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- •: 
Dear Sir, 

We have been consulted by Dr.Peter Jones in connection with
the leading article which was .;published in the issue of 
-The Mail on Sunday for the 18th October 1987 u'fder the headline 
"Tragedy of AIDS Warnings tha'"went unheeded". •

This article singles out Dr.Jones and accuses him of not 
"blocking the danger or protecting the victims"•of haei6ophilia 
who were exposed to the risk of AIDS, The article then-,. 
goes on to assert that "some. 1,200 people ,- and their ' families 
are now paying a terrible price for the -failure to act 

urgently on out warnings.. They have become:ilnfected with 
AIDS through contaminated Factor VIII." The followingpatagraph 
makes plain that the article is allegin o'me:persona1..failure -
by Dr.Jones which has harmed his own p'atients.'".'-,The failure :' 
which you identify is a failure to take steps which could. 
have been taken to protect haemophiliacs fb1leta1i~t the :h'rar.nings 
ylven in The Mail on Sunday in . May :1.983. As a result,' yo*ir . 
article says, 1,200 people "have become infected "with AIDSi1.' 

In the following respects this article i.s'factually- inaccurate 
and rests upon false assumptions: 

1. The article is wrong in stating that steps :dould have. - . 
been taken following publication of ypir article in.;
May.1983 to prevent the 1,200 people reeerredA to from ,. 
becoming infected with HIV The truth isFthat virtually_, 
all, of the 1200 haemophiliacs had been.]=infected'befdYe r'. 
May 1983. A .'retrospective study has shown:that-.,tha• 

. 

first sego-conversion had occurred as' early as.: 979 K 
and that the overwhelming majority. had become infected.'- . 4 
between 1981' and. 1982. In addition to this evidence 
is the fact that AIDS has a long incubation,'period-which. 
presently stands. at around seven and a half. -years :x; The
incidence of overt disease now being found in haemophi ic~'
patients is entirely in keeping with infectiQri prier~E ~ ``i i „. 
to 1983. Thus the central factua3. aSser ~ 1 { r 

H_p~ nY articir is incorrect .^' a r~`Iy 
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2. Your article assumes that steps could have been taken 
following the publication of your May, 198'3', article to 
protect haemophili_acs:from infection by. the AIDS virus. 
Given the state of knowledge when your 'article ,was written 
this was not so. The ''susceptibility of the virus tc7 
heat was unknown as was the extent and nat:u-re-•:of - the', 
risk of becoming infected with

:,
liV. The situation" facing 

haemophiliacs in 1983 was that if.they.discontinued'', 
injections of Factor VIII they would risk premature. , 
death or crippling as a result of their primary disorder.

3. Your article assumes some safer source.of'Factor -VIII 
other than the United States was known to be available 
in 1983. In fact this is not so. Indeed it has 'no~a 
been established that even if sufficient supplies of 
plasma had been available (which they were not): from 'c': 
the, alternative source mentioned by.`you,' namely, Switzerland,- 
plasma from this source would also have been dangerous 
because the incidence of AIDS in Switzerland is second' ' 
only to the United States: In additioiiit is now known* 
that by 1983 infection also existed in volunteer donor 
products within the National Health Service.' As Dr.Jones 
wrote in December 1983 (see the British;Medical Journal) 
"there is no evidence. that' any product;.. 'commercial or '
volunteer, is free from the risk of transmitting AIDS". 

4. Your article assumes that in 1983 blood -products infecte-d 
with HIV could have been identified and/or HIV infection 
eliminated by, for example, heat treatment. Again, 
this is not so. It was not until 1984 when the HIV 
antibody and other tests first,became.avai3,able that 
such steps could be taken* 

5. Your article assumes that in 1983 Dr. Jones'and'others 
could have protected their •hacmophiliac pationts•from 
the, risk .of AIDS. This is ' not so. , There was' no.thng 
which Dr.Jones or anyone else could then'do'.to•'protect 
his patients from this risk. There was no alternative .: 

• treatment for haemophilia other than Factor,VIII. Of 
course this situation received urgent cons"ideration. , . 
by. Dr.Jones and other ,,see, for example. an article 
in the New England Journal of Medicine in l983 nd 4n 
a leading aticle which Dr.Jones wrote frsr e,I,aicer 
in April 

1983.

6. Your article assumes that in 1983 Dr.Joneswas inactive ,. 
in promoting or encouraging research into AIDS.::. Again, ,. 
this is quite untrue.-. In fact, Dr.Jones was in: the . :.; 
forefront of those who pressed for continuing'u.rgent'
research into AIDS. Such research had hen initiated 
in 1982 (well before the publication of your May 198;3 
article) and is continuing. The fact that the discoveries 
of the causative virus, its epidemiology, the identification 
of its antibody enabling the testing'.of individual blood 
donations, has been so swift is a mark of" the'e'ffe&tiVefie' ss 
of the,iziternational research of which Dr.Jones is a 
part. 

T1iu'purpose of this letter' is to .explain why 'you artic'lo' '. 
which is seriously do amatory -of.Dr. Jones is factually misconceived
the first .step which should ' now be taken 3s that you sh uld 
publ sht an appropriate coi-rec tic?n, and apolggy If You £d.q.te 

a o y.C1121" .~111ngn~'SS to do so, we shall pI e15, k4- anad u• 'submIt
y"' S3 ~~ ~Q'~,j r~l ~̀.,~ ~ j~p~Qp~` ~ 7~Q { Cl,rdf t -` ~` ~ 

,k•~ 
t"'tc .^~` 

`~~ 
~'r 

.'~'' :. ~ 
,x „»4,
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«. `.ti,".a .3tA'?^ .tiry1.'. "' ~..~.. ..?-• Si; ~.-.~-.;}~.aiw~°'4.lL y ~~`~ _.:~c.. ~r ..a.4:c`~y ~ y' ~ 

As the Press Council was concerned with -6hn Ma
wo consider that it would )DO. appropr ate for ~a- cQp }„i~ h r~' , , ;ti, 
1-  Otter' to }~c sent to then►. r Hbw~Ve , w~ s~al 'f~~ ~ ~~  ' 

Idoing so untilalter WE_' have heard from you , y' _ 'y ' jr •: ,ry ! g34 f r t 

Iii the meantime, all our client's z-fights are reserved; `'`} *_ 

Yours faithfully, 

G RO-C 

HEMPSONS 
_._._._._._._.• 

N 
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