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29 Apr 04 14:45 Hampshire Constabular~ 

Paul R. Kernaghan 
QPM LL.B MA DPM MCIPD 
Chief Constable 

Your ref: 

Our ref: CC/LR/smg 

Finlay Scott TD 
Chief Executive and Registrar 
General Medical Council 
2"d Floor 
Regents Place 
350 Euston Road 
London 
NWl 3JN 

Dear Mr Scott 

Operation Rochester 

GMC101247-0006 

:·-·-·-·-·-·-co-de·A-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

p. 1 

sob, 
Hampshire Constabulary 

Police Headquarters 
West Hill 

WINCHESTER 
Hampshire 
5022 SOB 

Tel: 0845 0454545 

Fax: 01962 871204 

Telex: 47361 HANPOL 

22 December 2004 

C--L- . (.__Q__ 

Of Le_. 

I am writing on behalf of the Chief Constable to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated 6 
December 2004, received at this office on 13 December 2004 . 

• 

Mr Kernaghan has caused enquiries to be made and a reply will be provided as soon as reasonably 
~tacticable. 

' 

Yours sincerely 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

I Code AI 
i ! 
i ! 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

L Rickwood [Inspector] 
Staff Officer to Paul Kernaghan 
Chief Constable 



Mr Paul l··l:r,Hon 
Assistant Hq,l!~'>trar 
General fviedlc;al Counci; 
2"'·1 Hoor 
F{eq1;;nts Plaos 
350 Euston H<>ad 
Lr;ndon 
NvVi 7UN 

·12 Nov(;.~mber 2004 

Dear Mr Hyltorl 

RE: OR JANE BARTON 

Farehan1 and Gosport 
.· .. : .· . . .· ... : ,· :;: : ... : .. · . : :· ~ : 

! ;am replylnn or! ix~haH or fv1r Piper .Js Deputy Chief E::<:i;;Gutive, l take the ~eac1 on al! 
aspects of the Gosport \/..Jar fv1r::rnorial Inquiry-··· ir: conjtmctbn >Nith the Cha1r of th.e 
Pmi\::ssiG1KJl Ex~~cutiv.f.~ Cnrnrnittee (Dr Gor·dun Sorrn·K.:tvil!e) <:HKi the Ch;;Jl: eA H·:e 
PCT Board. (L.ucy Dz-;r;her1y). 

GMC101247-0007 

Dr· E%uton. :;~s ;,=w: indr,~pEmdent coni.r<Y.:1.or, aqre<.~d to a voitmtary ar-r<:F:rv;ms::lnt horn -~"' 
()ctoix;r 200;2 that sr:e \-VOUid not. prescri[);,~ ;.l'~~nzndii:'JZt:Pines o1· ()piate :,=mal~je~~ics. /C.,li 
patients requiring ~>uch drugs as part of ongoing h•:;r.::~py ~"JOuki be tram>l'erred to 
other partners in the practice. This way cesn::: 'houid nut be compro:nis~:::~J. Sh:: ::.-1h>c 
agn:::{';ti not to accept hous~; vbit.s if th!;;m waf, a posslbk; need for such dnJQS to be 
prescr·itJed, and to ;·~:;view pn:.~vious pn'.:-scdpt{)r1S for hi9h qu,:=mtiti~:;s d ti·:ese t"irugs. 

D21ta on dru9s prescribeti h21~:; bl~;en ot1tain<::::d fro:n bcth PPi\ and thE:.' pr;:,u:tice ~>yste:n 
Bnci reviewed by !Jw PCT perfodlc-<:diy slnce H1r::: start d tt:i~:; agreernent. Copies of tl-'H3 
cit'.rl.<'l!l hf'lv{=; bi'Jt'Jn shared with her. 

Th<:.~t·-e :Jn~ r-eports of this d.:':ltJ within the PCT. I V<.nll :::H·rar:Je for the PCT 
Phan'l12Ki~Utica! Advisor {H<Jzel 8<3W>haw) to send you copies of such reports. 

____ YO.Uf.fi.S.itHJ.OH1.l:Y ______________________________________ , 

I Code AI 
l __ l\lliiYFic"Ff~t'ffitf-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Deputy Chiflt Executt\.-'e 
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SENDING CONFIRMATION 

DATE 

NAME 

TEL 

6-0CT-2004 WED 16:34 

FPD 
r·-·-·c;·C>cie-·A-·-·l 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

PHONE 

PAGES 

START TIME 

ELAPSED TIME 

MODE 

RESULTS 

[~~~~~~~~~)~~~~~~J 
12/12 

6-0CT 16:29 

04'38" 

ECM 

OK 

FIRST PAGE OF RECENT DOCUMENT TRANSMITTED ••• 

Urgent- Confidential 

To M:r Roger Hendenmn QC 

Fax number L~~~~~~~~i.~i~~~~~~J 
From Paul Hylton 

Direct Dial r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-J 
i Code Aj 

Directja..y L.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

No. of pages 
(inclusive) 

Time 

Dear Mr. Henderson 

Dr Jane Barton 

Date 6 October 2004 

GENEI\.AL 
M_EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protl!f:tJna potients. 

BPlJJr~o doctors 

Please find attached a copy of the expert summary in respect of 
Catherine Lee. 

I have also managed to trace a copy of the June 2001 transcript at 
our external solicitors. 

This flBdimOc i1l co".fident1al a.Jld lntendcd solelyfo' the \15e of the individual or entity to whom it 
Is aJdrCS8ed.lfyou have received this tiu~imfle jn ~rror ple83e treat tt 11.':'1 Confidential Waste and 

diRp~ of it ncoordtngty 

GMC101247-0008 



SENDING CONFIRMATION 

DATE 

NAME 

TEL 

6-0CT-2004 WED 14:50 

FPD 

[~~~~-~~~:.~~~] 

PHONE 

PAGES 

START TIME 

ELAPSED TIME 

MODE 

RESULTS 

.! C d A ' 
• l.-·-·-·--~---~·-·-·-·-·j 

4/4 

6-0CT 14:49 

01'05" 

ECM 

OK 

FIRST PAGE OF RECENT DOCUMENT TRANSMITTED. •• 

Urgent-Co~dential 

To Ian Barker- MDU 

Fax number 

From Paul Hylton 

Direct Dial \"-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Direct/= l.:~~~-~.l 
No. of pages 4 

(incl.usive) 

I an 

Time 

Dr Jane Barton 

Date 6 October 2004 

GENEI\.AL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
ProrsctinB pat~«nts. 
auJdi11!J dtxtoT$ 

We have just noticed that the attached expert swnmary in respect 
of Catherine Lee was inadvertently omitted from the bundle to be 
considered romorrow. 

I will ensure that it is added as a supplement to the bundle. 

This: fal'1!tmtle i& eonfidentlal and intended solely for the use of the Individual or entity to whom it 
1.81l.ddress!!id, lfyou hsve reMived thi!J faesimilc in error please treat it as Confldentlal Waste and 

dtspose af it acmrdin~ly 

GMC101247-0009 
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SENDING CCNFLlU<i~TION 
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To: 

From: 

Date: 
Pages: 

Paul Hylton 
General Medical Council 

Kevin Duce 
Senior Solicitor i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c-ode·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

6 October 2004 
11 

MILRVE 
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PAGE !H/11 

MILLS 

REEVE 
Reference 

BKMD/4002044-
0131-0 

Document number: 80518951 1.doc 

Jane Barton 

4 Paul 

• 

IOC transcript 21 June 2001. 

