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Dated: 26.03.21

INFECTED BLOOD INQUIRY

WRITTEN STATEMENT OF DR ANDRZEJ REJMAN

| provide this statement In response to a reguest under Rule 8 of the Inquiry
Rules 2008 dated 18/04/2020.

{, Andrzel Rejman, will say as follows:

Lection 1: Introduction

1. My name is Andrzej Stefan Miroslaw Rejman Q‘?E GRO-C

.....................................................................

2. | make this sialement because | was a Senior Medical Officer
responsible for Hasmatology at the Depariment of Health commencing 1%
March 1980, | stopped working in that role on 318 July 1897,

3 My gualifications are
May 1978 MEB, BS 3t Thomas's Hospita! Medical Schogl,
University of London
MNov 1978 MRCP Rovyal Colleges UK
May 1984 MO Universilty of London
June 1986 M.R.C.Path Hoval College of Pathologists
{Haematology)
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Jan 19886

May 1986

F.R.C Path
ERCF

WITNA4B6001

Royal College of Pathologists

Royal College of Physicians {Londaon}

My employment history includes:

118176 House General Surgery 8t Helier Hospital,
3T Burgeon Carshalton, Surrey
102577~ House General Medicine Willesborough {(now
Physiclan William Harvey)
VT Hospital, Ashford,
Kent
1B 7- 5.H.O General Medicine As above.
3044178
15178~ Assistant Pathology (1 year | St Thomas's
3044180 Lecturer (Hon | Hasmatology) Hospital Medical
Ragistrarn Behool
180 Research Haematology St Thomas' Hospital
31110183 Feliow {(Hon and Institute  of
Senior Urplogy
Registrar}
19719783 | Lecturer, {Hon | Haematology Guy's Hospital
3177788 Sanior Madical School
Registrar)
1/8/88- Locum Haemalology Morth Middlesex
26/2/8Y Consultant Hospital, London
173/89- Senior Haematology  and | Department of
12112188 Medical Ripod Transfusion | Heaith, London
Officer
1/3/88- Honorary Haemaiclogy &t Thomas' Hospital,
12/6/88 Consultant London
(P 1
session)
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18/10/04- | Consultant Haematology Leicester Hoyal
10U Haemaiologist Infirmary
17111404~ | Head of | Haematology Leivester Royal
3508 Service infirmary

5, In the intervening years and up o January 2015 | worked as g locum

Consultant Heematologist mainly in London and the South East, | also worked
as a Consultant Haemalologist in private hospitals from June 1888 to August
2015.  was also an expert witness and provided reports from 2006 to 2015

Section 2: Wy involvement with the Advisory Commillee on the
¥irological Safety of Blood

8. Much of this statement concemns events in 1984 - 1986, ie. some 25
years ago. | have done my best 1o answer the questions raised in the Inquiry's
reguest, relying to a significant exient on the documents that have currently
been made available to me, which have refreshed my memory. | understand
that these documents have been colisted following & search for relsvant
material. | have referred fo and exhibiled the key ones which have helped me
o address the lopics raised. | would ask the Inguiry to understand thal,
further material is collated and made available 1o me, or ¥ | am asked o
commaent on further doouments, | may need o add o, amend or dlarify this

staternent {o take i into account.

7. | have been asked {o set out & briefl history of my role with the Advisory
Committee on the Virological Safely of Blood (“the ACVEB").

8. My mle with this Commitlee was as Medical Secrstary to the
Committes. | was there at the first mesting on 4% April 1989, just after |
started working al the Department of Haalth and | continued In that role when
the Committee changed to the Advisory Committes on the Microbiclogical
Safety of Blood and Tissues for Transplantation (MSBT). | give below details
of how the system operated in those years al the Depariment of Health,

3
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Yolume 18 of The Report of the Public Inquiry into BSE (October 2000
{Exhibit WITN4488002] considered the role of Advisory Commillees 1o the
Department of Health (and other government departmenis) during this period.
it described the role of the secrelariat as follows, st section 4.76:-

“The role of the secrelarial was crucial fo the effective conduct of business. s
job was to ensure (&) that the commitiee funclioned effectively (by arranging
for suitable papers 1o be put before | and ensuring that the minules recordad
intelligibly is decisions and the reasons for them); (b that iis decisions were
reported to the right people in the Depariment{s), and {c} that appropriate
follow-up action was teken”

8. The Administrative Secretary o the ACVEDB was the Principal from the
administrative branch which opsrated in paralisl o the medical branch o
which | belonged (for further information on this shucture, plesse see
paragraph 22 below). The Principal was a Grade 7, initially during this perind
John Canavan. Mr Canavan would usually attend the meetings with 2 junior
colleague (Executive Officer {"EO" or Higher Executive Officer ("HEOC™), who
was the main person tsking the minutes. Al most meelings the secretariat

comprised three people.

