
Salma Khalik
Senior Health Correspondent

The  Court  of  Three  Judges  has  
thrown  out  the  second  case  that
the  Singapore  Medical  Council
(SMC) had asked it to review this 
year after the deadline for appeal 
had passed.

It found National University Hos-
pital  (NUH)  psychiatrist  Soo
Shuenn Chiang had done no wrong 
in releasing confidential informa-
tion about a patient, in a medical 
emergency, to a man he had not ver-
ified was her husband.

The man had called to say the pa-
tient was suicidal, but she had re-
fused to go to the Institute of Men-
tal Health. He needed the doctor’s 
letter so the police and/or ambu-
lance could take her there.

Dr Soo, who had a busy clinic that 
day, left a letter with the clinic staff 
to be given to the husband. 

Instead, the letter ended up with 
the patient’s brother, who used it 
at a family court to get a personal 
protection  order  for  her  son
against her. 

The court said a doctor cannot be 
held responsible for administrative 
failings of the clinic staff.

All parties agreed that it was cor-
rect for him to give the letter as it 
was a “psychiatric emergency re-
quiring expeditious intervention”.

Earlier this year, the SMC’s disci-

plinary  tribunal  (DT)  imposed  a  
$50,000 fine on Dr Soo, although 
the SMC had asked for a fine of at 
least $20,000. Dr Soo, who did not 
contest  the  charges,  asked  for  a  
$5,000 fine.

This case follows an earlier one 
where the court in July threw out a 
$100,000 fine against a doctor for 
not telling his patient all the side ef-
fects of a steroid injection.

Both these cases had the medical 
profession up in arms, with peti-
tions signed in favour of the doc-
tors, and had the SMC asking the 
court to review the cases after the 
deadline for appeal had passed.

In judgment delivered by Chief  
Justice  Sundaresh  Menon  yester-
day, the court pointed out that this 
was the second time within a short 
span that it has had to deal with a 
“potential miscarriage of justice”. 

It said that, again, the SMC had 
changed its stance, the disciplinary 
tribunals had failed to consider all 
facts,  and  the  doctors  had  made  
things more difficult by not contest-
ing the charges.

The judges – CJ Menon, Justice 
Andrew Phang and Justice Judith 
Prakash – also seemed to criticise 
the SMC for acting only because of 
widespread  protests  by  doctors  
over the tribunal’s judgments.

In  applying  for  a  review  of  Dr  
Soo’s case, the SMC said the penalty 
imposed was far higher than what it 
had asked for. 

The court  said:  “It  is  not at  all  
clear to us why the SMC recognised 
and raised this concern only after 
the outcry over the DT’s decision.”

Following the tribunal’s decision, 
the brother and the husband of the 
patient spoke up to defend the doc-
tor, saying they had acted together.

The  judges  said  the  SMC  then  
seemed  keen  to  accept  their  ac-
count rather than that of the pa-
tient, “perhaps because it has been 
rattled by the medical profession’s 
cry that  the DT’s  decision would  
fuel  the  practice  of  defensive
medicine”.

They also noted that the SMC’s 
original  position  –  that  Dr  Soo  
should have checked the husband’s 
name and identity card number – 
before acting in the patient’s best in-
terest would have been “the very 
epitome of defensive medicine”.

This  is  because  such  action
“would have been driven by con-
cern  over  the  avoidance  of  per-
ceived legal risks rather than by the 
patient’s best interests”.

It was enough that the caller had 
known details about the patient’s 
case  and  that  Dr  Soo  was  her  
doctor, they said. As it turned out, 
Dr Soo did not have the husband’s 
identity card number on record to 
check against.

The  court  also  took  issue  with
Dr  Soo  for  not  fighting  his  case,
as it did with the doctor in the ot-
her case. 

The  judges  said:  “The  doctor  
against whom a charge is brought 
also has a responsibility to look af-
ter his own interests.”

They added that, even after plead-
ing guilty, he could have contested 
the fine imposed. 

It  would  not  be  unreasonable,  
they said, to hold that “he ought to 
lie on the bed that he has chosen to 
make for himself”.

The  judges  also  found  it  “un-
satisfactory  that  reliance  has
been placed on the medical  pro-
fession’s  propensity  to  protest
loudly over the decisions of disci-
plinary  tribunals”  to  secure  de-
sired results.

They also faulted the tribunal for 
its  “misplaced”  considerations  in  
coming to its decision, such as con-
sidering the emotional distress to 
the patient through the misuse of 
the letter.

A doctor cannot be held responsi-
ble for any subsequent misuse of a 
letter  given  in  a  medical  emer-
gency, they said.
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More than 2,000 people turned up for a lavish “block 
party” which Raffles Hotel held yesterday to celebrate 
its official reopening.

The ticketed Raffles-Reopening Festival, with each 
person paying $300, was sold out, and its proceeds of 
$600,000 will go towards the $1 million the hotel will 
donate  to  Community  Chest  Singapore.  The  other  
$400,000 came from a cocktail event on Thursday and 
a silent auction.

Last night’s four-hour event had tasting portions of 
food served at the hotel’s restaurants, accompanied by 
live performances from a veritable who’s who in the 
local music scene. The festival also had free flow of 
champagne, wine, beer and bespoke cocktails.