,._._Re.aards... _________ ; 

i Code A! 
! i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

The information contained in this facsimile message is confidential and may be legally privileged. lt Is 
Intended only for the person named above. If you receive this message in error, please immediately notify 
us by telephone and return the original message to us by post at the address below. We will reimburse the 
cost you Incur In doing so. 

Mills & Reeve 
54 Hagley Road 
Edgbaston 
Birmingham 
B168PE 

Telephone: +44(0)121 454 4000 
Fax: +44(0)121 456 3631 
DX; 707290 Edgbaston 3 

info@m ills-reeve.com 

alm\ld(lh2111 C:lmlll'ldgo Lomkln Norwlcll 

Milt; 8 RtiOVo I~ rot!JI,II:;IIed by lhe Law ~l!ty 
A 1181 d P!lrtne!51118Y b'lln.-.p.,~tcd ~I any Qf cut 
omces 

www.mllls-reeve.com 



GMC101247-0013 

IOC REFERRALS 

DOCTORS' FULL NAME : Or Jane Ann 
BARTON 

FPD REFERENCE : 2000/2047 

TYPE OF CASE : Conduct 
(Performance/Health/Conduct) 

CASE WORKER : Paul Hylton 

DOCTORS' PLACE OF PRACTICE : Hampshire 

DOCTORS' SPECIAL TY : Clinical Assistant in elderly 
medicine 

DATE INFORMATION RECEIVED : Case previously considered by the 
IOC in 2002. Further into received 
from Hampshire Police on 10 
September 2004. 

DATE OF REFERRAL TO IOC : 24 September 2004 

REFERRED BY : The President 

MEMBER/ASSOCIATES(S) Committees at previous IOC 

THAT HAVE SEEN CASE: hearings. PPC hearing 29- 30 
August 2002 (Professor Roger 
Green, Or Richard Kennedy, Sir 
Roddy MacSween, Dr Sheila Mann 
and Professor Nigel Stott • IS DOCTORS CURRENTLY Yes. 

PRACTISING: 

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS: 

Some of the Information in this case has previously been considered by the IOC 
in 2001 and 2002. The information was referred to the GMC by Hampshire 
Constabulary as a result of enquiries by them into the deaths of a number of 
patients at Gosport War Memorial Hospital. This latest referral to the IOC was 
made by the President. 

The Police have now progressed their enquiries to the point that they have been 
able to disclose information in respect of 19 patients whose treatment their 
experts believe, having carried out a preliminary screening exercise, may have 
been sub-standard. The Police have disclosed the medical records, Police 
reports and expert screening forms for those 19 patients, and it appeared to the 



GMC1 0124 7-0014 

President that in 14 cases there may be information that should be put before the 
IOC. 

The Police have referred information in respect of 1 0 - 15 other patients whose 
treatment their experts believe, having carried out a preliminary screening 
exercise, was such that criminal charges against Dr Barton should be 
considered. The Police have been asked to prepare a statement disclosing as 
much information as is possible at this stage of the investigation in respect of 
these more serious cases, and we should receive this by 28 September 2004. 

Dr Barton has been informed of the referral and has been told that we will 
disclose to her all of the information that we will put before the Committee by 30 
September 2004. 

To be Completed by IOC Secretariat 

Date referral form received Date of IOC Hearing Date caseworker notified of 
IOC hearing date 
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Dr Jane Barton 

Paul Hylton r·-·-·-·-·-·-c-o-de_A_·-·-·-·-·-·i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 

From: Graeme Catto[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~?.~~~A~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 24 Sep 2004 14:00 
To: 'Paul Phi lip :-·-·-·-·-·c;;d~-·A·-·-·-·-·-: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·• 

Cc: 'Finlay Scott!:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~~~~~:~:~:~:~:J; 'Paul Hylton [~~~~~~~~~j~-~~~~A~~~~~~~~~J 
Subject: RE: Dr Jane Barton 

Paul 

Thanks - I am content that Dr Barton be referred to the IOC as you suggest. 

Graeme 

~-----------------------
Sir Graeme Catto 

President 
General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street 
London, W1W 5JE 

Tel; r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Fax:_ i Code A i 
ema1l:! ! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Fro m: Pa u I phi I i p c~~~~~~~Ci.~~-~A~~~~~~J [m a i I to r-·-·-·-·-·-·-c·o-de-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
Sent: 24 September 2004 13 :OS ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

To: Professor Sir Graeme Catto 
cc: Fin lay Scott:-·-·-·-·-·c;;Cie·A·-·-·-·-·-:· Paul Hylton :·-·-·-·-·co-ct"e-·A-·-·-·-·: 

L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
Subject: Dr Jane Barton 

4t 
Graeme, 

I would be grateful if you would consider referring this doctor to the IOC. 

GMC101247-0017 

Page 1 of 2 

Whilst working at Gosport Memorial Hospital there have been a number of concerns about her prescribing e.g. that she was 
doing so with intent to speed up death of patients. The police and CPS are taking this very seriously and we have spent 
months attempting to get access to their information (including Finlay speaking to the Chief Constable}. They have now 
provided some of this and we should proceed to the IOC with all due haste, in my view. 

Roger Henderson will present the case at the IOC on 6th October, if you agree. Let me know if you would like any further 
information. 

Regards 

Paul 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or 
entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

24/09/2004 



Or Jane Barton 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1 W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

• 

24/09/2004 

GMC101247-0018 

Page 2 of 2 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Paul, 

Adam Elliott i-·-·-·-·-c-o.Cie·A-·-·-·-·1 
24 Sep 2004'-f2·:-r2-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Paul Hylton L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~A~~~~~~~~~~~] 
RE: Dr Jane Barton 

The date is 7 October 2004 and location is General Chiropractic Council 
44 Wicklow Street 
LONDON 
WC1X9HL 
United Kingdom 

Start time 09:30 

Ad am 

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Hylton !:~:~:~:~§~~~~~~:~:~:~:~ 
Sent: 24 Sep 200~ __ 1_2._:9§ ___________________ _ 
To: Adam Elliott! Code A i 
Subject: FW: or Jane'·sartan·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

Importance: High 

Ad am 

Is the date right? 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Philip r-·-·-·-code-·A·-·-·-·: 
Sent: 24 Sep 2oo4·l2:·ii"s-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
To: Professor Sir Graeme Catto ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
Cc: Finlay Scottl:~:~:~:~~~~:~:~-4:~:~:~:1 Paul Hylton L. _____ g_~!-1-~.!:L ____ ! 
Subject: Dr Jane Barton 

Graeme, 

- I would be grateful if you would consider referring this doctor to the IOC. 

GMC101247-0019 

Whilst working at Gosport Memorial Hospital there have been a number of concerns about her prescribing e.g. that 
she was doing so with intent to speed up death of patients. The police and CPS are taking this very seriously and 
we have spent months attempting to get access to their information (including Finlay speaking to the Chief 
Constable). They have now provided some of this and we should proceed to the IOC with all due haste, in my 
view. 

Roger Henderson will present the case at the IOC on 6th October, if you agree. Let me know if you would like any 
further information. 

Regards 

Paul 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Graeme, 

Paul Philip r·-·-·-·-·-·cO"Cie·A"·-·-·-·-·-·: 
24 sep 2oa·;r1·2-:crs·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Professor Sir Graeme Catto 
Fin lay Scott C~~~~~~~~~~?.:~~~A~~~~~~~~JPaul Hylton ["_~--~--~--~-~~-~-~~-~--~--~--~--~".] 
Dr Jane Barton 

I would be grateful if you would consider referring this doctor to the IOC. 