10, A topic for discussion by the Commitles would be chosen eiher
because It was of some current interest or it was suggested by the Chatrman
or & member of the Commitiee. My job essentially was 1o collect fogsther
scientific papers, abstracts, noles of conferences, ete. on the subject, Usually
{would add a summary or simply an introduction to form a paper. L would then
discuss the draft paper with medical or scientific colleagues within the
Department i this were necessary. Sometimes | might ask for specific help
from one of the experts on the Committes. | would then ask for comments
from my administrative colieague before presenting the completed draft paper
o the Chairman of the Committes for his agreement. There would be several
papers for a meeting. The papers would then be sent out to the Commillse

members and observers a few days before the meseting lfogether with the
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Agenda. it was unusua! for papers 1o be fabled without prior circulation at the
mestings and i this happened it would usually come from members of the
Commitlee rather than the Committee Secretariat.

11, My administrative colleague and |, occasionally with another DH
official, would then usually have a pre-mesting with the Chairman, the day
before the meeling proper. Al the meeling iiself | might be asked o briefly
present papers, bul ofien the Chaimman fell this was not nacessary, as

members had already sean the papers.

12. My job was to be a facliilator. | was not an expert and | had no vole. My
personal views were not relevant. | presented the facts to the best of my
ability in an objective manner so that the expert members of the Commities
could discuss the lopio, add huther informatlion as appropriale, and make
recommendsations. i the information | presented did nol agree with what

experts belisved, they would say so. The papers were 3 basis for discussion.

13, My role as a servant of the Committes can be seen by looking at the
various minutes, Examples include “Dr Reiman was called upon fo give an
update” (page 2 of the minutes of the 4" meeting 6/11/88, [Exhibit
WITN44868003] and “Dr Rejman was asked to summarise the course of
events” (page 1 of the minutes of the 7% mesling 2/7/80, [Exhibi
WITN4488004]. ¥ one locks &l the minutes of the mestings, my name
sometimes features only 35 a member of the Seoretarial, and there s no other

reference to me in the minules.

14.  Further evidence of my funclion as a facllitator of the Commitles can
be seen in four leters dated 27" March 1998, 18" April 1986, 23/ April 1096
and 30" October 1996 [combined as Exhibit WITN4486005] from Professor A
Zuckerman and Dr P, Mortimer who were full members of the Commitlee. In
these letters they thank me for preparing the various papers 1o be presented
at the Commillee mestings as well as making some suggestions for

improvements. These letlers demonsirale how | am not an egual expert full
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member of the Committee, but | am producing documents for the Commities

o consider,

15, The independent experls on the Commilles, who included blood
transfusion specialists, the direclors of the Biood Products Laboratory and the
Protein Fractionation Centre, haemaiologists, microbiologisls and virclogists,
after discussion at the Committes, would make rsoommendations o
Ministers.

Section 3 : QF: Experience of Non-party disclosure

16, | have been asked o set out in full my sxperience of “non-parly legal

disclosure” relating o legal proceedings.

17, | am not legally qualified. | do not recall any specific occasions when |
was told that disclosures of parlicular documents were non-party disclosures,
When asked to provide documents, | passed these on if they were in my
possession.

18. As | have described below, at times during my work in the Uepariment
of Hegith "DHY, | provided advice to medical, legel and administratoy
colleagues considering Higalion hwoling DH, as well a3 other potential
defendants such as Regional Transfusion Cenlres. in that context, | was at
times asked o supply information or documents, which | did as asked. |
cannot remember any discussion of ‘non-parly’ as cpposed o more general
‘discovery’ of documents. As | set out below, 1 was not involved in the Internal
Audit [DHSCOD04E130_0586], and | do not know why it specifically referred to

non-party discovery,

Section 4 Scrutiny of the Aﬁvgmwﬁﬁmmm@@ on the Virclogics! Bafely
of Blood Papers
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19. | have been asked why | did not recall surviving papers relaling 1o the
ACVEE from the Departmental Record Office ("DRO™, as alleged in the
infernal Audit.

