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The Panel found head of charge 6a not proved.

Head of charge 6 states that
“In the reports that you provided you,

b.  Quoted selectively from research, reports and publications and

omitted relevant information”

The Panel was of the view that it is normal practice in the preparation of
reports to quote selectively from references, which indeed you did.

Since you had provided the references and made them available to the court
in their entirety, the Panel considered that all the relevant information was
readily accessible.

The Panel found head of charge 6b not proved.

Head of charge 6 states that
“In the reports that you provided you,

c.  Allowed your deeply held views on the subject of immunisation to
overrule your duty to the court and to the litigants”

The Panel were sure that at no stage did you allow any views that you held to
overrule your duty to the court and the litigants.

You demonstrated to the Panel that your report did not derive from your
deeply held views and your evidence supported this. You explained to the
Panel that your approach in your report was to provide the court with an
alternative view based on the material that you produced in your references.
That material was largely drawn from publications that were in fact in favour of
immunisation. It was clear from your evidence and from your witness, Mrs

Eaton, that your aim is to direct parents to sources of information about