GMC101247-0020 

Whilst working at Gosport Memorial Hospital there have been a number of concerns about her prescribing e.g. that 
she was doing so with intent to speed up death of patients. The police and CPS are taking this very seriously and we 
have spent months attempting to get access to their information (including Finlay speaking to the Chief Constable). 
They have now provided some of this and we should proceed to the IOC with all due haste, in my view. 

Roger Henderson will present the case at the IOC on 6th October, if you agree. Let me know if you would like any 
further information. 

Regards 

-rJaul 

1 



GMC1 0124 7-0021 

From: Ad am Ell iottf."~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~§.~~-~-~4-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.J 
Sent: 24 Sep 2004 1 5._:_1_1.__ ___ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. 
To: Ton i S m er~9_r"_!j_ _________ ~C?.~~--~·-· ·-·-·-.! ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· c·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·, 

Paul Hylton Code A I Alison Thompson i Code A !Paul Philip ! Code A i 
fc-~"d~-A"i; 1oc 'Tea-m-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· Cc: 

Subject: R·E-:-or Barton - IOC Hearing 

Toni, 

Further to yesterday's conversations, I can confirm that Mr Henderson is booked for 7 
October and that he is awaiting instructions from the legal team. 

We have booked the General Chiropractic Council which is located in Kings X - I am in 
negotiation with them as to the overall cost, however, I will hopefully manage to agree 
a very good deal for the GMC especially considering the shortness of time etc 
(hopefully the entire cost of the hearing (including the venue, catering etc, etc) will 
be under the £1500 mark) 

We have confirmed a SHW and the Legal Assessor who will be Mr Tim Swan (1 Paper 

-

Buildings). Mr Swan is an extremely experienced legal assessor who though only sitting 
rith the IOC for the first time in early 2004 has proven to be extremely sound, 
~ompetent and knowledgeable with regard to Interim Orders. 

A panel of 5 has been confirmed and they are: 

Professor Norman MacKay 
Dr Jack McCluggage 
Dr Andy Stewart 
Mrs Angela Macpherson 
Mrs Rani Atma 

They are all extremely experienced members of the IOC. Professor MacKay will chair, I 
spoke to Alison today as I had one concern namely that we did not have a female medical 
practitioner on the panel, she and I came to the conclusion that it was probably not 
necessary (bearing in mind the collective knowledge, skills and experience of the 
panel) but I do look to you for final direction. 

The item will be going out this afternoon as Paul H is now in receipt of the referral 
from the President. 

I think I've covered all the bases but do let me know if there is anything further you 
~eed me to do. 

Thanks, 

Ad am 

-----Original Mes s~g~:: . .::_::.::_-::. ____ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From : Paul Phi l i p l_ ___________ <;:!J..~.~--~·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
Sent: 23 Sep 2004 11:48 

~~ ~ ~~~~ ~~ i ~~~ t i-·-·-·-·-c-ocie-·A-·-·-·-·1 Toni 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.J-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-= 

Thomp son !._·-·-·-·-·-·--~~~-~--~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.! 
Smerdon Alison 

Subject: Re: Dr Barton - IOC Hearing 

Dear all, 

We need to get this case to IOC ASAP. If Roger cannot do the earliest date available 
then we should find someone else who can. 

What is the earliest date this can go to the IOC and how much further would we have to 
wait for Roger to do this? 

1 
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Paul 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld 

- - - - - 0 rig i na l Me s sa •:.:r.~.: . .::_::.::_-:-___ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
From: Adam Elliott i Code A ! 

-~~;~t-~~~~~J=~ ==============:==~] i CodeA ; 
'sen:t:-·:-·-·T"ilu.-·-·sei?-·-:z"3-·-i:z-·~·:cs·~·s-o·-·-io-o4·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Subject: Dr Barton - IOC Hearing 

Paul, 

Roger Henderson, QC is only available on 7 October for the IOC hearing (he has a 
meeting with you and Toni on the 6th and is then not free until late October). Mr 
Henderson has to cancel three other appointments on that day but is content to do so. 

Unfortunately there is no room availability either in Hallam Street or in 350 Regent's 
Place (this is due to two of the hearing rooms in 350 not being available during that 
week). 

Hallam Street has the Council Chamber and Committee Room 3 taken up by the 'Brewer' 
case and Committee Room 2 is in use by the Health Committee for the two day hearing of 

e;-·-·-·coiie·-A·-·-·-·: The room was provisionally booked by the Registration Committee (who were 
· ri-ot ___ goTng·-'to sit on those days), however, subsequent to that and prior to Mr Henderson 

being available the room is now needed by the Health Committee (the case originally 
listed in GPS, which will obviously no longer be available) The Council Chamber in 
the new building is being used for two PCC hearings. 

The idea of using Committee Room 1 for the hearing in Hallam Street did occur but that 
would mean that there would be no lunch provision for the members sitting on the PCC or 
Health Committee and my understanding is that, that would not be acceptable. 

Due to the urgency attached to this case and the need to have it heard in London, with 
Mr Henderson acting as GMC Counsel, the only other option that seems to be available is 
to have the case heard at an outside venue. 

It would not be as expensive cost wise as an outside PCC as there is no need to provide 
space for Press/Public/Witnesses. (unless Dr Barton directs her hearing to be public, 
something that she has not done previously) 

Mr Henderson's clerk has asked that I/we confirm this morning as to 7 October. I would 
be grateful if you could either agree to have the hearing held at an outside venue, or 
provide further direction as to looking for different Counsel and/or a different date 

41[or the IOC hearing. 

In anticipation of the hearing going to an outside venue I will canvass availability of 
local hearing rooms this morning, but won't book anything until I receive further 
instructions from you. 

Many thanks, 

A dam 

2 
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Or Jane BARTON 

Analysis concerning cases that have previously been seen by the GMC 

Patient Name Expert/Police information 5(. eendbyt I)OC/PPC 
me. a e 

Eva Page • Expert Report - Dr Mundy PPC (30/8/02) 

• Expert Report- Professor Ford IOC (19/9/02) 

Alice Wilkie • Expert Report - Dr Mundy PPC (30/8/02) 

• Expert Report- Professor Ford IOC (19/9/02) 

Gladys Richards • Expert Report - Prof. Livesley PPC (30/8/02) 

• Expert Report- Professor Ford IOC (19/9/02) 

• Police Statement- Jane Barton IOC (21/3/02) 

• Police Interview - Dr Althea Lord IOC (19/9/02) 
(Consultant at Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital) 

• Police Interview- Philip Beed (Clinical 
Manager at Gosport War Memorial Hospital) 

Arthur Cunningham • Expert Report- Dr Mundy PPC (30/8/02) 

• Expert Report - Professor Ford IOC (19/9/02) 

Robert Wilson • Expert Report- Dr Mundy PPC (30/8/02) 

• Expert Report- Professor Ford IOC (19/9/02) 



Category 2 cases where expert evidence indicates that it may be properly 
arguable that Or Barton's alleged conduct is capable of constituting spm 

GMC101247-0024 

P t . t N E rt/P 1. · f t· Seen by IOC/PPC a 1en ame xpe o 1ce m orma 1on (" d t ) me. a e 

Victor Abbatt 

Dennis Amey 

Charles Batty 

Dennis Brickwood 

Charles Hall 

Catherine Lee 

Stanley Carby 

Waiter Clissold 

Harry Hadley 

Alan Hobday 

Eva Page • Expert Report - Peter Lawson PPC (30/8/02) 

IOC (19/9/02) 

Gwendoline Parr 

Edna Purnell 

Daphne Taylor 



To: 

From: 

Date: 

Kevin Duce 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~A~~J 
Trainee Solicitor 
Ext: i-c-~d·~·A"] 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

