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do, affect some aspects of driving ability; and when 
they do so, the physician should bear a responsibility to 
report those finding to the Office of the Superintendent 
of Motor Vehicles or the Ministry of Transportation. And, 
indeed, they should support patients and their fami-
lies at the time of possible loss of driver’s licences. Yes, 
there are different ways to interpret fitness to drive, and 
my expressed opinion clearly extends beyond simple 
medical diagnosis, although I do not think the Yes side 
of the debate5 or some of the responses have done so. 
Irrespective of the contrary opinions expressed, the real-
ity is still that important aspects of physiological func-
tion that relate to safe driving cannot be tested in an 
FP's office. As they cannot be tested, should they simply 
be ignored? I sympathise with Ms Hickey and her unfor-
tunate experience with the Ministry of Transportation; 
both she and the FP acted appropriately. The apparent 
lack of knowledge and ability of the instructor to ade-
quately assess Ms Hickey’s husband is regrettable and 
difficult to understand. However, that example does not 
alter the validity of simulated or on-road driving tests 
remaining the criterion standard for testing driving abil-
ity. That test should come first; if it is failed and there is 
a possibility that an extant medical condition is, in part 
or in whole, a factor in that failure, then it should be 

addressed in a way that considers the patient's auton-
omy and the collective community's safety.

—Keith M. Laycock MB ChB Dip Sport Med

Mill Bay, BC
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Response
I believe Dr Laycock missed my point entirely. He says 

that my example “does not alter the validity of simu-
lated or on-road driving tests remaining the criterion 
standard for testing driving ability.” He believes that 
the “test should come first; if it is failed and there is a 
possibility that an extant medical condition is, in part 
or in whole, a factor in that failure, then it should be 
addressed in a way that considers the patient's auton-
omy and the collective community's safety.”1 What good 
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is a criterion standard test when, as in my husband’s 
case, it can be passed because the patient is given the 
option of upgrading? Had I accepted this, my husband 
would have continued to drive, putting himself and 
others in potential danger. Had it been mandatory for 
our FP to provide details on my husband’s condition 
to the Ministry, the instructor would have gone into 
the test with the realization that my husband’s condi-
tion was going to deteriorate, and, when he made sev-
eral mistakes along the way, that his skills couldn’t be 
upgraded. This might bias the instructor, but I’d rather 
err on the side of caution so that an informed and safe 
decision can be made. I stand by my conclusion that the 

“FP should not be able to opt out of the decision-making 
process.”2

—Mary L. Hickey
Hamilton, Ont
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Make your views known! 
To comment on a particular article, open the article at www.cfp.ca and click on 
the Rapid Responses link on the right-hand side of the page. Rapid Responses are 
usually published online within 1 to 3 days and might be selected for publication 
in the next print edition of the journal. To submit a letter not related to a specific 
article published in the journal, please e-mail letters.editor@cfpc.ca. 

Faites-vous entendre! 
Pour exprimer vos commentaires sur un article en particulier, ouvrez l’article 
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imprimé de la revue. Si vous souhaitez donner une opinion qui ne concerne  
pas spécifiquement un article de la revue, veuillez envoyer un courriel à  
letters.editor@cfpc.ca.


