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1. ACCA was represented by Mrs Healy-Howell. Mrs Brosnan did not 

attend and was not represented. The Committee had before it a bundle 

of papers, numbered pages A-F, 1-244, and a service bundle numbered 

pages 1-16.  

 

SERVICE/PROCEEDING IN ABSENCE  
 

2. Having considered the service bundle, the Committee was satisfied that 

notice of the hearing was served on Mrs Brosnan in accordance with the 

Complaints and Disciplinary Regulations 2014. 

 

3. The Committee next considered whether it was in the interests of justice 

to proceed in Mrs Brosnan’s absence. The Committee accepted the 

advice of the Legal Adviser. The Committee was mindful that Mrs 

Brosnan had a right to attend the hearing and to participate and that the 

discretion to proceed in her absence must be exercised with the utmost 

care and caution.  

 
4. The Committee noted Mrs Brosnan’s email of 15 January 2019, to the 

Hearing Officer and she stated that she was unable to attend this 

hearing because she could "not afford to come to London due to the 

lack of childcare and money at the moment. I also cannot afford to have 

someone represent me either." In a subsequent email dated 23 January 

2019, to the Hearings Officer, Mrs Brosnan confirmed in response to the 

Hearing Officer’s email of 15 January 2019, that she was content for the 

Committee to proceed in her absence. She also submitted a statement 

of her financial position. The Committee further noted that ACCA’s 

notice dated 17 December 2018, sent to Mrs Brosnan’s registered 

address, offered her the opportunity of attending via video or telephone 

link, with the costs being met by ACCA. She was reminded of this by 

email on 24 January 2019. Mrs Brosnan did not avail herself of this 

opportunity. The Committee was satisfied that all reasonable attempts 

had been made to secure Mrs Brosnan’s participation in the hearing and 

that she had voluntarily waived her right to attend. The Committee was 

not persuaded that any adjournment would increase the chance of Mrs 

Brosnan participating further in the case. On the information before it, 

and bearing in mind its duty to ensure the expeditious conduct of its 

business and the wider public interest, the Committee was satisfied that  
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it was in the interests of justice to proceed in the absence of Mrs 

Brosnan. The Committee reminded itself that her absence added 

nothing to ACCA’s case and should not make any adverse inferences 

from her non-attendance. 

 

ALLEGATIONS 
 

1. On 23 May 2017, Mrs Sarah Louise Brosnan (neé Beddow) who is 

registered with ACCA (Association of Chartered Certified 

Accountants) as a fellow was convicted of conspiracy to pervert the 

course of public justice at Warwick Crown Court, which is 

discreditable to ACCA and the accountancy profession. 

 

2. By reason of her conviction as described in Allegation 1 above, Mrs 

Brosnan is liable to disciplinary action pursuant to bye-law 8(a)(ix). 

 

BACKGROUND 
 

5. Mrs Brosnan became an ACCA member on 15 August 2012 and was 

made a Fellow on 15 August 2017.  

 

6. ACCA received an anonymous referral in the form of an article from a 

local newspaper indicating that Mrs Brosnan had been convicted of 

conspiracy to pervert the course of justice before Warwick Crown Court. 

The article stated that Mrs Brosnan and another operated a scam 

involving speeding tickets. For a fee they assisted people issued with 

notices of prosecution for speeding to deflect the responsibility onto 

others. This resulted in innocent people being found liable for speeding 

fines and attracting points on their licence. Mrs Brosnan was convicted 

under her maiden name of Beddow. Checks were carried out in ACCA 

membership records. Mrs Brosnan supplied ACCA with her marriage 

certificate on 22 November 2016, which confirmed that she had 

changed her last name from Beddow to Brosnan. 

 
7. Following the anonymous referral, ACCA contacted Warwick Crown 

Court and obtained a certificate of conviction. It detailed that Mrs 

Brosnan was convicted by her own confession of conspiracy to pervert 

the course of public justice on 23 May 2017. She was sentenced on 22  
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June 2018, to 15 months imprisonment, suspended for 12 months and 

an Order for 150 hours unpaid work. 

 
ACCA SUBMISSIONS 
 

8. ACCA submitted that Mrs Brosnan was found guilty of conspiracy to 

pervert the course of public justice and this is evidenced by the 

certificate of conviction in accordance with bye-law 8(e). 