16 September 2004 

Subject: GMC v Jane Barton 4002044-0131 

Documents for Barton 

1 Level arch file with medical records for: 

1 .1 Gladys Richards 

1.2 Arthur Cunning ham 

1.3 Alice Wilkie 

1.4 Robert Wilson 

1.5 Eva Page 

GMC101247-0025 

2 2 x Level arch files of Hampshire Constabulary documents (witness statements etc) 

3 2 x miscellaneous bundles 

3.1 proceedings for the GMC Interim Orders Committee and the Hampshire 
Constabulary Documents 

3.2 Documents relating to the Interim Orders Committee and the PPC 

4 2 x files relating to Hampshire Constabulary v Or Jane Barton 

5 green GMC file 

6 file relating toMs Yeats v Dr Barton 

7 file relating to Ann Reeves v Or Barton 

8 file relating to Jackson v Beed and Barton 

9 file 'Or Jane Barton (Screeners' file)' 

10 file relating to CHI v Unknown 

baeh 1307mbaeh 1 
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GMC101247-0027 
----------------------------

FW: Document2 Page 1 of 1 

Paul Hylton r-·-·-·-·-·Cod·e-·A-·-·-·-·-·1 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 

~~-~---·--------~-------------·------------------------~-----------~------------~-------~~·-----~---~-.. -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

From: ! Code A ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Sent: 30 Sep 2004 10:28 
To= r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c-o.cfe--A·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Subject: FW: Document2 

Paul.. Please confirm receipt..DW. 

From: Williams, David (DCI) 

Sent: 30 September 2004 11:20 

To: Williams, David (DCI) 
cc: i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-cacie-A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Subject: Document2 

<<Doc2.doc>> -
*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be legally 
privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual and not necessarily 
the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If you are not the 
intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of the 
information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify us by 
telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please then delete 
this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies to this email may be 
seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 

ill******************************************************************************** 

30/09/2004 
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Operation Rochester Page 1 of 2 

Paul Hylton i·-·-·-·-·-·-c-oCie-·A-·-·-·-·-·1 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-= 

From: :·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-coae·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Sent: 17 Sep 2004 14:29 
To: i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-cocfe·"A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Subject: RE: Operation Rochester 

Mr HYLTON 

Thankyou for your report updating the GMC's position. 
I will deal with this during the course of the weekend, and will look to provide a statement covering the issues raised 
by Wednesday 22nd September. 

Regards. 
DW. 

Fro,~: :;~~~{~~~1~-~~-~~~--~~~-;~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~-~~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~·.J 
• Williams, David (DCI); Watts, Steve 
Cc: Paul Philip !-·-·-·-·-·c~d~-A-·-·-·-·-·; Peter Swain r-·-·-·-·-·c-~·(j~-A-·-·-·-·-·1 
subject: operatfoil-·Rocil.ester___ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

I have now had an opportunity to review the information disclosed to the GMC by Hampshire Police on 10 September 2004 
relating to the 19 cases in which Hampshire Police, having received advice from medical and legal experts, have determined 
that the treatment by Dr Barton was "sub-optimal". Only one of those cases, that of Eva Page, has previously been 
considered by the GMC's Interim Orders Committee and Preliminary Proceedings Committee. 

Of those 19 cases, it would appear that in the following 14 cases the information is such that a referral to the IOC may be 
appropriate: 

Victor Abbatt 
Dennis Amey 
Charles Batty 
Alnis Brickwood 
~arles Hall 
Catherine Lee 
Stanley Carby 
Waiter Clissold 
Harry Hadley 
Alan Hobday 
Eva Page 
Gwendoline Parr 
Edna Purnell 
Daphne Taylor 

lt is the GMC's intention to seek referral of the information in these cases to the Interim Orders Committee, and, in the event 
that such a referral is made, to ensure that the hearing takes place expeditiously. lt would also be the GMC's intention to put 
before the Interim Orders Committee information in relation to those cases which you consider are Category 3 cases, either in 
the form of a statement from yourselves or by disclosing more detailed information should you be in a position to disclose it. 

The GMC has always recognised the need to ensure that we do not compromise the Police's investigations, and this will 
continue to be the case. However, it is also important that we present the Interim Orders Committee with as full a picture as is 
possible in respect of any threat that Dr Barton may pose to the public, in order that the Committee is best placed to ensure 

30/09/2004 
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Operation Rochester Page 2 of 2 

that the public are protected. The GMC is therefore of the view that it would be of considerable assistance to our case before 
the Interim Orders Committee if we were able to present a statement from the Police giving as much information as it is 
prudent to disclose at this time in respect of the Category 3 cases. Clearly, these cases by their very nature raise issues of 
public safety over and above those raised by the Category 2 cases, and it is therefore important that the Interim Orders 
Committee are able to consider those cases, even if such consideration is limited at this time to a statement from Police 
confirming the number of cases under consideration and a brief outline of the nature of the allegations. 

lt is also important that the Committee is updated as to the current position of the other four cases it has previously 
considered, those cases being the cases of: 

Alice Wilkie 
Gladys Richards 
Arthur Cunningham 
Robert Wilson 

This update can either be in the form of a separate statement or it can be incorporated into the statement on the Category 3 
cases. 

I am sure that you will appreciate the urgency of my request given the proximity of the hearing and the need to disclose the 
information we propose to put before the Committee to Dr Barton before the hearing takes place. Could you therefore please 
-firm either by return email or by telephone on Monday 20 September 2004 the mechanism by which we can expect to 
,.,;3ive a statement. 

Yours sincerely 

Paul Hylton 
General Medical Council 
Direct line :i-·-·-·-·-C-ode-·A·-·-·-·-·: 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify 
gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1 W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
tfx: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be legally 
privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual and not necessarily 
the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If you are not the 
intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of the 
information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify us by 
telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please then delete 
this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies to this email may be 
seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 

30/09/2004 
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HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 

RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
WITNESS STATEMENT 

(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN// 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 

Age if under 18: (if over 18 insert 'over 18 J Occupation: 

GMC1 0124 7-0031 

MG11T 

Page 2 of 11 

This statement (consisting of page(s) each signed by me) is true to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and I make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, I shall be liable to prosecution if I 
have wilfully stated in it anything which I know to be false or do not believe to be true. 

e Signature: Date: 30TH September 2004. 

Tick if witness evidence is visually recorded D (supply witness details on rear) 

I am Detective Chief Superintendent Steven WATTS, Head of Hampshire Constabulary Criminal 

Investigation Department and am the senior investigating officer in respect of a police investigation named 

'Operation ROCHESTER', an investigation into the circumstances surrounding of death of 88 patients 

occurring principally during the late 1990's at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 

-This investigation followed allegations that during the 1990's elderly patients at Gosport War 

Memorial Hospital received sub optimal or sub- standard care, in particular with regard to inappropriate 

drug regimes, and as a result their deaths were hastened. 

The strategic objective of the investigation is to establish the circumstances surrounding the deaths of those 

patients to gather evidence and with the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS), to establish whether there is any 

evidence that an individual has criminal culpability in respect of the deaths. 

During the investigation, a number of clinical experts have been consulted. 

Signed : S.A. WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 



HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 

RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
WITNESS STATEMENT 

(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN// 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 

GMC101247-0032 

MG11T 

Page 3 of 11 

On the 9th November 2000 Professor Brian LIVESL Y reported on the death of a patient, Mrs. RI CHARDS. 

