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Paragraph references to the Appellant’s Case are in the form (A/§x) 

A Introduction 
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p53-89 -  
Determinati 
on

Record, 
p96-98 - 
Memorandum 
of Conviction

Authorities, 
p464
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B Background 

Record, 
p165-167 - 
CBO
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“These were serious and worrying inconsistencies in his account and at 

the very least raised questions about whether he was trying to add credence 

to bolster his account of why he was prepared to carry out the procedure”

 

 

 

 

 

 

Record, 
p140 - 
Transcript

Record, 
p183 -  
Letter

Key 
Documents, 
p75-78 - 
Determinati
on

Record,  
p161-162 -  
Police report 

Record,  
p96-98 -  
Memorandum  
of Conviction
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“borderline”

 

 

 

 

 

inter alia

Record,  
p165-180 -  
CBO and  
Application

Correction - 
D§35 and 36
Key 
Documents, 
p60-61 - 
Determinati
on

Key 
Documents, 
p61 - 
Determinati
on

Key 
Documents, 
p86 - 
Determinati
on

Record,  
p191-198 -  
2017  
Determination



5 

“very positive”

“duped”

“inadequate”

“he still has some way to go” 

“dedicated, compassionate and respected vet”

“for the greater

Key 
Documents, 
p84-85 - 
Determinati
on

Key 
Documents, 
p85 - 
Determinati
on

Record,  
p161-162 -  
Police report 
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good”

 

 

“Dr Kashiv was asked to play a part in a scheme that could not have succeeded 

without him, or another veterinary surgeon prepared to act illegally. He had 

ample opportunity to change his mind or withdraw from the enterprise. The 

Committee was satis ied that he was aware he was acting unethically and 

illegally and when confronted during his oral evidence he accepted he had 

deceived and therefore been dishonest, albeit he could not bring himself to 

say so, by caveating his response by saying if he was acting for the greater 

good it was not dishonest. He had also taken a deliberate decision to cover up 

his dishonesty by not making a formal record. That said, the Committee was 

satis ied that Dr Kashiv’s driving motivation was animal welfare and saving 

animals he believed were being abused. However misguided this motivation 

was in this case the Committee accepted he was not doing this for any 

malicious reasons or for personal gain and this slightly reduced the level of 

seriousness. Thus, whilst not the most serious case of dishonesty, it was still 

serious and, in the Committee’s view, towards the upper end of the spectrum 

of dishonesty.”

 

 

“126. The Committee noted the mitigating factors in this case and the fact 

that Dr Kashiv had appeared before a criminal court and been punished for 

his criminal behaviour. It was not this Committee’s role to punish him further. 

Key 
Documents, 
p85-86 - 
Determinati
on
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However, it is its role to protect animal welfare and the reputation of the 

profession. Dr Kashiv’s criminal offence was directly related to his practice as 

a veterinary surgeon; he dishonestly performed unjusti ied and illegal 

surgery on a dog that he knew had been stolen and he did so in order to 

conceal the identity of that dog so that its true owner could never be linked 

to the dog. Mr AH was devastated at the loss and feared he would never see 

Bella again. The whole episode must have been traumatic for Bella too. 

Furthermore, Dr Kashiv took active steps to cover up his wrongdoing in order 

to conceal it from the practice by not making any formal clinical record. At 

the time he somewhat misguidedly believed he was acting “for the greater 

good” and in Bella’s best interests, albeit without himself asking any questions 

or making any enquiry into the true position or what might be the 

appropriate action to take. His judgment was clouded by his belief in what he 

was told by someone he trusted together with his background of actively 

supporting animal rights activists. 

 

127. Of additional concern to the Committee was the effect of Dr Kashiv’s 

behaviour on the reputation of the profession and therefore the wider public 

interest. The thought that a veterinary surgeon, whom the public rely on to 

care for their pets, could be complicit in, and a facilitator of, an enterprise 

involving the theft of a pet based on hearsay from unknown people, is deeply 

concerning. For the whole scheme to succeed, the thieves needed a veterinary 

surgeon who was prepared to break the law and perform the surgery. 

Accordingly, although Dr Kashiv was not party to the theft, he nevertheless 

played a crucial role in the overall enterprise. The Committee was irmly of 

the view that public con idence would have been severely affected by Dr 

Kashiv’s behaviour. The Committee considered that suspending Dr Kashiv’s 

registration would not be suf icient to maintain con idence in the profession 

and that therefore, for public interest reasons, as well as animal protection, a 

suspension would not be suf icient.” 

