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This Bulletin is forwarded to every medical practitioner in the province. Decisions of the College on
matters of standards, amendments to Regulations, guidelines, etc., are published in Bulletins. The
College, therefore, assumes that a practitioner should be aware of these matters.

Council Update

At its meeting on 10 June, 2005, Council considered the following

marters.

COMPLAINTS

There was an allegation of
improper contact by a
physician from an adolescent
patient. After some months

of investigation, the patent
and her family declined to
pursue the matter any further.
As a consequence, the
Committee determined to
take no further action until
the patient wished to go
forward.

There was a complaint
regarding a significant
complication following an
operative procedure. It was
alleged that the procedure was
performed improperly, that
the complication was not
recognized quickly, and that
the physician had improperly
contacted the patient later. In
reviewing the matter, the
Committee could find no
evidence of deficiency in the
procedure itself. Regarding
the allegation that the
physician had failed to
propetly assess the patient
post operatively, the
Committee could find no
objective evidence that the
patient’s post operative course
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was anything but routine.
Finally, the Committee noted
that physicians are
encouraged to follow-up and
discuss any adverse events
with patients.

There was an allegation that a
physician had failed to
properly investigate a patent
presenting with an abdominal
mass. Despite the physician’s
assertions, the evidence of an
appropriate examination and
appropriate initial investigation
was questionable.
Nevertheless, the Committee
noted that the issue was
resolved fairly quickly and, as a
consequence, determined to
take no further action on the
martter.

There was a complaint by a
patient that she was impropetly
discharged from a physician’s
practice. A number of reasons
were given, but one included
the fact that a screening test
for narcotics was negative,
despite the fact that the patdent
had been prescribed such. The
physician felt this was evidence
of possible diversion. In the

Officers and Councillors 2004-2005

President - Dr. Douglas V. Brien, Samnt John
VP - Dr. Marc Bourcier, Moncton

Registrar - Dr. Iid Schollenberg

Dr. Jean-Marie Auftrey, Shediac

Dr. Zeljko Bolesnikov, Fredencton
Dr. Terrence L. Brennan, Fredericton
Mr. Gilbert Doucet, Dieppe

Dr. Mary IL. Goodfellow, Saint John
Dr. Francois Guinard, Fdmundston
Dr. Paula M. Keatng, Miramichi

Mr. Stanley Knowles, Miramicly

Mr. Eugene LeBlane, Dalhousie

Dr. John C. McCrea, Moncton

Dr. Richard Myers (PhD), Fredericton
Dr. Robert . Rae, Saint John

Dr. Maleolm W. Smith, T'racadie-Sheila
Dr. Rudolph Stocek, Hartland

Dr. Mark Whalen, Campbellton

course of reviewing this
matter, the Committee became
aware of the potential for
misinterpreting the results of
such urine screening. It now
appears that, in many
circumstances, the urine
screening test may show no
narcotics, even when the
patient is taking the medication
appropriately. This appears to
be particularly the case with
certain drugs, such as
Oxycontin. The Committee
noted that additional
information on this will be
torthcoming, but in the
meantme, physicians should
review the significance of any
result with their local laboratory
before coming to any specific
conclusions,
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