On the 12th February 2001 Professor FORD reported in respect of the deaths of five patients RICHARDS, 

.UNNINGHAM, WILKIE, WILSON and PAGE 

On the 18th October 2001 Professor MUNDY reported on the deaths of patients CUNNINGHAM, 

WILKIE, WILSON and PAGE. 

The aforementioned reports have all previously been made available to the General Medical Council. 

Between October 2001 and May 2002 the Commission for Health Improvement interviewed 59 hospital 

-staff in respect of the deaths, and concluded that, "a number of factors contributed to a failure oftrust 

systems to ensure good quality patient care". 

Between September 2002 and May 2004 the cases of 88 patients including those named above, at the 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital were fully reviewed at my request by a team of five experts in the 

disciplines of toxicology, general medicine, palliative care, geriatrics and nursing. 

Signed: S.A.WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED -For Police and Prosecution Only 
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RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
WITNESS STATEMENT 

(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN// 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 

GMC101247-0033 

MG11T 

Page 4 of 11 

All the cases examined were elderly patients (79 to 99yrs of age) theirs deaths occurring at Gosport War 

Memorial hospital between January 1996 and November 1999. A common denominator in respect of the 

patient care is that many were administered Opiates authorized by Dr J ane BAR TON prior to death. 

e The expert team was commissioned to independently and then collectively assess the patient care afforded 

to the 88 patients concerned, examining in detail patient records, and to attribute a 'score' according to their 

findings against agreed criteria. A further group of cases were included in this review following a report by 

Dr BAKER, commissioned by the Chief Medical Officer. That report is confidential to the CMO and may 

not be discussed further without his agreement. 

The team of experts has 'scored' the cases as follows. 

e Category one- There were no concerns in respect of these cases upon the basis that 'optimal care' 

had been delivered to patients prior to their death. 

Category two- Specific concerns that these patients had received 'sub optimal' care. 

These cases are currently undergoing a separate quality assurance process by a medico legal expert to 

confirm their 'rating'. Nineteen of these cases that have been 'confirmed', have been formally released from 

police investigation and handed to the General Medical Council for their consideration. A number of cases 

Signed: S.A.WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
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RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
WITNESS STATEMENT 

(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN 11 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 

GMC101247-0034 

MGllT 

Page 5 of 11 

have been identified as appropriate for further scrutiny to confirm grading, and the quality assurance process 

in respect of the remaining cases will be complete by early October 2004. 

Category three Patient care in respect of these cases has been assessed as 'negligent, that is to say 

.utside the bounds of acceptable clinical practice'. 

The police investigation into these cases is, therefore continuing. 

The five experts commenced their analysis of patient records in February 2003. It is anticipated that their 

work will be finalized in October 2004 as will the quality assurance process by medico legal expert. 

As part of the ongoing investigative strategy, since May 2004 a further tier of medical experts, in Geriatrics 

and Palliative Care have been instructed to provide an evidential assessment of the patient care in respect of 

-n the 'Category three' cases. The work of these experts is ongoing and is not likely to have been fully 

completed until the end of 2004 when if appropriate papers will be reviewed and considered by the Crown 

Prosecution Service. 

At the same time, the police investigation team continue to take statements from healthcare professionals, 

liaise with key stakeholders, provide a family liaison service, formulate and deliver strategies in respect of 

witness/suspect interviews, deal with exhibits, complete disclosure schedules, and populate the major crime 

Signed: S.A.WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
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RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
WITNESS STATEMENT 

(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN// 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 

GMC101247-0035 

MG11T 
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investigation 'Holmes' system a national police IT application used to record and analyze information 

relating to serious/complex police investigations. 

To date 330 witness statements have been taken and 349 officer's reports created. 1243 'Actions' have been 

eraised, each representing a specific piece ofwork to be completed arising from an issue raised within a 

document or other information source. This is a major investigation which has required a considerable input 

and commitment of human and financial resources on the part of the Hampshire Constabulary. 

Whilst investigations will be fully completed in respect of all of the 'Category three' cases, a small number 

of sample cases have been selected and work is being prioritized around those with a view to forwarding 

papers to the CPS as soon as possible by way of expedition. Timescales for this action are clearly dependant 

upon completion of expert review of these cases and completion of the witness statements of key healthcare 

-professionals. This is necessarily a lengthy process, 

In the event that there is considered a sufficiency of evidence to forward papers to the CPS, it is estimated 

that this will be completed on an incremental basis. The first cases arriving in December 2004 or early 2005. 

I understand that the General Medical Council has a duty to provide the fullest possible evidence for 

consideration by the Interim Order Committee. I am also aware that they also have a duty to disclose the 

same information in its entirety to those appearing before the committee. 

Signed: S.A.WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED -For Police and Prosecution Only 
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RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
WITNESS STATEMENT 

(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN// 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 
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In my view, this situation has the potential to compromise the integrity and effectiveness of any interviews 

held under caution with health care professionals involved in this enquiry. 

Police investigative interviewing operates from seven basic principles, which are laid out in Home Office 

-Circular 22/1992. The first ofthese being that 

"Officers seek to obtain accurate and reliable information from suspects, witnesses or victims in order to 

discover the truth about matters under police investigation. " 

Investigative interviewing should be approached with an open mind. Information obtained from a person 

who is being interviewed should always be tested against what the interviewing officer already knows or 

what can be reasonably established. 

This investigation is currently following various lines of enquiry seeking to establish whether or not any 

criminal offence has been committed. At present it has not been established that this is the case or in fact 

whether or not any person is potentially culpable. Once an individual has been identified then decisions 

have to be made as to what they need to be interviewed about and what information it is proper to disclose 

to that person prior to their being interviewed. 

Decisions as to what the police have to disclose prior to interviews under caution are covered by various 

aspects of case law, in particular R v Argent (1997). The court commented in this case that the police have 

Signed: S.A.WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED -For Police and Prosecution Only 
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URN 11 
Statement of: STEVEN ALEC WATTS 
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no obligation to make disclosure. In R v Imran and Hussein (1997) the court agreed that it would be wrong 

for a defendant to be prevented from lying by being presented with the whole of the evidence against him 

prior to interview. 

- v Mason (1987) covers disclosing or withholding information, the process must be justifiable and 

conducted in the full knowledge of the likely consequences. These consequences could affect not only any 

subsequent interview but also potentially the whole investigation and any subsequent trial. 

Article 6 Human Rights Act deals with the right of an individual facing criminal charge to have a fair and 

public hearing 

Advance disclosure of documentation prior to interviews under caution gives any potential suspect the 

-~pportunity to interfere with the interviewing of other witnesses who may have information beneficial to the 

case. 

Furthermore the suspect does not have the opportunity to respond to questioning in an uncontaminated way. 

They may well respond with answers that they think the police wish to hear. This is unfair to the individual 

concerned. 

Finally early disclosure of material can lead to a suspect fabricating a defence or alibi. 

Signed : S.A. WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED- For Police and Prosecution Only 
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(CJ Act 1967, s.9; MC Act 1980, ss.5A(3) (a) and 5B; MC Rules 1981, r.70) 

URN// 
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The Police have an over riding responsibility to conduct an effective and ethical investigation and a have a 

legal and moral duty to be scrupulously fair to suspects. In addition the police carry an additional 

responsibility to representing the interests of the victims of crime and society in general. Therefore to 

provide a guilty suspect with the ability to fabricate a defence around police evidence does not serve those 

-wider interests. 

As the senior investigating officer I acknowledge the primacy of the public protection issues surrounding 

this case. 

I understand that there is a voluntary agreement in place between Dr BAR TON and the Fareham and 

Gosport Healthcare Trust of November 2002, the following is a quotation from an e mail message to the 

investigation from the trust in respect of that matter. 