28, | saw the Infemal Audi report for the first me when | was confacted in
April 2020, after receipt of the Inguiny's RY request and in order to respond fo
it. The individuals who produced this document did not contact me in April
2000 or at any other time.  In preparing this statement, | have also now, for
the first Hime, had sight of a minute from Marilynne Morgan, LSPG, to Chrig
Kelly, then Permanent Secretary of the Department of Health, dated 8" March
2000 [Exhibit WITN4486008]. The minute is copled to Anita James, the
solicitor to whose attention | first brought the destruction of 2 volume of GEB
papers {(see paragraph 35 below), Charles Lister {who 1 am told was an official
in the department at the time) and Pal Troop (who | am fold was a Deputy
Chief Medical Officer). The minute brings to Mr Kelly's altention the fact that
ceriain documents relevant 1o the hepalitis © Hlgation are missing and
recommends a small infernal investigation. | nole that at paragraph 7, the
author recommends that | be inlerviewsd, However, | do not recall being
contacted or interviewed in relation fo the Intemal Audit report and my
personal diary from 2000 contains no record of such an event. | would add
that | do not understand the reference In the Internal Audi report 1o my retiring
inn 1994 as part of the Functions and Manpower Review. | was working in DH
well beyond that date.

21, 1 have now been provided with a number of papers which relats to the
relevant period of fime. Without the benefit of these, | would not have besn
able to accurately comment on the Internal Audit document mentioned above,
because of the 25 years that have elapsed. The evidence which follows s
based on reading through the documents which have been suppliedtome. |
any further documents emerge, | would need fo review them iIn the same
manner and update my evidence, I necessary.

22, Hmay assist f | begin by setling out my knowledge of file management

within the Department of Heslth, o the exdent that | was aware of it File

7
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management structures were linked to the overall structure of roles within the
Department. When | joined the Depariment, and until approximately 15 April
18965, the Department operated a parallel structure under which sublect areas
had both medical and administrative divisions or directorates. As such, prior o
Aprit 1285 | worked in the Health Care (Medical) Unit 1, and administrative
colleaguss working on the same ssues were meambers of the Copomale
Affairs Operational Policy Unit. In or around April 1885, following the Banks
Report and the merging of medical and adminisirative divisions, | was moved
to the Health Care Divigion, By August 1885, | had joined Corporate Alfairs
Operational Policy Unit 2. These developments are illusirated by Exhibils
WITNA488010, WITN4488011 and WITN4488018 respectively, which | deal
with substantively at paragraphs 28, 29 and 38 below. | also exhibit Volums
18 of the BSE Inguiry Report [Exhibit WITNG488002], which deals in greater
detail with the organisation and reorganisation of the Department of Health
arcund this fime; | would draw the Inguiry's attention in parlicular i
paragraphs 4.45 to 4.55.

23, | mainiained my own set of records, stored in my office. Thess
consisted of papers | had produced in the course of my duties, papers | was
iterested In and coples of corrsspondence, minutes and lelters | had
raceived. The official files were held by administralive officials. 1 is these files
which were given formal series numbers and registered with the DRO. Some,
but not all, of the papers held by me would have been duplicates of those held
iry the official files.

24, As mentioned above, | do not believe non-parly discovery was
mentioned at the time | was making lsls of documents. The reference o
collecting information In the Internal Audit report probably relates to work |
carried out in preparation for  discovery exarcise relating to polential itigation
by those who had contracted hepatiis C from blood products or blood
transfusions. This work arose at the same Hme as work on selting up the HOV
Lockback Exercise, and pressure from campaigners o widen the existing
financial support. As such, in addition to my Involvement in identifying
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documentis relevant o possible litigation, | was providing contributions fo
background papers and submissions to Ministers on the wider fopic of
hepatitis C.

