceeding in absence 
 
The panel then considered proceeding in the absence of Mr Vasile. The panel was 

mindful that the discretion to proceed in absence is one which must be exercised with 

the utmost care and caution.  

 

The panel considered all of the information before it, together with the submissions 

made by Ms Mohamed, on behalf of the Nursing and Midwifery Council (NMC).  

 

Ms Mohamed told the panel that the last contact Mr Vasile had had with the NMC was 

in a telephone call on 12 October 2017. She drew the panel’s attention to the telephone 

note from that call which indicated that Mr Vasile informed the NMC that he had left the 

country, that he does not wish to return to practice in the UK, and that he would like his 

case to be closed.  

 

Ms Mohamed informed the panel that there has been no application for an adjournment 

by Mr Vasile and submitted that there is no evidence to suggest that an adjournment 

would secure his attendance at a future hearing.  
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Ms Mohamed reminded the panel that the current order is due to expire at the end of 3 

October 2019.  

 

The panel accepted the advice of the legal assessor.  

 

The panel was satisfied that Mr Vasile was or should be aware of today’s hearing and it 

is of the view that he had chosen not to attend today. The panel had no reason to 

believe that an adjournment would result in Mr Vasile’s attendance. The panel noted 

that the current order is due to expire at the end of 3 October 2019 and, having weighed 

the interests of Mr Vasile with those of the NMC and the statutory requirement to review 

the order before its expiry, the panel determined to proceed in Mr Vasile’s absence.   

 

Decision and reasons on review of the current order 
 
The panel decided to make a striking off order. This order will come into effect at the 

end of 3 October 2019 in accordance with Article 30 (1) of the Nursing and Midwifery 

Order 2001 (as amended) (the Order).  

 

This is the third review of a suspension order, originally imposed by a Fitness to 

Practise panel on 3 March 2017 for a period of 6 months. This order was reviewed on 

21 August 2017 and extended for a further 12 months, and again on 21 August 2018 

when it was extended for a further 12 months. The current order is due to expire on 3 

October 2019.  

 

The panel is reviewing the order pursuant to Article 30(1) of the Order.  

 

The charge found proved (by way of admission) which resulted in the imposition of the 

substantive order was as follows: 

 

“That you, a registered nurse,  

 

Do not have the necessary knowledge of English to practise safely and 

effectively. 
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AND in light of the above, your fitness to practise is impaired by reason 

of your lack of knowledge of English.” 

 

The previous reviewing panel determined the following with regard to impairment:  

 

“The panel bore in mind that the original panel was satisfied that Mr Vasile had 

admitted his fitness to practise was impaired by reason of his lack of English, and 

encouraged him to undertake the IELTS assessment.  

 

This panel had no information to suggest that Mr Vasile has taken the IELTS 

assessment, nor any other evidence that he has the required level of English to 

practise safely as a registered nurse. The only new information this panel had 

was a telephone note dated 12 October 2017, in which Mr Vasile informed his 

NMC case officer that he has left the country, does not wish to return to practice 

in the UK, and would like his case to be closed.  

 

In the absence of any evidence that Mr Valise has achieved the required level of 

English to practise safely, this panel determined that his fitness to practice 

remains impaired on both the grounds of public protection and public interest.” 

 

The previous reviewing panel determined the following with regard to sanction:  

 

“The panel next considered whether placing conditions of practice on Mr Vasile’s 

registration would be a sufficient and proportionate response. The panel is 

mindful that any conditions imposed must be proportionate, measurable and 

workable. The panel decided that as there was no further information in regards 

to Mr Vasile’s progress or whether he has successfully achieved the appropriate 

level required in the IELTS assessment, conditions could not be formulated to 

ensure public protection. Furthermore, as Mr Vasile has indicated that he has left 

the country and does not wish to return to practice, the panel had no reason to 

believe that conditions of practice would serve any useful purpose.  
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The panel considered the imposition of a further suspension order. It concluded 

that a suspension order is the only appropriate sanction that would protect the 

public and satisfy the public interest and that 12 months was the appropriate and 

proportionate period. The panel determined that a further suspension order for 12 

months would allow Mr Vasile further time to achieve the required level in the 

IELTS assessment, if he changed his mind and decided to return to practise in 

the UK.  

The panel noted Mr Vasile’s indication that he wished his case to be closed. 

However, as his fitness to practise has been found to be impaired by reason of 

his lack of knowledge of English, the option of striking him off the register will not 

be available to a panel until at least March 2019, when Mr Vasile will have been 

subject to a substantive order for two years.  

