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~~_ ; . .•'Ci AND TEPATtTIS - ;HISS CMO L.?TI" t OF I MAY 

,csti.on, as I u.nierstand it, is that the Maycock Advisory Group set up a 
small working, „coup to consider geographical and racial factors and they produced 
• , -ommendations in the form of an Appendix which a speared in an early draft. It 

our vies as soon as we saw it and indeed finally the view of the hoe 
Advisory Group that the inclusion of such an fppendix could be iflaininetery and 
the Appendix was therefore dropped. 

tfltSS seem to 1utve interpreted the decision of the May000k group as being that 
although the Appendix had been dropped it had been agreed. that a letter should 
be sent out dra►r!.ng tb* attention of RMOs and Regional Directors to the recommends 
t3 o.ns of the small working f4ours. 

All I intend to do at present is to asp Dr Mc1ntyrre to dincu:3s the r$ocm3nendatioxas 
with the National Mealoal Director and establioh the practice in Scotland now njxl. 
when the more sensitive methods of antigen sor,•eening have been instil ted. I 
wotald Novo little doubt that the practice as reoommended is what Scottish centres 
are doing or are intending, to do. 

tf they are net, then all that would require to be done would be to nerd a letter 
from the Dcpar ent dra,rtnr:., the attention of the 1&D to the recommendations of 
the small greup and. aek n- him to take' it ,.m with i eF on. l Directors. 
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