25, From the papers with which | have been provided, | note that the first
raference to the papers of the ACVSB appears in a minute dated 7 February
1985 from Roger Scofield, Assistant Secretary/Grade 5 in CA-OPU [Exhibit
WITNG4BEOO7]. This minule s addressed v two administrative colleagues,
Tom Kelly and David Burrage, and me. it siales that Dr Mstlers, the Depuly
Chief Medical Officer with responsibility for blood policy, has asked for the
ACVER papers {0 be "umed up” in order v delerming whether an estimate
was made of the numbers of people who might have been saved from
infection had screening or testing been introduced earlier. My reading of this
minute is that | was copled for information, but that the aclion required was v
be caried out by administrative colieagues. In the papers available o me
there is no further comment on this. My assumption is that the ACVSE did not
consider the point about which Dr Mellers was seeling information. The role
of the committes was not 1o consider retrospectively the effects of the actions
of others, but to consider prospedciive infroduction of additional tests that might
benefit patients in the fulure.

26. | have been provided with a minute from Roger Scofield, dated 10
February 1895 [Exhibit WITN4488008] Al paragraph 21, i records that he
has asked Tom Kelly and me to “draw up & seguence of events and to
assemble the key papers, including records of the ACVER and the MSBET. As
the minute makes clear, this was in the context of g broader programme of
work in response lo the inadverient infection with hepalitis C a3 & resull of
reatment with bload or blood products. This included the announcement of &
lookback exercise, the creation of a helpline and iniial preparations for
litigation, writs having been served against Regional Transfusion Centres {the
Department of Health being considerad “the ullimale defendant’).
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27, Afurther minute from Roger Scofield dated 13" February 1985 [Exhibit
WITN4438008] s addressed 1o Mr Blake, who | understand 1o have been a
solicttor at the Depariment. It records that he and | had agreed the relative
priovrities of the lasks identified In Exhibit WITN4488008. Obtaining and
reviewing the ACVSE documents is not included as one of these priorities.
From the papers #t appears that the lookback sxercise was the immediate
oriorily at this point and minutes for the nexd one and a half months wers
devoted o this. The Chief Medical Officer letler about lookback with guidance
and procedures was issued on 3% April 1985 [PRSEQD04917L

28, Work on documents for the purposes of litigation appears 1 have
become more of a foous some weeks later. | have been provided with 2
minute from Anita James of Soliciiors’ Branch, dated 31% March 1995 [Exhibit
WITNG4BG010]L 1t asks me lo prepare & chronology of events and, whers
possible, supporting evidence. From this evidence it appears to me that this
waork was therefore nol performed in 1884, a8 suggested by the Infemal Audit
Rapori, bt in 1885,

29. A minute which | sent fo Mrs James on 18 May 1965 [Exhibit
WITN4488011] provided an updale on my progress with this task. My initial
work was looking af papers that | had in the filing cabinets in my office st the
fime, as described at paragraph 23 above. They included coples of sclentific
papers, letters, minutes, minutes of ACVSER mestings, ACVSE papers,
Parliamentary Questions, elc. Some of the papers had annotalions. | also
borrowed volumes 1 fo 14 of the official GEB file series {including those
containing the ACVER papers) from David Bumrage, an administrative
colleague who had an office in the same building where | worked, T was told
by him that volume 4 had been destroyed and so | was not able o ook at this
{see further below). | added papers from these files, which were not included
in the earlier part of my searches, fo the final listing. | returned the GERB files. |
did not see volumes 15 o 17, presumably becauss they were not related o

my searches as they wers from later dales.

10
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30. From the above I can be seen that these volumes were held locally,
and so the guestion of recalling them from the DRO did not arise. | assume

that there was only one set of these volumes, as would be the usual praclice.

31, | have been provided with coples of what appear 1o be two Post-il
notes, or similar, which are undated and conlsin notes in my handwriling
{Exhibit WITHN4486012] They record my dealings with the thilsen volumes
from the GEB series which | borrowed from David Burrage. They show, for
sxample, that | did not exiract any documents from the first and second
volumes as they were not relevant, and exiraclted two from volume 3. | belisve
that by "exdraction” | meant that | had taken a copy of any documents present
in these files which | did not hold in my own records, so that  would have 2
complete set of the relevant documents contained in each volume.

32, With regards to the annotations | made about volume 4 of the series, |
belisve | recorded two separate statements: the first that volume 4 condained
files dating from 1888 and was missing, and the second that the volume had
been destroved. | do not recall whether there was any physical trace of
yolume 4, such as an emply file {my recollection is that the files would have
been held within a cardboard jackel, with papers held fogether by treasury
tags). | do not recall there being anything on any of the other GEB files which
would have alerled me that they had been labelled for destruction. | do recall
going through the files thoroughly, checking whether they held any relevant
documents which | did not hold. My view is that | would have noticed anything
obvious suggesting they were fo be destroyed, as | understood their

imporiance to discovery in the hepatitis C litigation.

