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NATIONAL COLLEGE FOR TEACHING AND LEADERSHIP 

Professional Conduct Panel decision and recommendations, and Decision on behalf 
of the Secretary of State 

 
Teacher:   Mr Tony Shane Smith  
 
Teacher date of birth:     
 
NCTL Case ref no:  9718  
 

Date of Determination: 16th May 2013 
 
Former Employer:   Beck Row Primary School 
______________________________________________________________  
 

A. Introduction  
 
A Professional Conduct Panel (“the Panel”) of the National College for Teaching and 
Leadership convened on 16th May 2013 at 53-55 Butts Road, Earlsdon Park, 
Coventry, CV1 3BH to consider the case of Mr Smith.   
 
The Panel members were Ms Fiona Tankard, Teacher Panellist – in the Chair, Ms 
Nicolé Jackson, Lay Panellist and Dr Geoffrey Penzer, Lay Panellist.   
 
The Legal Adviser to the Panel was Mr Angus Macpherson of Counsel. 
 
As this was a Professional Conduct Panel Meeting, there was no Presenting Officer 
for the National College for Teaching and Leadership present, nor was the teacher, 
Mr Smith, present or represented and the meeting was held in private.  It was not 
recorded.   
 
B. Allegations 
 
The Panel considered the allegation set out in the Notice of Referral dated 4th 
January 2013. 
 
It was alleged that Mr Tony Smith was guilty of unacceptable professional conduct 
and / or conduct that may bring the profession into disrepute in that: 
 
On 30th August 2011 he was cautioned at Bury Police Investigation Centre.  
 
Mr Smith admitted the facts of the allegation and that those facts amounted to 
unacceptable professional conduct and / or conduct which may bring the profession 
into disrepute. 
 
 
 
C. Preliminary Applications 
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Proof of Service 
 
As this was a meeting, there was no proof of service, but Mr Tony Smith completed 
an acknowledgment of the Notice of Referral on 14th January 2013. 
 
D. Summary of Evidence 
 
Documents 
 
In advance of the meeting, the Panel received a bundle of documents which 
included: 

Section 1 Chronology Date Page No. 

Chronology Undated Page 2 

   

Section 2 Notice of Referral and Response  

Notice of Referral 4th January 2013 Pages 4-6 

Response to Notice of Referral 14th January 2013 Page 7 

Notice of Meeting 11th April 2013 Page 8 

   

Section 3  Statement of Agree Facts / Representations  

Statement of Agreed Facts  Pages 10-11 

Representations of the Presenting Officer Pages 12-13 

   

Section 4 Teaching Agency Documents Pages 15-29 

  

Section 5 Teacher’s  Documents   

Letter from Mr Smith to Professional Conduct Panel Pages 31-33 

 
The Panel Members confirmed that they had read all of the documents in advance of 
the meeting. 
 
Brief summary of the evidence 
 
Please note that this is intended to be a summary – it does not reflect the complete 
evidence given. 
 
Mr Tony Smith was employed at Beck Row Primary School as a supply teacher.  He 
was not qualified and, at the material time, he was not supervised.  As a result of the 
matters the subject of these proceedings, Mr Tony Smith was no longer used by the 
School. 
 
On 30th August 2011 Mr Tony Smith was cautioned as set out in the allegation. 
 
 
 
 
E. Decision and Reasons 
 
Findings of Fact 
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Our findings of fact are as follows: 
 
We have found the following particulars of the allegation against Mr Smith proven, 
for these reasons: 
 
On 30th August 2011 Mr Tony Smith was cautioned at Bury Police Investigation 
Centre. Mr Smith admitted the caution, which was itself proved by a police national 
record computer printout. 
 
Findings as to Unacceptable Professional Conduct / Conduct that may bring the 
profession into disrepute 
 
The Panel found that the matters proved, namely the caution issued to Mr Smith, 
amounted to conduct that may bring the profession into disrepute.  By reason that 
the matters concerned occurred outside Beck Row Primary School, the panel did not 
find that Mr Smith’s conduct amounted to unacceptable professional conduct. 
 