The donation will go to about 80 charities, including 
social services that help children with special needs 
and youth-at-risk, adults with disabilities and persons 
with mental health conditions.

“Contributing back to society has always been a sig-
nificant part of our celebrations, and we would like to 
thank Community Chest Singapore and everyone who 
has been a part of our charity efforts,”  said Raffles 
Hotel general manager Christian Westbeld. 

“As we reopen, we aim to be the pride of Singapore on 
the world’s hospitality stage, creating timeless experi-
ences through legendary service.”

Raffles Hotel reopened its doors in August after an al-
most two-year revamp. Established in 1887 by Arme-
nian hoteliers,  it  is  now owned by hotel  developer 
Katara Hospitality.

The tasting portions of food during the festival were 
from the menus of the Grand Lobby, Tiffin Room, La 
Dame de Pic, BBR by Alain Ducasse, Burger and Lob-
ster, and Raffles Courtyard.

Providing the live entertainment were singer Kit 
Chan, indie-pop band The Sam Willows, singer and 
songwriter  Inch  Chua,  and  musician  Jeremy  Mon-
teiro, who performed with a jazz quartet and singer 
Alemay Fernandez. 

Guests who liked comedy had a belly-full of laughs 
watching actor and comedian Hossan Leong perform 
several stand-up routines.

The revamped hotel features 115 luxurious suites, an 
increase from 103. One of them was opened for guests 
to view. 

Katara  Hospitality  acting  chief  executive  Andrew  
Humphries said Singapore is fast emerging as a choice 
location for developers of iconic tourist destinations as 
the country has one of the best business environments 
in the world.

“Our investment in this incredible project marks an-
other example of our commitment to the Singapore 
market,” he said. 

“It has been an amazing journey to return this unique 
property to its rightful place as Singapore’s icon.”
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Above: Dancers 
performing 
outside Raffles 
Hotel as part its 
official unveiling 
last night. 

Right: Kit Chan 
singing at The 
Lawn of Raffles 
Hotel. Others 
who provided 
live 
entertainment 
included 
indie-pop band 
The Sam Willows, 
singer and 
songwriter Inch 
Chua, musician 
Jeremy 
Monteiro, singer 
Alemay 
Fernandez and 
comedian 
Hossan Leong. 
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In clearing NUH 
psychiatrist Soo 
Shuenn Chiang, 
the court said
a doctor could 
not be held 
responsible for 
the clinic staff’s 
administrative 
failings. But the 
judges also took 
issue with
Dr Soo for not 
fighting his case.

Court of Three Judges finds that he had done no wrong in 
releasing confidential info about a patient in an emergency

Court clears 
doctor fined 
$50,000 by 
SMC tribunal

Raffles Hotel throws 
charity party to 
celebrate reopening
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Three  Central  Narcotics  Bureau  (CNB)  officers
allegedly worked together to obstruct the course of 
justice in a case involving a urine sample that had been 
tampered with.

One of them is said to have used his own urine sample 
to replace the one belonging to a man being tested for 
drug consumption.

The three officers, who have been suspended since 
July, were each charged yesterday with one count of in-
tentionally obstructing the course of justice.

They are accused of committing the offences on the 
third  storey  of  Woodlands  Checkpoint  Block  B  on  
Aug 16 last year.

Court statements said that Mohamed Hafiz Lan, 41, a 
staff sergeant, allegedly used his own urine sample to 
replace the one from a man identified as Maung Moe 
Min. As a result, Maung passed a urine test for drugs. 

Court documents did not reveal his details and the 
outcome of his case.

Abdul Rahman Kadir, a 43-year-old staff sergeant, 
and  Muhammad  Zuhairi  Zainuri,  a  31-year-old
sergeant, are accused of engaging in a conspiracy with 
Hafiz to commit the offence.

It was not stated what the trio purportedly received 
in return.

In a statement, the Corrupt Practices Investigation 
Bureau (CPIB) said that law enforcement officers have 
a duty to maintain the rule of law and uphold justice.

It added: “Those who choose to obstruct the course 
of justice must bear the full weight of the law.

“All public officers, including those in law enforce-
ment, are expected to uphold the highest standards of 
integrity when carrying out their duties. The CPIB will 
not hesitate to take errant public officers to task.”

The three men were each offered bail of $10,000. 
Hafiz will be back in court on Nov 8, while the pre-

trial conferences of his alleged accomplices will be held 
on Nov 14.

CNB said in a statement yesterday that it does not 
condone any act  of misconduct by its officers,  and 
takes a serious view of all complaints or allegations 
made against them.

“In  the  course  of  a  particular  drug  investigation,
we found possible acts of misconduct by three CNB
officers. We immediately referred the matter to the 
CPIB for investigations, and provided full cooperation 
to CPIB during its investigations,” said a spokesman 
for CNB.

Offenders  convicted  of  intentionally  obstructing  
the course of justice can be jailed for up to seven years 
and fined.
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3 CNB officers charged 
with obstructing 
course of justice

Mohamed Hafiz 
Lan (from top) 
allegedly used 
his own urine 
sample to 
replace that of 
another man’s, 
allowing the 
latter to pass a 
urine test for 
drugs. Abdul 
Rahman Kadir 
and Muhammad 
Zuhairi Zainuri 
are accused of 
engaging in a 
conspiracy with 
Hafiz to commit 
the offence.
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