- 'Dr BARTON has undertaken not to prescribe benzodiazepines or opiate analgesics from the 1st October 

2002. All patients requiring ongoing therapy with such drugs are being transferred to other partners 

within the practice so that their care would not be compromised. 

Dr Barton will not accept any house visits if there is a possible need for such drugs to be prescribed. 

Problems may arise with her work for Health-call as a prescription may be required for a 14 day supply 

of benzodiazepines for bereavement. 

Dr BAR TON also agreed to follow up all previous prescriptions for high quantities using the practice 

computer system and the patient's notes. 

Signed: S.A.WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED -For Police and Prosecution Only 
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During a 13month periods from April2003 Dr BARTON had written a total of 20 prescriptions all for 

2mg diazepam to relatives of deceased and had not prescribed any diamorphine, morphine or other 

controlled drug. ' 

el have been asked by the General Medical Council to provide an update as to the current position in respect 

of four cases previously considered by interim order committee during September 2002. 

Arthur CUNNINGHAM - this has been assessed as a category three case and is being investigated 

accordingly. 

Robert WILSON - again a category three case. 

Gladys RICHARDS.- Assessed as a category two case by the clinical team, this assessment has been 

queried through the quality assurance process and is to be subject of further review by the clinical experts in 

early October 2004. 

-Alice WILKIE.- No further police action to be taken in respect of this investigation. The medical records 

available are not sufficient to enable an assessment. 

In closing it is appropriate for me to emphasize some key points; 

1. There is no admissible evidence at this time of criminal culpability in respect of any individual. 

2. The information adduced by the investigation thus far, and the findings of the experts lead me to have 

concerns that are such that, in my judgment the continuing investigation and the high level of resources 

being applied to it are justified. 

Signed : S.A. WATTS. Signature witnessed by : 

RESTRICTED -For Police and Prosecution Only 
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Paul Hylton i-·-·-·-·-·-·-c-oCie"Jc-·-·-·-·-·: 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.: 

From: Paul Hylton l."~.-~.-~.-~.·§.~~~~--~~--~-·~.-~J 
Sent: 23 Sep 2004 12:00 

To: 
'd avid . wi 11 ia m~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c-o.Cie·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Cc: Paul Philip i-·-·-·-·-·co(:fe·A-·-·-·-·-! Peter swain (020 7915 3572) 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Subject: RE: Operation Rochester 

Importance: High 

David 

lt is likely to go ahead sometime w/c 4 October 2004, so I would need to disclose the information to Or Barton's legal reps by 
27/28 September at the latest. 

I will probably have to make a disclosure in two parts, the info we have at the moment can be disclosed next week followed by 
your statement and any supporting documentation. 

Aon you provide your statement can you please provide copies of the expert reports for the patients named below. The 
~1maries we have are OK for my purposes, but it is likely that the IOC will want to have sight of the whole report for each 
patient. 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----r ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From:! Code A ! 
Se~.~-;--~~r$·~i:itEiiiiJ?.~D?.9.9.?fT7.:3~f-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

To~ Code A ! 
sub)ect:-·R"E·:·-operaii.on._Rochester 

Paul.. 

Apologies .. I have not lived up to my good intentions .. A busy period (Operational commitments) have not 
enabled me to complete this work .. 

I am now off for four 4 days having worked 1 0 consecutive .. 

e You refer in your E mail to the proximity of the hearing .. but not the proposed date? .. 

Could you please let me know .. should you need to discuss my mobile number is[."~--~--~--~-~~~~--~-~--~--~-·J 

I have kept my diary free for Monday 27th Sept to deal with this .. 

DW. 

Fro m : P a u I H ylton r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c·o-d"e-·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Sent: 17 September 2004 16:30 
To: Williams, David (DCI) 
Subject: RE: Operation Rochester 

Dear OS Williams 

Thank you for your prompt response. 

24/09/2004 
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Paul 

Mr HYLTON 

Thankyou for your report updating the GMC's position. 
I will deal with this during the course of the weekend, and will look to provide a statement covering 
the issues raised by Wednesday 22nd September. 

Regards. 
DW. 

~~~~: :;~~~:~~~!;~;~~~~~~~~;:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
To: Williams, David (DCI); Watts, Steve 
Cc: Paul Philip [~~~~~~~~~~g~-~~~A~~~~~~~~] Peter Swain L~:~:~:~:~~~~:~~:~:~:J 
Subject: Operation Rochester 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

I have now had an opportunity to review the information disclosed to the GMC by Hampshire 
Police on 10 September 2004 relating to the 19 cases in which Hampshire Police, having received 
advice from medical and legal experts, have determined that the treatment by Dr Barton was "sub
optimal". Only one of those cases, that of Eva Page, has previously been considered by the GMC's 
Interim Orders Committee and Preliminary Proceedings Committee. 

Of those 19 cases, it would appear that in the following 14 cases the information is such that a 
referral to the IOC may be appropriate: 

Victor Abbatt 
Dennis Amey 
Charles Batty 
Dennis Brickwood 
Charles Hall 
Catherine Lee 
Stanley Carby 
Waiter Clissold 
Harry Hadley 
Alan Hobday 
Eva Page 
Gwendoline Parr 
Edna Purnell 
Daphne Taylor 

lt is the GMC's intention to seek referral of the information in these cases to the Interim Orders 
Committee, and, in the event that such a referral is made, to ensure that the hearing takes place 
expeditiously. lt would also be the GMC's intention to put before the Interim Orders Committee 
information in relation to those cases which you consider are Category 3 cases, either in the form 
of a statement from yourselves or by disclosing more detailed information should you be in a 
position to disclose it. 

24/09/2004 
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The GMC has always recognised the need to ensure that we do not compromise the Police's 
investigations, and this will continue to be the case. However, it is also important that we present 
the Interim Orders Committee with as full a picture as is possible in respect of any threat that Dr 
Barton may pose to the public, in order that the Committee is best placed to ensure that the public 
are protected. The GMC is therefore of the view that it would be of considerable assistance to our 
case before the Interim Orders Committee if we were able to present a statement from the Police 
giving as much information as it is prudent to disclose at this time in respect of the Category 3 
cases. Clearly, these cases by their very nature raise issues of public safety over and above those 
raised by the Category 2 cases, and it is therefore important that the Interim Orders Committee are 
able to consider those cases, even if such consideration is limited at this time to a statement from 
Police confirming the number of cases under consideration and a brief outline of the nature of the 
allegations. 

it is also important that the Committee is updated as to the current position of the other four cases 
it has previously considered, those cases being the cases of: 

Alice Wilkie 
Gladys Richards 
Arthur Cunningham 
Robert Wilson 

This update can either be in the form of a separate statement or it can be incorporated into the 
statement on the Category 3 cases. 

I am sure that you will appreciate the urgency of my request given the proximity of the hearing and 
the need to disclose the information we propose to put before the Committee to Dr Barton before 
the hearing takes place. Could you therefore please confirm either by return email or by telephone 
on Monday 20 September 2004 the mechanism by which we can expect to receive a statement. 

Yours sincerely 

Paul Hylton 
General Medical Council 
Direct I i ne: r-·-·-·-·-c·ode-·A·-·-·-·-·: 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for 
the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have 
received this email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which 
may be legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those 
of the individual and not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named 
above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of the contents of the information is prohibited. If you 
have received this electronic message in error, please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk 
immediately. Please then delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 

24/09/2004 
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Operation Rochester 

to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies to 
this email may be seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 

Page 4 of 4 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of 
the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error 
please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be 
legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual and 
not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If you 
are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the 
contents of the information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, 
please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please 
then delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies to this email 
may be seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 

24/09/2004 
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Paul Hylton r-·-·-·-·-·-Code-·A-·-·-·-·-·-1 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

-----------~----· ·--------------------------~---------------------------------------

From: Paul Hylton i-·-·-·-·-·c-o.de·A·-·-·-·-·: 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

Sent: 17 Sep 2004 15:30 

To: L.·~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.?.~Ei.·~·~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~."J 

Subject: RE: Operation Rochester 

Dear DS Williams 

Thank you for your prompt response. 

Paul 

• 

-----Orlainal.M.essaae:.:::.~_-:-_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From:! Code A ! 
Sen!!JI.·~~~.-~?.Q9:f.I4"i.?.~~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

To:! CodeA i 
sub)ecE._R:E:·-o-peraHon._Rochester 

Mr HYLTON 

Thankyou for your report updating the GMC's position. 
I will deal with this during the course of the weekend, and will look to provide a statement covering the issues 
raised by Wednesday 22nd September. 

Regards. 
DW. 