 

9. As a result of this conviction, ACCA submitted Mrs Brosnan is liable to 

disciplinary action in accordance with bye-law 8(a)(ix). ACCA contended 

that the offence committed by Mrs Brosnan is discreditable to ACCA 

and the accountancy profession given that the public’s trust in the 

profession might reasonably be undermined in light of her conduct. The 

profession is further undermined as the offence relates to dishonesty 

and this may negatively impact on the integrity of the profession. ACCA 

therefore submitted that Mrs Brosnan has been found guilty of this 

offence, which is discreditable to her, ACCA and the accountancy 

profession and she is liable to disciplinary action. 

 

MRS BROSNAN’S SUBMISSIONS 
 

10. Mrs Brosnan does not dispute she was convicted. She explained she 

was in the process of arranging to self-refer and thought she had two 

months to declare her conviction to ACCA. Mrs Brosnan also supplied a 

copy of her Basis of Plea which she submitted to Warwick Crown Court 

and a response to ACCA in which she stated, in her own words, the 

following: 

 

“I was first arrested on 17th March 2016 the police took my phone and 

electricals, and I was interviewed, and released on bail.  

 

I was then re-interviewed on 28th September 2016 and was released on 

bail. On the 17th October I prepared a statement that was given to the 

police through my solicitor I was then charged with 'Conspire to pervert 

the courts of justice on 30/01/2017.  
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I attended magistrates court on 15/03/2017 that to would be heard by 

crown court.  

 

I attended Crown Court on 23rd May 2017. I pleaded guilty and entered 

a Basis of Plea which was accepted by the judge. I have attached this in 

my email.  

 

The trail was to take place on 16th April 2018, as the others had entered 

not guilty pleas.  

 

On the 16th April 2018 REMOVED entered a guilty plea. So there was 

no trial.  

 

I was sentenced on 22nd June 2018. 

 

When I was first arrest I had no idea what it was about. I spoke with my 

solicitor and she informed me that it was about speeding tickets. She 

asked if I knew anything I said yes, one of good friends who lives me 

gets rid of them for people REMOVED. He did one for my mother and 

some of her friends. I explained that I had told my mother that's what he 

did and she had asked me to ask him as she had received a ticket. This 

is when she told me that I had I committed a crime. I burst in to tears I 

could not believe it. 

 

My finger prints were found on four tickets, I knew all of the people 

who's tickets they were as friends of mine but also friends REMOVED 

as well.  

 

My Solicitor advised me to give a no comment interview I was hardly in 

any good state to be interviewed.  

 

My second interview, the police showed my text messages from my 

mother to me and me to REMOVED and back again discussing her 

speeding ticket these messages were from 2010. Then more from 2014 

my mum asking for her friend Natallie.  

 

They showed me more when I discussing the name of road "Dale 

street" with a friend but this was discussing how to get to baby group  
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and nothing to do with where REMOVED was sending the tickets.  

 

They then said they had found an amount that had been paid into my 

account the sum of £150 which they thought was money received from 

speeding tickets, this was not the case it was paid into my account on 

9/10/2013 and was actually birthday money. My birthday is [date known 

to Committee], the father of my children also paid maintenance most of 

the time in cash, and I rented a room in my house £130 a month.  

 

Again I was advised to give a no comment interview. 

 

I later prepared a statement which was given to the police via my 

solicitor.  

When I entered by guilty plea. I entered a basis of plea. I admitted I had 

conspired, but did not know that the way in which they were being 

getting rid of. I then had to wait over 12 months to be sentenced. Due to 

the other people going not guilty.  

 

When I was first told that just by having that conversation with my 

mother, I had conspired I could not believe I was shocked, It had never 

even crossed my mind that I was committing a crime, and that the 

seriousness of the outcome. I knew it was dodgy what he was doing but 

I just thought he was deleting them of the system. Didn't even think that 

was helping him in anyway, or taking apart in a crime. l was very 

stressed. I cried for days.  

 

I can see why now, as I have help REMOVED carry out a crime. This is 

why I put in my guilty plea early on because I did do that. I did tell her 

that he got rid of speeding tickets. I admitted what I done even tho at the 

time I had no idea, that a crime was being committed by me telling my 

mother, it was common knowledge to our group of friends that this is 

what he did.  

