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therapeatic mdiopharmaceutical, which destroys diseased
tissues. Follow-up’ s o momtor the success of treatment using
the same diagnostic radiopharmacentical emploved in the
original dingnosis of the disease.

Nuclear medicine is under-utilisad in South Africa. Sinoe s
significan! cause of this i limited undergraduate eaching, it =
important that with revision of curnicula at medical schools, the
role of nucliar medicine should be emphasised and it should
not be regarded purely as a postgraduate subject. Applied
appropriately and cost-effectively 15 has an important mole to
play in patient management, but with the constraints placed on
South Afnca as a developing country, we are in danger of
falling irrevocably behind rapid developments m the field
Theretore il is vital that nuclear medicine in South Atrica
cotitiniees to reflect thime exctting internaticnal trends. We
invite colleagues 1o visit the website of the South African
Society of Nuclesr Medicine at i sasnm.de ou for more
information.

Mike Sathekge
Tames Warwick
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Ethical standards

To the Editor: Discussions with various collesgues (GPs and
specialists, including pathologists) show that a great dieal is
Lancking I the behaviour towards, and relationships bebween,
colleagues. [t wasn't =0 in days gone by and the preseni state of
alffadrs st be cormected

Pathologists complain that the request forms they teceive
often omil essential information, ez ape, sex of patient and
suspected diagnosis, and that there is altogether a complete
lack of clinical information. An example would be a request for
a thyrold profile, without telling the pathologist that the
patieni is on Eltroxin. How can s/he be expiected o interpret
resuilis under those aroumstances?

This reilects the lack of concern specialists speak of. They
seldom receive a letter of referral when o GP refers someone
They nesd o know why there is 0 referral, what relevant
history has been elicited and whal investigations and X-ravs
have been dome. Above all, they necd o recoive either the
resilts or copies of the resulls and reports to avodd duplication

CiPs say that if they refer a patient they rarely receive a
report back and often never see the pattent agaim as the
speaalist tells the patient 1o return in 3 months or so for
another BEG or whatever. Alternatively, what often happens is
that the specialist refers the patient 1o one or mone other
diseiplines and the GI' — the so-callad gatekeeper — i= ot
even intormed of this, either by the original specialist, or by his
colleagues wh s the patient. Personally, | can recall sending
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a patient to a neurosurgeon who refermed the patient to foar
other specialists. | found all this oot from the patient much
later:

The ‘good old days’ of specialised doctors being ‘consuliants’
also disappeansd years ago, Was It the advent of the Medical
Schemes Act of 1967, or the fact that the Medical Council Sow
the Health Professions Council) lssued an edict stating that it
was the right of patients to see any doctor of their cholee?
Consequently, despite the medical mid mpumction that all cases
goung; to specialists must be on s GYs referral. patients m thae
urban environment all have thetr own gynae, paediatncian,
ENT specialist, etc,

Let's gel back to goed conduct between colleagues, which at
beast will show respect for what the other person bs doing

E D Sonnenfeld
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The Employment Equity Act —
putting the record straight

To the Editor: The authors of the Tersonal View” entitled "HIV
testing and the Employvment Equity Adt — putting an end o
the confusion' have been tardy in responding toomy first
article on the topie,” and their information is misleading. It
unkindly trive to position my letter published in 2000 as being
againsd the EEA and its extremely powerful lools tor egquity,
rrilress and social justice’

It was very clear land this is reomphasised) that the critique
wis Tocused and Hmited to Section 7021 ol the EEA, which wik
the 'only section abotit which the tripartite stakeholders in
MNiadlse were pol consulled ' Furthermaore. the attempt by ihe
authors 1o single oul the undersigned as the only party ever o
have questioned the legal meaning of Section 720 ks dishonest
for else @ cade of denlall, as at least one if not all of the authors
have been central to the debiate and participated in
surrounding actions ho try to rectify the situation and the
interpretation including senlor counsel legal opimion) of that
sercbuom

My original plece on the EEA’ aimed at creating dibate o
vnd the confusion, or at least result in comstructive efforts to
coument 1L The fact that it was published as a “Personal View'
wits an editorial cholee and undortunate. reflecting the
sensitivity of the issue and the reluctance to discuss oF even
confront it constructively at the Hime. The very late nsponss
fromn Londion o al ' may anfortumalely revive the e rather
than put it to bed, as | believe the confusion surmunding
section 20 of the EEA has been replaced with lenience and