The Panel was aware that Mr Smith had no training as a teacher and that the ISA 
took no action in respect of this matter. There was no criminal charge. Considering 
the case in the round, the Panel considered that Mr Smith failed to demonstrate 
consistently high standards of personal and professional conduct. 
 
Panel’s Recommendation to the Secretary of State 
 
The Panel has carefully considered whether or not to recommend a Prohibition 
Order to the Secretary of State. It is in no doubt that the caution issued to Mr Smith 
is a serious matter.  However there are a number of points to make about this case, 
which in the view of the Panel, have a significant bearing on the recommendation it 
should make to the Secretary of State. 
 
The panel recognises that Mr Smith was not trained as a teacher, and may therefore 
not have been educated in the standards which apply to the teaching profession both 
in and out of the class room. 
 
The Panel carefully considered Mr Smith’s letter at page 31 of the bundle.  He 
explains that he comes from a travelling community, and that exceptionally in that 
community he embraced a love of learning which he has shared with others in that 
community.  He lists a number of individual cases where his influence may perhaps 
be regarded as profound when considered against a culture of mistrust of teachers 
and the education system in general.  The Panel quotes from his letter: 
 
Among my many students were: a 14 year old boy who could not write his name 
when I started teaching and could read newspaper articles by the time he moved 
away; 2 girls who left school at 12 and who I helped get GCSE qualifications in 
English and Maths; and an unconfident woman who I helped become the first 
traveller in the country to qualify as a site manager.  I have helped people compose 
business cards and work estimates, set up internet connections and learn for their 
driving theory tests.  I have done my best to be a good role model for the people I 
work with.  I have helped young people get jobs and apply for college, things they 
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have not seen anyone else around them do.  I have broken the misconception that 
people who are educated don’t care about their community anymore.  Parents have 
repeatedly told me that their children enjoy working with me more than any other 
teacher they have had, and that they themselves have seen a change in their child’s 
attitude to education.  Travelling society is one based on keeping with the flock:  do 
not underestimate the significance of one person sticking out and being accepted.  It 
has not been easy and for a long time I have been an outsider, but I have worked 
hard and proven my worth to my community, and in that I feel I have represented the 
teaching profession very well among a group of people who traditionally hold a 
negative view. 
 
He states that he has always cooperated with the police and with other investigatory 
agencies.  He does not deny the charges levelled at him.  He states he has been 
punished for his own stupidity and unthinking naiveté.  He has never acted with 
unprofessionalism during a teaching job.     He finishes by saying that he knows he 
will never work in a school again, but asks that he be given a chance to continue with 
the good work he has done outside of schools. 
 
The Panel regard Mr Smith’s letter as a powerful apologia of his value as a teacher.  
It does not regard the matters which have been proved against him as indicative that 
he is not safe with children.  It does not consider that the public interest, as defined 
in the Teaching Agency publication Teacher misconduct – the prohibition of 
teachers, requires a prohibition order.  It does not recommend a Prohibition Order to 
the Secretary of State. 
 
Decision and Reasons on behalf of the Secretary of State 
 
I have given careful consideration to this case and to the recommendations made by 
the panel. 
 
In this case, Mr Smith has been cautioned by the police. The Panel set out in some 
detail their view of the seriousness of the matter.  
 
It is clear that the Panel do find that Mr Smith is guilty of conduct that may bring the 
profession into disrepute. Mr Smith behaved in a way that did not maintain the high 
standards expected of a teacher. 
 
The Panel however have gone on to set out the particular circumstances why in this 
case they do not believe that a Prohibition Order is in the public interest or 
proportionate.  
 
I have considered that recommendation carefully and I support it. Mr Smith has 
shown insight and remorse and a Prohibition Order would not be in the public 
interest in this case. 
 
 
 
 
 
NAME OF DECISION MAKER: Alan Meyrick 
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Date: 17 May 2013 
 
 
This decision is taken by the decision maker named above on behalf of the 
Secretary of State 
 


