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1. The Committee considered the submissions of Miss Curtis, both written and oral, 
which were that dishonestly providing false details surrounding a criminal conviction 
risks undermining the College’s statutory and regulatory processes in considering 
and investigating convictions. Miss Curtis submitted that the actions of Dr Fures, 
which have been found proved, fell far below the standards expected of a registered 
veterinary surgeon, and constituted disgraceful conduct in a professional respect.   

 

2. Dr Fures did not make any substantive submissions.  

 

3. The Committee accepted that the test for considering disgraceful conduct in a 
professional respect, is as set out by the Legal Assessor, namely whether the 
conduct falls far short of that which is expected of a member of the veterinary 
profession.  

 

4. The Committee accepted the advice of the Legal Assessor, and took into account the 
“Disciplinary Committee Procedure Guidance” published in August 2020 by the 
RCVS. The Committee noted that it should consider the circumstances of the 



conduct in question, in order to assess the level of seriousness of the facts found 
proved. The question of whether conduct amounts to disgraceful conduct in a 
professional respect is a matter of judgement for the Committee, and not a matter of 
a burden or standard of proof.  

 

5. In considering whether the conduct amounted to disgraceful conduct in a 
professional respect the Committee had regard to the public interest which includes 
protecting the health and welfare of animals, maintaining public confidence in the 
profession and declaring and upholding proper standards of conduct and behaviour.  

 

6. The Committee noted that the College did not seek to argue that the facts found 
proved had implications for the welfare of animals. The Committee agreed with this 
approach, and took the view that the wider public interest of maintaining public 
confidence in the profession and declaring and upholding proper standards of 
conduct and behaviour was engaged in this case.  

 

  

7. The Committee took into account the Code of Professional Conduct for Veterinary 
Surgeons (the Code). The Committee was mindful that not every breach of the Code 
amounts to disgraceful conduct in a professional respect. However, the Committee 
was of the view that Dr Fures breached the key principle of “honesty and integrity” 
which is contained in the Code. In addition Dr Fures breached section 6.5 of the 
Code which states as follows: 

 
“6.5  Veterinary surgeons must not engage in any activity or behaviour that would be 
likely to bring the profession into disrepute or undermine public confidence in the 
profession.” 

 
8. The Committee was of the view that Dr Fures’ actions in dishonestly giving false 

details to his regulator was serious. While it was the case that there was no actual 
harm or risk to animals arising out of his conduct, the Committee took into account 
that the dishonest account was given deliberately. In addition, it was sustained in that 
it was relied upon and expanded upon on several occasions when the College 
sought further clarity. Dr Fures had the opportunity to correct the situation, and give 
the truthful account, but he did not do so. The dishonesty was designed to achieve 
personal gain to Dr Fures, in that he wished to minimise the actions which the 
College may take against him, and, in consequence, safeguard his career.  

 
9. Dr Fures’ action in dishonestly giving false information to his regulator struck at the 

heart of his obligation, as a registered professional, to be open and honest with his 



regulator. This obligation is necessary to allow the College, as regulator, to carry out 
its crucial and statutory functions in ensuring that it investigates concerns properly.  
 

10. In all the circumstances, the Committee was satisfied that Dr Fures’ actions in 
dishonestly giving a false statement to the College, as found proved, fell so far below 
the standards expected of him, to amount to disgraceful conduct in a professional 
respect.  
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