33, inpreparing this statement | have also been provided with copies of file
management dockets related to these volumes [Exhibit WITNA4B88013] | have
no memory of having seen these dockets before and | suspect that | would
not have given them much altention at the ime, as records management was
not my responsibilify. | am informed that the dockels were crealed by the
policy team with responsibility for the file. 1 believe they would either have

hoan altached in the front of the relevant volume or ingerfed info the volume.

i1
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The docket for GEB 1 Volume 4 confirms that i had been destroved prior to
my nspection of other volumes from the serdes. Each volume has a branch
review decision date marked on it. Looking at the dockets now, | would read
the review date as meaning a date on which the volume must be reviewsd,
rather than the point at which # 5 1o be destroyed. This is confirmed by the
fact that volumes 6 and 7, which have review dates of Decamber 1884 and
Aprif 1895, were available to me for inspection in mid-1985. As such, | do not
think there is anvthing in the dockels which would have alerted me to the risk
of the volumes being scheduled for destruction.

34, | have also besn provided with dockels relaling fo the same files
created by the DRO [Exhibit WITNG4ABED4] | have never previously seen
these. | am told that these were created al the point at which the file was sent
1o the DRO, and held there, As such D would not have seen them and | offer
no further comment on them, other than o note that the docket for GEB 1

volume 4 appears to confirm that it was destroved on 28 September 1994,

35 The solicitor's request resulied in 8 list of documents entitled “Hepatlitis
C Litigation: Documents 1888-1881 — Blood Transfusion Compiled May-June
189957, The fist and an accompanying minute were provided {o Mrs Jamss on
7% June 1995 and are exhibiled as Exhibils WITN4488015 and
WITNG4BEGTE,  In the minute, | alerled Mrs James o the desbruction of
volume 4 (“for part of 18887, and recorded that Mr Burrage has asked the
individuals responsible for the destruction to write 1o him formally confirming
this. | do not know who those individuals were. The documents were also
subsequently sent over, running to some 14 volumes (see A James minde of
19" June 1995, Exhibit WITN4486017).

38, | do not know how Mr Burrage would have gone about this, although |
presume that he would have asked the two Executive Officers in his section

{whose names | do not recall) and may have alerted Hoger Scofield, his line

manager. Mr Burrage shared an office with the two bxecutive Officers and Mr

12
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Scofield's office was rnext door. | belisve that the GER volumes were slored in
Mr Burrage’s office.

7. 1 do not remember whether | heard anvihing further about this, and
there is nothing about #is oulcome in the papers with which | have besn
provided.

38. | was again involved in work relating to discovery for the hepatitis C
tigation in 18898, Al this point, there was sxiensive discussion of the HIV
198%9/90 discovery papers, and their polential relevance {o the hepatitis
fitigation. In what follows, 1 have trled to focus on the issue of the hepatitis C
papers and the GEB volumes In particular.

39, Exhibit WITN4486018 s a minute dated 28" April 1998, in which | set
out a number of documentary sources which | considered o be relevant to the
hepatitis C litigation under consideration. On 30" Apri 1908 [Exhibit
WITN4486018], | alerted Ruth McEwen of Soliciior's Branch to the existence
of the documents relating 1o Hepatitls © and blood transfusion that | had sent
to Anita James on 7% June 1895, On 26% June 1998, | provided further
documents dated prior to 1988 [Exhibit WITN44B6020] and relating o non-A,
non-B hepatitis (as hepatitis C was known prior 1o s identification). | noted
that these files came from searches of my own documents, and that it might
be necessary to ask administrative colleagues in CA-OPUZ, the Medical
Devices Agency and the Medichhes Control Agency fo carry out further

searches relating o this period.