~~~~ = :; ~~~r~~~r;~~;~~~~~i-~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
To: Williams, David (DCI); Watts, Steve 
Cc: Paul Philip r·-·-·-·-c-o.de-·A·-·-·-·-·; Peter Swain r-·-·-·-·-·c-oCie·-A·-·-·-·-·-i 
subject: operaHoil._R:ocfiester___ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

I have now had an opportunity to review the information disclosed to the GMC by Hampshire Police on 10 
September 2004 relating to the 19 cases in which Hampshire Police, having received advice from medical and 
legal experts, have determined that the treatment by Dr Barton was "sub-optimal". Only one of those cases, that 
of Eva Page, has previously been considered by the GMC's Interim Orders Committee and Preliminary 
Proceedings Committee. 

Of those 19 cases, it would appear that in the following 14 cases the information is such that a referral to the 
IOC may be appropriate: 

Victor Abbatt 
Dennis Amey 
Charles Batty 
Dennis Brickwood 
Charles Hall 
Catherine Lee 
Stanley Carby 
Waiter Clissold 
Harry Hadley 
Alan Hobday 

17/09/2004 
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Eva Page 
Gwendoline Parr 
Edna Purnell 
Oaphne Taylor 

Page 2 of 3 

lt is the GMC's intention to seek referral of the information in these cases to the Interim Orders Committee, and, 
in the event that such a referral is made, to ensure that the hearing takes place expeditiously. lt would also be 
the GMC's intention to put before the Interim Orders Committee information in relation to those cases which you 
consider are Category 3 cases, either in the form of a statement from yourselves or by disclosing more detailed 
information should you be in a position to disclose it. 

The GMC has always recognised the need to ensure that we do not compromise the Police's investigations, and 
this will continue to be the case. However, it is also important that we present the Interim Orders Committee with 
as full a picture as is possible in respect of any threat that Or Barton may pose to the public, in order that the 
Committee is best placed to ensure that the public are protected. The GMC is therefore of the view that it would 
be of considerable assistance to our case before the Interim Orders Committee if we were able to present a 
statement from the Police giving as much information as it is prudent to disclose at this time in respect of the 
Category 3 cases. Clearly, these cases by their very nature raise issues of public safety over and above those 
raised by the Category 2 cases, and it is therefore important that the Interim Orders Committee are able to 
consider those cases, even if such consideration is limited at this time to a statement from Police confirming the 
number of cases under consideration and a brief outline of the nature of the allegations. 

lt is also important that the Committee is updated as to the current position of the other four cases it has 
previously considered, those cases being the cases of: 

Alice Wilkie 
Gladys Richards 
Arthur Cunningham 
Robert Wilson 

This update can either be in the form of a separate statement or it can be incorporated into the statement on the 
Category 3 cases. 

I am sure that you will appreciate the urgency of my request given the proximity of the hearing and the need to 
disclose the information we propose to put before the Committee to Or Barton before the hearing takes place. 
Could you therefore please confirm either by return email or by telephone on Monday 20 September 2004 the 
mechanism by which we can expect to receive a statement. 

Yours sincerely 

Paul Hylton 
General Medical Council 
Direct 1 ine: i-·-·-·-·-code_A_·-·-·-·l 

L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of 
the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error 
please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be 

17/09/2004 
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legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual and 
not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If you 
are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the 
contents of the information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, 
please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please 
then delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies to this email 
may be seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 

17/09/2004 

----~---
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26 August 2004 

Confidential: First Class 

DetE:ctive Chief Inspector Davi(J WH!larns 
Faretiarn Police Station 

C1 E t<J E P~,~AJ." 
.r\A;, I: [) I (~: /\ J .. 

Quay Street 
Fareharn 
Hampshire 
P0·16 ONA 

Dear DC! Wil!iarns 

Operation Rochester- Investigation into Deaths at Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital 

I write further to our exchange of e~rnai!s and, in particular, your e-·ma!! of 
17 August 2004. Thank you for your continued assistance in this matter. l am very 
please(J to not£.; that, subject to certain conditions, you are in a position to provide 
us with the information you have relating to 19 of the category two cases. 

I confirm that we will review the information you supply and, if appropriate, make an 
application to the Interim Orders Committee. If an application is made to that 
Committee, the doctor and her representatives wil.l be supplied with information upon 
wr·1ich we intend to rely. The Interim Orders Committee usually sits in private but the 
doctor has a right to insist on a public hearing. lt is rare that a doctor insists on a 
public hearing. There is no indication that tile doctor in this case will insist on a public 
hearing, she has not done so at previous hearin9s and we have no reason to be!leve 
that hor representatives would advise her to do so. 

Pub.licity about the case is generally outside our control but tt1e GMC shall not 
instigate publicity before or during any criminal triaL 

I acknowledge that statements the G!'vlC taf~es from witnesses who subsequently 
take part in any trial are d!scJoseable to the dofence. I confirm that the GMC wil.l 
liaise with the police and inform you of the identity of proposed witnesses before we 
take statements. 

In general terrns, we are willing to confirm that we vlill not proceed to a public inquiry 
at the Professional Conduct Cornmittee in relation to matters which are the subject of 
your investigation until the conclusion of that investigation or any criminal triaL 
However, as you are aware, the Gtv1C also llas statutory duties and any agreement 
to delay our dealing with this matter is subject to the police keeping us informed 
about the progress of the investifJation and pursuing the investigation and 
prosecution wiu·,in a reasonab!e time. VVe rnay proceed to tl1e Professional Conduct 

}-:_: ·. ,·.· . -- ... ·::.:.-:: 
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Cornmittee if, for example, thH poiice investigation is in abeyance for an lncJefinite 
period or is subject to unreasonable delay. If other rnatters concerning this doctor 
corne to our attention (for example matters relating to health, performance or 
conduct) which do not form part of your investigation we may proceed to investigate 
and adjudicate in relation to those matters. 

f.\s we have not yet seen the material, ! do not wish to raise an expectation that we 
s.haU definitely proceed to the Interim Orders CornrT1ittee. Therefore, I would ask that 
you exercise caution in thls regard in your communication with the fami!les, their 
representatives, u·1e StratefJiC Health Authority, the Primary Care Trust or any other 
interested party. 

I note that you will seek the consent of witnesses to release statements to us. I look 
forward to receiving the material during the week con1mencing :30 August 2004. 

Thank you auain for your helpful approach in this case. 

