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Dear Clive

The Issue : 11.00pm 25 March 2004

5?}:}&%{ you for your letter of 29 March which followed our telephone conversation on
26 &fmimr?* As I explained to you, I viewed the programme before approving its
ransmission. | therefore stand by what we broadcast.

we fully accept that Dr Henrietta Camnpbell (“the CMO'™) is in no wav responsible or
culpable for the deaths of Lucy Crawford and Raychel ?ﬁrgwsm, Our iwf‘imfwiﬁﬁz‘ii
with the CEO in relation to this issue pegan in March 2003 when an Iﬁﬂiﬁm if:;a%m-ma%
_wiz:.h stella Burnside, Chief Executive of the Altmagelvin Trust to diﬁmiﬁ?tiiﬂ dmﬁh z}f‘
Rayehel Ferguson, Tt was the Chief Executive who directed us to Dy Camp%}éfl-
w!lmg us that she was best informed 1o do the interview and, in fact, hm:i éira:ézd;
apreed to speak with us. | f

e
ot

At that time, the CMO told us in an on-the-record interview for insieht that

W”h job as Chief Medical Officer is to look at the issues for the population of
Northern Ireland, to make sure that we learn from untoward events: that e
learn from the unexpected death. To look at that to see what :mmwm*ég can be
put in place, through the Health Service in Northern Ireland, {0 see what can be
done to improve care, to learn from the past.”

¥
Ea.

‘ L] ? '! * L] 1
. '% I?- . E H } - -'.'INIIILh H 1: -IHT }}:" s"‘ i e ';T"\'\ ! '”E * Fad i-"ln - : o I A g . - . ?
Doy pudie odlgaton and accountability we decided
a7t T

| :“_,-.,. A TF 2 ; Yy one o A N L WS e A L -
Vior The Issue programme on 258

toedn,

Kyl

{-:“-"'_: ) A i T ' o . . e . : 3

iven her acknowledeement o

ettt was entirely appropriaie o intervicw the CM
farch *

viarch ane

welrur i

¥

Torrie i
P
T

place, ... ta learn from the past”,

A

oy o b ik NN : 2R , .
O see 1 Tmeasures (had) been put in
v notes ot our telephone conversation [ have recorded You as saving that theve are
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vou have criticised us for not briefing Mr Mulhern appropriately. As vou know, we
sent Mr Mulhern an e-mail about our plans some two weeks before the programme,
and & week prior to that our Current A {Fairs Edttor, Trevor Birney, had an explanatory
conversation with Mr Mulhern about the matters we were interested in. You spoke to
me about Mr Mulhemn’s report of the conversation My Bimey had with himm on the
evening before the programme's transmission. Our notes of that conversation record
Mr Mulhem’s major concern was how the Sperrin Lakeland Trust and the Western
tHealth Board were to be represented on the programme. Mr Mulhern did not attermpt
to explamn the role of the CMO in relation to these untoward deaths despite admitting
that the Sperrin Lakeland Trust “had kept Lucy’s death to themselves”. This last
remark goes to the heart of the matter — when did the CMO know about Lucy’s death,
and when should she have been told? You will consequently understand why we
pursued this important line of questioning. We absolutely refute that Mr Mulhern
discussed the message that the CMO wanted to pet across. He was preoccupted with
what the public perception of the Sperrin Lakeland Trust was and what it should do,
given the gravity of the allegations made by Mrs Crawford, and he undertook to
;iaimﬁ the Trust’s Chief Lxcwinm and suggest he make himself available for

interview the following morning.  We have conternporaneous notes of  this

conversation,

+ 1y o

As we discussed in our telephone call, you are displeased about the conduct of the
nterview. When we spoke I said that an interview of this nature is not shaped solely
by the presenter — the interviewee’s response is an equally umportant factor, I said the

VIO had been evasive

We were determined 1o test the allegations made by both families that they had been
appallingly wzﬁwd that there had been an unac ceptable communications failure
between the Trusis, the Board and the ¢ MO, and that the Coroner and the OMO

disagreed about the cause of death.
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Ihe CMO began her response by expressing her deep regret on the deaths of the
chitidren and the anguish of the flszmlzma shie then chose to rehearse the argument that

the deaths were due to an idiosyneratic physiological response to the fluids on the part

W

Ot %:hf::: wo ohitldren., She said:

“The rarity in this event, and vou do have to return fo the medicine, the phvsiolooy
hehind these two events, The rarity in these fwo evenis was the :iﬁ’ﬁ{}i mal reaction which

S seen ina very few children to the normal application of Duids.”
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“Uhe collapse which led to her death was o &ﬁi"zﬁ: Ceonsequence of an inapy
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the CMO repeated her argument about the ihiosyneratic reaction, and then when

pressed said that she agreed with the Coroner’s findings. She also claimed that in
2000 "very few people” would have understood the cause of the children’s deaths,

We spoke again to Dr Ted Summner after the programume, and he disputes the VEeracity

of the CMO’s claim. He has told us that articles on hyponatraemia were first
I

published in the eighties in the British Medical Joumal, and that the outcomes of fluid
maladministration would have been understood long before 2000

Tat b

The presenter was therefore having to deal with the tollowing inconsistencies: firstly,
the CMO offers her explanation of the cause of death - and then accepts the Coroner’s
tindings which directly contradict her explanation. secondly, she holds to the view
that only a few medical professionals in Northern Ireland in 2000 would have neen
aware of hyponatraemia, yet the presenter knows this is also contradicted by the
medical experts who gave evidence at both Raychel’s and Lucy’s inquests.  Their

view 1s that the potential risks in the administration of fluids would have been well
Known at that time,

hirdly, even on the matter of the reporting of the case, the CMO gives an
unsatisfactory answer:

“We learnt of this untoward event, Larey’s death, when Raychel died and the Coroner
saw that he had two cases presented to him which looked similar in terms of tragic
outcomes. So the Coroner, noticing a pattern, reported those two cases to me.”

tearghal McKmney knew that this was also not the case. Belfas Coroner, John
Leckey, said in hus preliminary statement at Luey's mgquest that it was a health official
i Omagh who had spotted simnilarities in the cases of Raychel and Lucy. Nowhere

did be claim that he had identified the pattern. Mr Leckey told the Inquest;

£

“On 27" February, 2003 I received a letter from Mr Stanley E Miller, Chief
Officer of the Western Health and Social Services Council in which he referred
to an inquest I had held a short time previously into the death of Raychel
Ferguson aged 9 years. She had died from cerebral oedema due fo |
hyponatraemia and I understand that the publicity surroundin g the inquest led
M. Miller to speculate if the two deaths had any common features,”

Lara

Criven this statement, 1s it not reasonable to ask the CMO if it was appropnate that the

only way she was to learn of Luey's death was through the Inquest process? [ this is
Lypieal, it appears that the referral requirements are not defined, and that the CMO is
only learning mdirectly and belatedly what she should know directly and
mmediately
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‘ou told me that Dr Campbell was very upset tﬂ the way she was interviewed, and
you will probably know that she hag also wrilten Lo mie about how she was treated. &t
VEer f;m mtention to cause distress fo any pf@f‘f}*‘azrmlﬁ- participant, and we have
:::.i%wayg: tued our relationship with both Dr Campbel] and vour Department’s staff,

mn"

ihe programme, however, was about the distress of two families who cle arly had
“{f*‘*fé reated appallingly by health officials.  The following week, the Sperrin

Lakeland Trust issued a public apol 0gy to the Crawford family for the way they had
umii with Lucy’s case. On April 17, the Impartial Reporter led with a front page
article headlined “Trust — we kil!@d Lucy™.  The paper also reported the Chief
bxecutive of the Sperrin Lakeland Trust as saying that (at the time of Lucy’s death)
“there was no formal reporting mechanism for wsaipﬁu&i deaths to be conveved to
the CMO”. How are the public meant to reconcile the CMO’s stated role to “male
sure we leamn {rom untoward deaths” when she had not put in place any reporting
mechanism before Lucy’s death nor Raychel’s death 18 months later. [ note that,
since our broadcast, the Health Minister Angels Smivth has felt the need to %iaia that

“work s underway to improve the mechanism for reporting and nvestigating”,

’”’"‘"’Zﬁ

We believe that it was in the public interest to raise the issues surrounding the death
of thf; children and the way their families were subsequently treated by the system.
We also believe that the rigorous questioning was entirely justified because it was

inportant to challenge the inconsistencies in the CMO's position, and to reveal a
number of professional shortcomings in the system which, it would appear, her Office
1t

has not vet rectified.

I have written separately to Dr Campbell and have also copred this letter to her

Yours sincerely
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Adan Bremner
Director of Television
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