40.  Further discussion of past and proposed discovery exercises followead
in a series of minutes, but on 28 July 1996, the fopic of GEB volumes
resurfaced. In her minute dated 20" July 1998 [Exhibit WITN4486021], Ms
McEwen reiterated the requirements for a fresh discovery exercise within CA-
OPU2, athough she recorded that | had completed searches of my own files.
Al paragraph 3{vi) she asked sbout the GER files which | had accessed in
preparing the list cireulated on 7" June 1995, and in respect of which | had

raporied one volume as having besn destioyed.

i3
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4%, | responded on 315 July 1996 [Exhibit WITNG486022], where |
explained, at paragraph 4, that | had suggested that Mr Pudio contact Mr
Burrage with regards to the location of some missing files of documents. By
this point Mr Pudlo had left CA-OPU. His successor was Christine Corrigan,
who was a copy recipient of this minute. At paragraph (v} | explained that
GER was a file reference. # is clear from Ms McEwen's response dated 2™
August 1886 [Exhibit WITN4
discussion at this point were documents missing from the HIV discovery in
1989-1980.

486023] that the missing documents under

42, Although 1 do not recall this correspondence, from the papars | have
seen, | believe that by this time | would not have considered the destroyed
volume GEB 4 needed further attention from me in my role as a medical
officer. | believed all relevant volumes In my possession to have been
identified, the issue of the volume destruction noted, and the relevant
individuals had been asked to ascertain whal had happened to it 1 did not
have any reason to know that any other volumes might have been marked for
desiruction. | also considered it very uniikely that CA-OPU would hold further

relevant documents to the issues then being explored.

43 | have alsc now been provided with an email chain between Ms
McEwen and Margaret Jackson-Roberts, dated 1% October 1896 [Exhibit
WITNA4BE024] ({ was not involved at the time). Ms Jackson-Roberls appears
to have been tasked with investigating missing documents relevant o the
hepatitis C litigation. She reporis that she has comtacied My Burrage;
however, she appears only to have asked him about documents missing from

the HIV litigation, as his response clearly relates only o those.

44, The email also records that Mr Burrage left the department in or around
June 1095, This may explain why 1 did not hear further as regards his efforls
to determinge what had happened to the destroyed GEB volume 4. | had
clearly not received any update by 7 june 1065, when [ informed Anita
James of its destruction (Exhibit WITN4486018}, and he appears {o have left

14
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the depariment shortly afterwards. If the task had been pursued, | believe it

would have fallen to Mr Burrage’s successor or his line manager, Roger
Soofield.

Section §: Decision to mark volumes for destruction

45. | have been asked to set oul, In full, my knowledge (F any) of the
decision to mark the GEB volumes for destruction.

46. | have set out my involvement in the review of these volumaes in detall
above. | have no knowledge of the decision to mark GEB volumes containing
ACVGEE files for destruction. | was a Senior Medical Officer whose role was o
provide specialist medical advice o other medical professionals in DH,
administrator colieagues and Ministers, Decisions sbout retaining records
were ouiside my competence, and would have been made by administrator
colleagues. | would not expect o be asked gbout such matters. As sigted at
paragraph 32 above, | believe | would have noliced any obvious markings on
the files which | reviewed in mid-1895.

47. However, the stalement in para 4.2, second bullet point, of the Intemal
Audit, Is swprising. | mention above that | had access o volumes 1 to 14
{excapt for volume 4} in May to June 1885, and they were being held in a
nearby office in our buillding, This does not accord with the date of July 1983,
when they were supposed to have been marked for destruction and sent o
ORO. As | say st paragraph 38 sbove, at the peint at which | reviewsd these
files they were held in a nearby administrative office.

48, | nole that many of the minutes of the ACVER meslings and
accompanying papers were available fo the Penrose Inguiry in Scotland.

Section 6: Other issues which may be relevant to the Inquiry's terms of

reference on which | may be able to give evidence

is
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489, | provided advice to medical and administrator colieagues and to the
DH defence QU and team in the Haemophilia and HIV litigation. | heiped in
preparing lead cases.

50. | was involved in producing HSG{83)30 — Health Serdce Guideline on
*Provision of haemophilia treatment and care”.

1. | was involved in sefling up the “Hepafiis © and Blood Transfusion
Look Back™. | was the contact for professionsl enquides.

52. The ex-gratia paymenis to heemophiliacs infected with HIV were
subsequently exended to recipients of liguid blood who were not
haemophiliacs. | was involved in setting up 2 system fo check that claimants
were infected as a direct resull of blood transfusion. | checked detalls for a
small munber of the sarly cazes.

53 Pwas Chalrman of a sub-group of MSBT which prepared “Guidance on
the microbivlogical safety of human tissues and organs used in

fransplantation”.