 

Key 
Documents, 
p87-88 - 
Determinati
on

Authorities, 
p455
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“fundamentally incompatible 

with being registered as a veterinary surgeon”

 

“it was important that a clear message be 

sent that this sort of behavior, particularly that relating to Bella, is wholly 

unacceptable and will not be tolerated”

C Legal Framework 

 

 

 

“appropriate and 

necessary in the public interests” “excessive and disproportionate”

Key 
Documents, 
p88-89 - 
Determinati
on

Authorities, 
p464

Authorities,  
p465
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Ghosh v General Medical Council

 “an appropriate measure of respect”

Ghosh

“the assessment of the seriousness of the misconduct is essentially a 

matter for the Committee in the light of its experience. It is the body which is best 

quali ied to judge what measures are required to maintain the standards and 

reputation of the profession” Marinovich v General Medical Council

D Submissions 

 

 “over-arching submission”

“remorse, insight and admissions”

Bolton v Law 

Society

 

Authorities, 
p378

Authorities,  
p413

Correction - 
D§116 and 117 
Key 
Documents,
 p84-85 - 
Determination

Authorities,  
p368-369

Correction - 
A§33-37
Key Documents,
 p24-25 - 
Appellant's case

Authorities,  
p378
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“dedicated, compassionate and respected”

 

 

 

Key 
Documents,
 p83-89 - 
Determination
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“towards the upper end of the spectrum”.

 

Marinovich

Key Documents,
 p86 - 
Determination

Key Documents,
 p21 - 
Appellant's case

Authorities,  
p413
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The law 

 “There is clear authority that where conduct that should 

form the basis of a regulatory allegation against a professional is apparent on the 

papers, it should form the basis of an allegation, or else the reference to the alleged 

conduct should not go before the panel”

 

should

could

 

 

“character and previous history of the 

respondent”

“appropriate in all the circumstances”

Key Documents,
p21 -  

Appellant's case

Authorities, 
p475

Authorities, 
p470-471

Authorities, 
p472-473

Authorities, 
p472



Authorities -
 (2016) 151 
B.M.L.R 
202, p381-398

Authorities, 
p422-434

Authorities, 
p390-391

Authorities, 
p392-393
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“The governing principle is not 

whether the conduct could have been charged, but whether its admission in 

evidence creates unfairness”

 Moody v General Osteopathic Council

In my judgment there is a distinction to be drawn between the terms 

of an accusation to which, on irst principles, the inculpating evidence 

has to be restricted and the determination of appropriate sanctions 

where the accusation is held to have been made out. When the latter 

point is reached it remains axiomatic that the individual may be 

penalised only for the offence which has been found proved. But this 

alone cannot determine the degree of seriousness of the offence. Of 

many possible scenarios, the present case illustrates one. The 

misconduct of which the practitioner has been found guilty might 

have been a single lapse with a single patient which was unlikely to be 

repeated; or it might have been part of chronic bad practice. The 

appropriate sanction would have to differ depending on which it was. 

Arguably, although it does not arise here, it will be necessary for the 

adjudicative body to decide, if need be on further evidence, which of 

these things it is. The reason why it does not arise here is that it was 

part of the appellant’s own case that the way he had treated SW was 

no different from the way he treated the generality of his patients.  

Submissions 

Authorities,  
p415-421

Authorities, 
p419
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“The 

dishonesty in this case, while serious, was isolated”

“a single isolated incident” “The error of judgment is isolated”

 

“isolated incident”

Record,  
p161-162 -  
Police report 

Record,  
p225, 228-229 -  
Appellant's  
submissions
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“the passage in the police 

interview… contained an unsubstantiated allegation that was denied in any 

event”

.

“unsubstantiated”

de bene esse

 

 

Record,  
p161-162 -  
Police report 

Correction - 
A§22
Key documents, 
p22 - 
Appellant's case

Respondent's 
Documents 
p353-355 - 
Unredacted 
transcript
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 “conspiracy to 

steal”.

 

“The only purpose of removing the chip was to 

remove a means of identifying the dog as Bella, concealing her identity so she would 

not be found in the future” “[the Appellant’s] state of mind was an 

intention to conceal Bella’s identity, to prevent her owner, or anyone acting for her 

owner, inding her”

 “in 

isolation” 

 

 

“responsible for the actions of others that he was unaware of”

“was not party to the theft”

 

Key documents,  
p22-23 -  
Appellant's case

Record, 
p208-210 -
College's 
opening

Key documents,  
p23 -  
Appellant's case

Key documents,  
p23 -  
Appellant's case

Key documents,  
p88 -  
Determination

Key documents,  
p76-77 -  
Determination
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“project” “I fully 

accept is was wrong for me to acquiesce in the whole project”

“I now realise that I was too 

hasty in agreeing to participate in a project that was at least legally 

questionable”

 

 “gave no consideration to the well 

recognised public interest in keeping good vets on the register where possible given 

national shortages” 

 

“does 

not have too few vets”

 

E Conclusion 

 
1 Environment, Food and Rural A airs Committee, “A sustainable veterinary workforce” (First Report of 
Session 2026-27): https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/53413/documents/298585/default/ 
 

Key  
documents,  
p63-68 -  
Determination

Record, 
p184 - 
Letter 

Record, 
p254 - 
Statement 

Key 
documents, 
p83-89 - 
Determination

Key documents,  
p23 -  
Appellant's case
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