 

38 speeding tickets were investigated and I had not recommended all 

those people to REMOVED. One of those people was my brother 

girlfriend, and it was in fact my mother who had told her about 

REMOVED. I knew 3 others but there were good friends of REMOVED 

also so they already knew that's what he did. 
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I still 1 state of shock and still cannot believe what has happen, over the 

last couple of years, it got so much towards the end I was prescribed 

anti depressant's, as I couldn't sleep, and having panic attacks, I was 

terrified of going to court. 

 

I have lost a job I loved I have worked for them for 13 years, and I 

worked hard I was never off sick, even when I should have been and 

still helped then out while I was on maternity leave twice. I know I have 

let them down, but still can't believe this is happening. 

 

I never knew that REMOVED was putting tickets in other peoples 

names, and what they went through with regards to getting court fines 

must have been terrible.  

 

I was devastated to read what the paper printed as this was not the 

case I was never in business with REMOVED, yes I told people (my 

mother) but the rest knew that is what he did, or was referred to him via 

someone else. I never received money for any speeding tickets.  

 

The Prosecution had a hard time in understanding the evidence as the 

text messages are not clear, REMOVED nick name was CODS but 

when he sent a message he would call me that also. The prosecution 

also have always excepted by basis of plea and my involvement was 

very little, the only evidence they had was found on my phone (other 

than his finger prints on half of the tickets) as they were unsuccessful of 

obtaining REMOVED phone it would have had a totally difference 

outcome if this had been the case.  

 

My conviction I have accepted, but disappointed in myself, after seeing 

that how I conspired and feel a shamed that I now have this on my 

record. I have always taken 100% care when it comes to preparing my 

work, I am sure if you was to ask them they would tell you how hard I 

worked.  

 

Other things were also taking place out of court that I feel I should also 

mention. REMOVED entered a not guilty plea as he was intending to 

say that the text messages were not sent to him this of course had a 

dramatic effect on my health and in December 2017.1 suffered [known  
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to Committee]. On the 15th April 2018 our Nissan Nariva was set on fire 

on our drive this was the night before the trail was to begin. REMOVED 

had previously been putting pressure on me to change my basis of plea. 

I reported this to my solicitor. We are still waiting for the police to 

investigated the car fire. Coincidence I think not.  

 

REMOVED and I had been friends for a long is godfather to my son and 

has looked after my children while I worked, and he has betrayed my 

friendship massively, he is not the person I thought he was, I will not be 

having any contact with him again”. 

 

11. The Committee also had regard to the "Basis of Plea" document dated 

23 May 2017, submitted to the Crown Court by Mrs Brosnan's solicitors 

acting for her in the criminal proceedings; the witness statements relied 

on by the Crown in the criminal proceedings and her response in the 

Disciplinary Committee Case Management Form. 

 

DECISION ON ALLEGATIONS AND REASONS 
 

12. The Committee accepted the advice of the Legal Adviser. The 

Committee reminded itself that the burden of proving the factual 

allegations, rested upon ACCA. The standard of proof to be applied 

throughout was the ordinary civil standard of proof, namely the ‘balance 

of probabilities’. 

 

13. The Committee reminded itself to exercise caution, as it was working 

from documents alone, in relation to the weight to be attached to 

evidence that was indirect or hearsay. 

 
14. The Committee carefully considered documentary evidence it had 

received, as well as the submissions of Mrs Healy-Howell on behalf of 

ACCA and Mrs Brosnan’s written submissions.  

 
ALLEGATIONS 1 AND 2 
 

15. The Committee was satisfied by virtue of Mrs Brosnan’s certificate of 

conviction and her admission, that Mrs Brosnan was convicted of 

conspiracy to pervert the course of public justice. Accordingly, it was 

satisfied that Allegation 1 was proved.  
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16. The Committee had no doubt that the proved conviction was 

discreditable to the Association and the accountancy profession. This 

was because of the serious nature of the dishonest conduct over a 

prolonged period of time. The conduct consisted of arranging for people 

who had broken the law to escape the consequences of their actions. 