The panel therefore determined that a suspension order was the appropriate and 

proportionate sanction in this case. This order will take effect upon the expiry of 

the current suspension order, namely at the end of 3 October 2018 in 

accordance with Article 30 (1) of the Nursing and Midwifery Order 2001 and will 

run for a period of 12 months.” 

 
Decision on current fitness to practise 
 
The panel considered carefully whether Mr Vasile’s fitness to practise remains impaired. 

Whilst there is no statutory definition of fitness to practise, the NMC has defined it as a 

registrant’s suitability to remain on the register without restriction. In considering this 

case, the panel carried out a comprehensive review of the order in light of the current 

circumstances. It noted the decision of the last panel. However, it exercised its own 

judgment as to current impairment.  

 

The panel had regard to all of the documentation before it, including the decisions and 

reasons of the previous panels and a record of a telephone conversation between Mr 

Vasile and his NMC case officer, dated 12 October 2017.  

 

The panel accepted the advice of the legal assessor.   
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In reaching its decision, the panel was mindful of the need to protect the public, 

maintain public confidence in the profession and to declare and uphold proper 

standards of conduct and performance. 

 

The panel considered whether Mr Vasile’s fitness to practise remains impaired. 

 

The panel bore in mind that the original panel was satisfied that Mr Vasile had admitted 

his fitness to practise was impaired by reason of his lack of English, and encouraged 

him to undertake the IELTS assessment.  

 

The panel today has no information to suggest that Mr Vasile has taken the IELTS 

assessment, nor any other evidence that he has the required level of English to practise 

safely as a registered nurse. Mr Vasile has not communicated with the NMC since his 

last review hearing.   

 

In the absence of any evidence that Mr Vasile has achieved the required level of 

English to practise safely, this panel determined that his fitness to practise remains 

impaired on both the grounds of public protection and public interest.  

 
Determination on sanction 
 
Having found Mr Vasile’s fitness to practise currently impaired, the panel then 

considered what, if any, sanction it should impose in this case. The panel noted that its 

powers are set out in Article 30 of the Order. The panel also took into account the 

NMC’s Sanctions Guidance and bore in mind that the purpose of a sanction is not to be 

punitive, though any sanction imposed may have a punitive effect. 
 

The panel first considered whether to take no action but concluded that this would be 

inappropriate in view of the risk identified and seriousness of the case. The panel 

decided that it would be neither proportionate nor in the public interest to take no further 

action. 
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The panel then considered whether to impose a caution but concluded that this would 

be inappropriate in view of the risk identified and seriousness of the case. The panel 

decided that it would be neither proportionate nor in the public interest to impose a 

caution order. 

 

The panel next considered whether placing conditions of practice on Mr Vasile’s 

registration would be a sufficient and proportionate response. The panel is mindful that 

any conditions imposed must be proportionate, measurable and workable. The panel 

decided that as there was no further information in regards to Mr Vasile’s progress or 

whether he has successfully achieved the appropriate level required in the IELTS 

assessment, conditions could not be formulated to ensure public protection. 

Furthermore, as Mr Vasile previously indicated that he had left the country and does not 

wish to return to practice, the panel had no reason to believe that conditions of practice 

would serve any useful purpose.  

 

The panel then considered whether a further suspension order would be appropriate 

and proportionate. It took into account the previous reviewing panel’s reasons that a 

suspension order would allow Mr Vasile further time to achieve the required level in the 

IELTS assessment, if he changed his mind and decided to return to practice. This panel 

has seen no evidence from Mr Vasile of any intention to return to practise as a nurse, 

and he has clearly stated to the NMC that he does not wish to return to practise as a 

nurse in the UK. This panel therefore did not consider that Mr Vasile would make use of 

a further period of suspension to re-engage. For these reasons, the panel considered 

that a further suspension order would not be appropriate.  

 

The panel then considered whether strike-off was appropriate and proportionate in the 

circumstances. It noted that the previous reviewing panel stated in its determination, 

which would have been sent to Mr Vasile, that a strike-off would be available to any 

future reviewing panel. This panel considered that, given Mr Vasile’s persistent failure to 

demonstrate a commitment to and engage with the process of achieving the required 

level of English to practise as a nurse, it regretfully concluded that striking off Mr 

Vasile’s name from the register was the only appropriate and proportionate option 

available to the panel.  
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The striking-off Order will take effect from the expiry of the current order at the end of 3 

October 2019 in accordance with Article 30(1) of the Order.  

 

This decision will be confirmed to Mr Vasile in writing. 

 

That concludes this determination. 

 

  

 

 

 

 


