UNIVERSITI TEKNOLOGI MARA

A LEGAL STUDY ON INQUIRY
PROCEDURE UNDER THE
REGISTRATION OF PHARMACISTS
ACT 1951 AND ITS REGULATIONS

NURUL AFIFAH BINTI OSMAN

Dissertation submitted in partial fulfilment of the
requirements for the degree of
Master of Enforcement Law

Faculty of Law

January 2018



AUTHOR’S DECLARATION

| declare that the work in this dissertation was carried out in accordance with the
regulations of Universiti Teknologi MARA. It is original and is the results of my own
work, unless otherwise indicated or acknowledged as referenced work. This thesis has not
been submitted to any other academic institution or non-academic institution for any

degree or qualification.

I, hereby, acknowledge that | have been supplied with the Academic Rules and
Regulations for Post Graduate, Universiti Teknologi MARA, regulating the conduct of

my study and research.

Name of Student : Nurul Afifah binti Osman

Student 1.D. No. : 2016802886

Programme . Master of Enforcement Law — LW 707

Faculty . Law

Thesis : A Legal Study On Inquiry Procedure Under The

Registration Of Pharmacists Act 1951 And Its

Regulations

Signature of Student USSP

Date : January 2018



ABSTRACT

In Malaysia, pharmacist’s misconduct cases are handled by Pharmacy Board Malaysia
using existing inquiry process provides under the Registration of Pharmacists Act 1951
and its regulations. However, the implementation of the procedure has a limitation in
certain aspects. Therefore, this research is to examine and compare the current laws on
inquiry procedure for pharmacists between Malaysia and United Kingdom so as to
highlight the inadequacies of the law in Malaysia. Subsequently, it is to recommend the
methods in order to improve the current procedure. This research adopted qualitative
research methodology where the information gathered from journals, reports, articles,
books and a semi-structured interview. From this research, it was discovered that
provisions in the Registration of Pharmacists Act 1951 are inadequate to assist the
Pharmacy Board Malaysia in implementing the inquiry procedure for pharmacists. The
obvious lacking is the absence of the definition of ‘infamous and disgraceful conduct’.
Besides that, there are differences between Malaysia and United Kingdom in term of
appointment of Board’s Members and no provision on notification to the complainant and
interim order as compared with Pharmacy Order in the United Kingdom. Thus there is a
need to improve on the administrative and legislative with regard to implementation of
inquiry procedure in Malaysia.
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