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V. SUBMISSIONS 

[9] On behalf of the Complaints Director, Mr. Boyer indicated that had Dr. 
Postnikoff not resigned and also undertaken never to reapply, the Complaints 
Director would have been seeking revocation of his license based on the 
Roberts decision. Roberts was also a case where a psychiatrist entered into a 
sexual relationship with his patient, resulting in the revocation of his license 
and practice permit.  Mr. Boyer reviewed the relevant factors from the Jaswal 
case, noting the gravity of the misconduct, the  

, the significant power imbalance because of 
the psychotherapeutic relationship, the vulnerability of the patient because of 
her , all of which 
demonstrated that Dr. Postnikoff was guilty of a very egregious error in 
judgment over a prolonged period of time.  Mr. Boyer noted that there were 
mitigating factors, including Dr. Postnikoff’s self-reporting the conduct to the 
College, and  

 

[10] Mr. Boyer noted that the proposed sanction would serve to protect public, 
given that the conduct could never again be repeated, given the retirement 
and undertaking never to reapply. There was also a requirement to pay costs 
and a fine, intended to deliver a message to the profession and the public that 
the conduct in question was not only serious, but would give rise to serious 
consequences. 

[11] On behalf of Dr. Postnikoff, Ms. McMahon submitted that accepting the joint 
submission was in the public interest. It served to avoid a lengthy discipline 
hearing, reduce the costs to the profession of lengthy proceedings, and allowed 
for certainty. She confirmed that Dr. Postnikoff had fully accepted that his 
actions were inappropriate, that he made an unqualified admission of 
unprofessional conduct, he self-reported the relationship, and acknowledged 
that there was no excuse for his actions. Shortly after his conduct was 
disclosed, he voluntarily entered into an undertaking imposing a condition 
requiring a chaperone in his medical practice, pending the conclusion of these 
proceedings. Ms. McMahon noted that Dr. Postnikoff is now 70 years of age 
and that he had never before been the subject of any prior boundary 
complaint.  She acknowledged that his transgression was significant, but 
submitted that it was completely out of character. She described the penalty 
and costs as being financially significant, given Dr. Postnikoff’s retirement and 
undertaking. 

VI. FINDINGS 

[12] The Hearing Tribunal notes that sexual boundary violations constitute serious 
and egregious unprofessional conduct. A regulated member can never have a 
sexual relationship with a patient who has received psychotherapeutic 
treatment from the physician. Protection of the public is a paramount 
consideration in circumstances such as these. The joint sanction proposal 
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achieves that objective, given that Dr. Postnikoff will never return to practice. 
The joint sanction proposal in its totality (withdrawal from practice and his 
undertaking to never reapply, payment of two thirds of the costs of the 
investigation and hearing, and a fine of $5000) falls within a range of 
reasonable outcomes for the described conduct, and is therefore accepted by 
the Hearing Tribunal. 

VII. ORDERS 

[13] Dr. Postnikoff’s unprofessional conduct would be worthy of significant sanction 
had he not elected to retire effective January 2018;  

[14] Dr. Postnikoff shall be responsible for two-thirds of the costs of the 
investigation and the hearing before the Hearing Tribunal payable on terms 
acceptable to the Complaints Director; and  

[15] Dr. Postnikoff shall be responsible for paying a fine in the amount of $5,000.00 
payable on terms acceptable to the Complaints Director. 

 
 

 Signed on behalf of the Hearing 
Tribunal by the Chair 
 
 
 

 
Dated this 6th day of July, 2021 _________________________ 
         Dr. Neelam Mahil 
 
 




