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D E C I S I O N   R E G A R D I N G   S A N C T I O N 2 

 3 

CHAIR:  Mr Elcocks failed in his obligation to one of his professional clients, in that in 4 

carrying out audiometry, he failed to do it in accordance with the Hearing Aid Council 5 

Code of Practice, which requires registered dispensers to follow the procedures of the 6 

British Society of Audiology.  In his mitigation, Mr Elcocks indicates that he recognises 7 

his omission and that he has received some appropriate further training, and that he 8 

further states that he takes the whole matter very seriously.  In the light of this 9 

mitigation and the circumstances of the case, the Committee imposes a sanction of 10 

£500, to be paid within three months.  It also requires Mr Elcocks to undergo five CPD 11 

points of additional training in the areas of deficiency shown up in this case, this 12 

training to be in addition to is normal annual requirement, and to be carried out by 31 13 

March 2008.  I understand there is an application for costs. 14 

 15 

D E C I S I O N   R E G A R D I N G   C O S T S 16 

CHAIR:  Thank you.  The total costs incurred in preparing this case and bringing it to 17 

hearing today are of the order of £2,500.  Mr Elcocks has indicated his preparedness to 18 

pay costs of £1,000.  In the circumstance the Committee, having considered the case, the 19 

proportionality between the costs and the matters under consideration, and the balance 20 

between costs being borne by the general regulated community, and the individual, 21 

concludes that an award of costs of £1,000 is not oppressive to Mr Elcocks, and 22 

therefore awards such costs to be paid within three months.  Thank you. 23 
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 25 

[The hearing concluded] 26 


