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TRAGI

IT'S HISTORY now.

But it's

important to go back to the
spring of 1983 to remember

what happened.

In America AIDS. predominantly a
sexuslly-transmitted disease, had
reached epidemic proportions. There
had already been 489 deaths.

The government had poured $14.6m

into research.
m

knew what the
letters stood for.
But Acguired
Immune Defi-
clency Syndrome
thing of

most  disgraceft
a:;:‘ ummuuly
t P8

the M.dn of wmodern
medu-me in lms country, and
this newspaper's altempls to
alert the nation to what was
going on were firmly quashed
On May 1, 1883, 1 wrote
carefully researched  swory
that blood and blood
imported from
be contami-

two
humophmu. sufferers in
were  suspected
hnvlna AIDS.
The whlpluh reaction
the rej

Every newspaper and
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WHAT THE PRESS
COUNCIL SAID

‘THE SUBJECT was one of
serious concern and a proper
one for newspaper inquiry.
The article contained inaccu-
racies but, more importantly,

Disease Surveillance Centre
Ln undon WaS l«?tunc up u
no
Brlmn lncludlng five ﬂuths.
And then in September the
hillag

e all know now what has
hlppened
Last week. by some tragic
irony. @ patient at Dr Jones's
onn hospital died of AIDS,
transmitted in the fashion 1
descrived in the article he so
vigorously attacked.
And Dr Manon McEvoy of
the larmerly secm.he CDSC

was pi in exir
alarmist ferms ¥ justified
by the evidence confained in

was
wnacceptably sensational.’

port
‘Within houn of this news-
dropping through
e estab-

t had locked its doors.’
Byﬂut.lmﬂaxhumspl-
pers, seeking information for
themselves, rang the Depart-
ment of Health, & spokesman
had been

pital where l mn hy dy
from AIDS, contracted via
for lia.

day’s national newspapers re-
ponedhlswnrds. s

Silence

Two days laur the
hilia Societ]
cally denied The Mail on

Sunday there
were two British AEIB vic-
tims. The society said there
was no cause for panic.

The next day eminent
haemato!

sational and highly exagger-
ated article, which started &
chain reaction not only In
this country but abroad'.
Not surprisingly the media

| was effectively silenced. News-

papers and TV were led o
believe that The Mail on
Bunday had got it wrong:

to nobody said
word. Nobody wmu'd
alarm people.

Yet, alarm is precisely what

was — and still is — needed.
Newspapers have & duty 0
was accused by the

1 m'ﬁ it hﬂ\ll!mm!

were suppressed in Britain
should be a lesson for the
future, This is a st not
only nl @ tragic disease
te against the ut.-bluh-
— @& fight for the
puhllc‘s right to know and act
in the face of danger.
It must be worthwhile now
'zfu;mnfx whln happened in
case, if only to protect us
all for the future, pee
has taken two deaths to
and Whitehall o

How could we have allowed
s national outcry to be
bridled 19 months sgo?

Outrage

It is & question I have been
asking since Dr Jones made it
his personal campaign to
silence me and this paper on
the subject.

His expert Mviee nerhlnly
the Press Council

of
issue of this kind ls to force
public opinion to exert pres-
sure for action upon White-
hall and Government.
The scandalous way in
which the facts about AIDS

— experts always knuw best
— which ruled in March this
year that this newspaper had
been wrong.
But even while that was
the C bl

cases ol AIDS in Britain by
the end of the year — and
ninre than 400 next vear.

Risk

MPs pledged immediate
action to stop homosexuals —
at highest risk of contracting
AIDS — f{rom giving blood.
Heat treatments to sterilise
American blood are to be
brought in and there are
plans to ensure self-suffi-
ciency in Britain,

1 am grateful for that —
even though many of
plans are vague and still a
long way in the future. 1 am
grateful that the headlines
and newsflashes on TV are
once again taking effect. For
the media is now fulfilling it

role again. And most by, I am
grateful for the alarm at last
generated in Britaln.

But why
happen befe
was hoped the problem would
go awsy without the public
being disturbed. That, 1 fear,
is the attitude of 50 much of
the establishment in Britain
today

1 have re-read my article of
May 1. 1883. It Ims shocking.
But it was true. I would not
now change a single line

The extraordinary m.-timy ol
the last seven days h
come too late for at hut twa
tragic victims.
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TIMETABLE OF THE WARNING WAS:GNORED

MAY 1, 19
Sunday
oa s A nl

Mall en

reports dane

imulrﬂng
u.s.

mln d UH!
AIDS and
British hnmcphllll:
AIDS victims.

MAY % Department of
Health states evidence
of danger ‘tes slight
for immediate actien’.

MAY & Haemophilia
lpulalhn deny reports

British victims
- 'nn cause for panic’.
MAY 5 Press Ceuncil

nine deaths

r

from Dr Peter Jones
ever ‘sensationalised’
article.

AUG &: DHSS confirms 14
known cases ef AIDS in
Britain. Five victims
have died.

AUG 12: DHSS agrees te
circulate warnings fo
homesexvals and drug
addicts ne! fo give
bleed,

SEPT 18:

hillac

24 AIDS cases

Irluxh..,

now known.

MARCH W, 1984: Press
Councll  censures The
Mail on Sunday for an
‘extravagant and
alarmist’ article.

SEPT 1: AIDS virus is
identifisd Dy British
docters.

OCT 12 Test fo screen
bleod samples for virus
developed at Middiesex
Hospital. Now 31 AID!
cases in Britain, 'lll
34 de

ad.
NOV 2: DHSS promises te

screen bleod and blosd
products next year. In
USA 70 peeple have got
AIDS frem centami-
nated transfusions.
NOV lé: Uprear in
Australla as three
babies die after
transfusion frem
hemesexual

W
The third British
haemephiliac % con-
tract AIDS,
NOV 20: Junior HWealth

Minister John Patten
3ays warnings ll hlm.
sexvals nef
blood will be ‘uvluﬂ
and stirengthened’.
DHSS amneunces that
@ritain's main bieod
laboratery will heat
traat Facter Viil speci-
mens from next year.
imperts of American
Facter Vil should end
by December, 1984
NOV 23: AIDS epidemic
new claimed 0 victims
in  Britain, with 3
deaths.
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