Further, it caused innocent victims to have a conviction that they had to 

take steps to set aside. The victim statements made clear that the 

conspiracy caused real harm to them including stress, anxiety and time 

off work. Such serious offending would undermine the standing of the 

profession in the eyes of the public and was therefore discreditable to 

the accountancy profession. The Committee was satisfied that Mrs 

Brosnan’s conduct amounted to a serious falling short of her 

professional obligations. She was convicted of serious conspiracy that 

involved dishonest conduct and received a 15 month custodial 

sentence, which was suspended. It had no doubt that that it was 

sufficiently serious to render her liable to disciplinary action, as it was 

discreditable conduct. 

 

17. Accordingly for all these reasons, the Committee was satisfied that the 

conviction rendered Mrs Brosnan liable to disciplinary action pursuant to 

Bye-law 8(a)(ix). 

 

SANCTIONS AND REASONS 
 

18. The Committee noted its powers on sanction were those set out in 

Regulation 13(3). It had regard to ACCA’s Guidance for Disciplinary 

Sanctions and bore in mind that sanctions are not designed to be 

punitive and that any sanction must be proportionate. It accepted the 

advice of the Legal Adviser. 

 

19. The Committee considered Mrs Brosnan’s conduct that led to the 

conviction to be very serious. The Committee had specific regard to the 

public interest and the necessity to declare and uphold proper standards 

of conduct and behaviour. Trust and honesty are fundamental 

requirements of any professional. Dishonestly perverting the course of 

justice by a member of the accountancy profession undermines its 

reputation and public confidence in it.  
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20. It considered the following to be aggravating factors: 

  

• Serious conviction that undermined the reputation of the  

  profession 

 

• The conduct was committed over a prolonged period 

 

• Actual harm caused to innocent victims 

 

• Mrs Brosnan knew the conspiracy involved dishonest conduct 

 

• No evidence of insight into the seriousness of the conduct 

 and impact on the reputation and good standing of the

 profession, despite acknowledging that she knew “it was 

dodgy”  

 

• No evidence of any apology to the victims, the profession or 

  ACCA 

 

• No supportive or relevant testimonials   

 

21. The Committee noted that Mrs Brosnan pleaded guilty at the Crown 

Court and has no previous disciplinary record, but considers the only 

limited mitigation is a brief reference in her submissions to 

acknowledging there was an adverse impact on the victims. 

 

22. The Committee had specific regard to the public interest and the 

necessity to declare and uphold proper standards of conduct and 

behaviour. Trust and honesty are fundamental requirements of any 

professional. Perverting the course of justice by a member of the 

accountancy profession goes to the heart of public trust in a 

professional and undermines the profession’s reputation and public 

confidence in it. The Committee considered Mrs Brosnan’s submissions 

centred more on the impact of the conviction upon her as opposed to 

the profession and the victims. 

 

23. Given the Committee's view of the seriousness of her conduct, it was 

satisfied that the sanctions of No Further Action, Admonishment,  
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Reprimand and Severe Reprimand were insufficient to highlight to the 

profession and the public the gravity of the proven conduct. 

 

24. The conduct involved dishonestly undermining due legal process and 

there was no evidence before the Committee of any understanding and 

insight into the seriousness of such behaviour and the consequences of 

it for the reputation of the profession. The Committee determined that 

Mrs Brosnan’s behaviour was fundamentally incompatible with her 

remaining a member of ACCA and considered that the only appropriate 

and proportionate sanction was that she be expelled from membership.  

 

COSTS AND REASONS 
 

25. ACCA claimed costs of £6,371.74, based on an assessment of what 

work this case had involved. The Committee noted the Statement of 

Financial Position submitted by Mrs Brosnan and her submissions as to 

her limited means.  

 

26. The Committee decided that it was appropriate to award costs in this 

case, and that the sums claimed were reasonable for work reasonably 

undertaken. However, it noted Mrs Healey-Howells’s concession that 

the case had not taken a full day and put into the balance Mrs 

Brosnan's means. It concluded that the sum of £1,500.00 was 

appropriate and proportionate. Accordingly, it ordered that Mrs Brosnan 

pay ACCA’s costs in the amount of £1,500.00  

 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER  
 

27. This order shall take effect immediately. The Committee was persuaded 

that it was in the interests of the public under Regulation 20(1)(b) to 

impose an immediate order, given the seriousness of the facts of this 

case and the issues of public protection and maintenance of the 

reputation of the profession.  

 

Mrs Helen Carter-Shaw  
Chairman 
29 January 2019 

 

 

 