54. | was Chairman of the Expert Advisory Group which prepared
“Guidance Notes on the Processing, Storage and lssue of Bone Marrow and
Blood Stem Cells” following an incident where several patients al a single
centre developed hepalitis B within months of aulvlogous marrow
fransplantation. { was the contact for professional enguiries.

558. 1attended a number of committeas while working at DH. The ones that
may have relevance to the Inguiry are;

Expert on the Commiltee for Proprietary | 1980 - 1887
Medicinal Products (CPMP) Working Parly
on Biotechnology/Pharmacy, EC DG I

16
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Member of Commitlee of National Experts on
Blood Self-Sufficiency in the FEumpean
Community on the basis of voluntary unpaid
donations EC DG V/EHN

1982 - 1897

Member of the Commitlee of Experts on
Blood Transfusion and

immunchaematology (SP-HM) of Council of
Europe.

1982-1997

Member of the SP-HM Bureay,

1084-1997

Observer on the UK Haemophilia Centre
Directors Executive Commitles.

1989-1897

Observer on the UK Haemophilia Centre

Directors Organisation

1988 - 1987

Observer - National Blood Authority
{and predecessor Committee CBLA - Central
Blood Laboratories Authority)

18989-1886

Observer on the UKBTSHNIBSC Linison
Group responsible for the publication of the
Guidelines for the Blood Transfusion

Services in the United Kingdom

1985-1883

Statemont of Truth

| believe that the facts stated in this wrillen statement are frus.

GRO-C

Signed

o 2a el
Dated R @g\@‘m Loen

i7

WITN4486001_0017



WITN4485001

Exhibits Table
Exhibit no Document Dale Document Description
WITN4488002 Cotober 2000 Volume 18 of The
Report of the Public
inguiry into BSE
WITN4486003 30 Oclober 1888 Agenda and minutes of
the 4% meeting of
ACVER
WITN4486004 2 Jduly 1980 | Agenda and minutes of
the 7 mesting of
ACVSR
WITNA486008 27% March 1996, 189 | Letters from Dy
Aprit 1888, 239 Aprl | Morimer and Professor
1996 and 30" Oclober  Zuckerman fo  Dr
1896 Hedman
WITNA488006 8 March 2000 Submission from
Marilynne Morgan o
Chris Kelly
WITN4486007 7 February 1985 Minute from Mr Scofisld
o Mr Kelly, Dr Bejman
and Mr Burrage
WATNA488008 10 February 1885 Minute from Mr Scofield
o Mr Blake, Dr Rejman
co-ad
WITN4486009 13 February 1895 Minute from Mr Scofisld
to Mr Biake, Ur Rejman
and Mr Kelly co-ad
WITN44BBO10 31 March 1985 Mirute from Mrs James
to Dr Relman

i8
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WITN4486011

19 May 1995

Minute from Dr Reiman
to Mrs James on HOV
iitigation ~— discovery
prograss

WITN4486012

ndated

Poskit Notes i Dr
Reimanr’s  handwriting

detailing file references

WITN44BB012

Yarious dates

GED file dockets

WITH44B6014

Yarious daltes

DG GER file dockets

WITNA4488018

June 1985

Document List entitled
Hepatitis ©  Litigation:
Documents  1988-1981
- Blood Transfusion

WITNA4E6018

7 June 1805

Minute from Dr Rejman
to Mrs James atlached

{0 document list

WITN44BB0YY

18 June 1885

Minute from Mrs James
o Mr Hollebon

WITN4488018

28 April 1996

Minute from Dr Rejman
o Ms Mcbwen on
discovery  for HCOV
fitigation

WITN4486019

30 April 1896

Minute from Dr Rejman
to Ms MoEwen
providing a postseript o
29 Aprit minute

WITNA486020

28 June 1968

Minute from Dr Rejman
{o Ms McBEwen with list
of documents relevant
o NANB  Hepsiitis
before 1988

WITNa486021

26 July 1996

Minute from hs
Mciwen to Dr Reiman

i9
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WITN4488022 31 July 1946 Minute from Dr Rejman
o Ms Mcbwan
providing  information
about responsibilities in
CA OPU2

WITN4486023 2 August 1986 Minute from Ms
McBEwan to Dr Rejman
in responding to 31 July
minute

WITNA486024 1 October 1086 Emall chain bstween
Ms McEwen and
Margarset Jackson-
Roberts
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