Yours sincerely 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

! i 

i CodeA ! 
! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Louise Povey 
,.M-~.D..~B.~-~·-·§.l~?.£.~~!._~~~?.) ec ts 

l·-·-·-·----~-~-~-~---~·-·-·-·-J 

~~~\)ft~:ti!~~j /)t~tit:ntr..~. 

{r ~·c i:(:·rY 2 
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5 October 2004 

Code A 

Dear Mrs Howell 

Dr Jane Barton 

GMC1 0124 7-0051 

Protecdnl] patients, 

rlaidin(1' dw~WtS (J l-

You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that durin9 the course of those investigations Harnpshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC rnath:~rs concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
inforn1ation is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been cornpletecl. 

lt is tl1e GMC's norrnal practice when working alon9side a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation, However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the Gfv1C's Interim Orders Committee wHI cons.ider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of rnembers of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation, If the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, .it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Ration's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen rnonths. 

Tile Interim Orders Committee wfll meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Cornrnittee hearings, lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, U1e 
address of wr1ich is www.gmc~uk.org, 

! will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact rne. 

r·_YQJJHL0Jn~;~m;dy_·-·-·-·: 
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You will b£.~ aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
fXindpally durin9 the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware Umt during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC rnatters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considerf::d by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the F'olice and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when workin9 alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's lnterirn Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of rnernbers of the public, or otherwise be in the ptlbiJc interest, for Dr 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigatiorL If the Interim Orders Committee is of tt1e view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
reqistration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a!! Interim Orders Committee hearings, !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing U1e outcomes of hearings on our webslte, the 
address of which is www.grnt>uk.org. 

I vvi!l be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning t11e information from 
Harnpshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the Gfv1C's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact rne . 
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Dr Jane Barton Protecting pmicnts, 
HoidinH doctors 

You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Harnpshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's norma! practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mimJfu! of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's lnterirn Orrfers Committee will consider wt·lether lt is necessary for 
the protection of rnernbers of the public, or othef\r\/lse be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Harnpshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Cornrnittee wHI meet in private, However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a!! Interim Orders Committee hearings, lt is 
our usual practict" to do so by pladng the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.tJmc~uk.orff 

I will be the Gfv1C caseworker for our investigation concerning u~le information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Mernoria! HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
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You will be aware that Harnpshtre Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally durinQ the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those inw;stlgatlons Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Or Jane Barton, sorne of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the PoHce and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on ho!d so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we haw; a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mincJful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
tt1e protection of rnernbers of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's registr·ation to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. Jf ttle Interim Orders Comrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issw:J an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eifJhteen months. 

The Interim Orders Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of al! Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearinf]S on our website, the 
address o-r which is www.gmc~uk,org. 

! will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information frorn 
Hampshire Police regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
proGess please do not hesitate to contact rne. 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding t1·1e deaths of a nurnber of patients, occurring 
principally during the !ate 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Po!lce have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of p,;1tients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when worl<ing alongside H Police investigation to put 
our Investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are olways 
rnindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Tt1ere-fore. on 7 October 
2004 the Gf\/lC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Harnpst"lire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, tor a period not exceeding eighteen rnonths. 

The Interim Orders Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a!! !nterirn Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk.org. 

I will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police re~]arding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Mernorial HospitaL Jf you tlave any questions about the GfvlG's Investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sinceretv 
.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-X..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
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YmJ will be awr:1m that Hampshire Poilce are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memoria! Hospital, Harnpshlre. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatrnent of a 
nurnber of patients by Or Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
inforrnation is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

Jt is the GMC's norma! practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigettions on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
rnindful of our overriciing responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection or members of the public. or otherwise be ln tht=~ public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding ei~Jhteen months. 

The Jnterim Orclr:;rs Committee wm meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory c.iuty to publish tt1e outcome of all Interim Orders Comrrlittee hearings, !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcornes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk.org, 

! will be the GMC caseworker for our investi9ation concerning the information from 
Harnpshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital. If you have any questions about the Gfv1C's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact rne. 

Yours sincerely r--coae·-A-1 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the dt:Jaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the !ate '1990's, at Gosport War Memoria! Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware th<:1t during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number· of patients by Dr JanE: Bmion, some of who have sadly died. This 
inforn1ation is dw-'l to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's norrnal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inl1ibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to prott-3ct patients, Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 t!"le Gfv1C's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be ln the public interest. for Dr 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction ls 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
registration, for a per·iod not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Cornrnittee wU! meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of alllnterirn Orders Committee hearings, lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcornes of hearings on our web site, the 
acldress of which is www ,gmc~uk.org, 

I will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concernin9 the information frorn 
Hampshire Potice regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memork~l Hospital. If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please cJo not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerelv 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·:·-·--~---·-·-·-·~ 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the clr·cumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
prlndpal!y during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You w!l! also be aware that during t11e course of those investigations Harnpshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
Bt a public hear~ng once the Police and GMC investigations have been cornpleted. 

lt is the GMC's normal pract!ce when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so Uiat we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though wf:; have a duty not to Inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
rnindfu! of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it !s necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's registr·ation to be restrictnd whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If tr1e Interim Orders Cornrniltee is of the view· that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim OrcJers Con1rnittee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to pubHsh the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee twarings, !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our web site, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk.org. 

! will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information frorn 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact rne. 
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Dear Mr Ripi~3Y 

Dr Jane Barton Ptoucting pmicnts, 
Huidwfi doctors 

You will be aware ti1at Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those Investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Or ..lane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
21t a public hearing once the Police and Gl'v1C investigations have been completed. 

!t is the GMC's norma! practice when working alongside a Po!lce investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation, Ho1.~;ever, 
even thougtl we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overridin9 responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on l October 
2004 the GMC's Interim OrcJers Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of rnnmbers of the public, or othc~rNise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Or·ders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate. it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The lnterirn Orders Cornrnittee will meet in private. However, the Gfv1C is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practio~ to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.grnc .. uk.org, 

I wm be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
fvlernorial Hospital. If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 
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You will be awan.::: th<:Jt Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circurnstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during u·1e late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Harnpshlre. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Or Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

!t is the GMC's nonna! practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. HowEwer, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our ovEnriding responsibility to protect patients, Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the Gf'>i1C's !nterirn Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's refJistration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Orders Comrnlttee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can .issue an order to suspend or irnpose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for <.-1 period not exceeding eighteen montt1s. 

The Interim Orders Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Cornrnittee hearings. lt Is 
our usual practice to do so by placlng the outcomes of hearings on our web site, the 
address of which is www.gr:nc~uk..org. 

I will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me, 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circurnstances surrounding t11e deaths of a nurnber of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will a! so be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have hacJ cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, somfJ of who have sadly died. This 
inforrnation is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a publ.ic hearinq once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police .investigation. However, 
f.JVen thougt·1 we have a duty not to inhibit a Police Investigation, we are always 
rnindfu! of our· overriding rosponsibility to protect pattents. Therefore, on l October 
2004 the Gfv1C's Interim Ordms Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of rnernbers of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
B.:mon's registration to be restricted whilst Hampst1ire Police carry out its 
investigation. lf the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate., it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Committee will rneet in private. How(wer, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a !I !ntnrim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hear.ings on our wet)site, the 
address of which is www,gmc~uk,org, 

I will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about U1e GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 
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You wHI be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding ttie deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Cornmittee 
at a public he<.-1ring once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhiblt the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibi!lty to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of rnembers of the public, or otherwise be in the pub He interost, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the lnterirn Ordt:;rs Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
re~Jistration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months, 

Tt1e lnterirn Orders Comrnittee will meet in private, However, the GMC Is under a 
statutory duty to pub!.ish the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings, !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearin~JS on our website, the 
address of which is www.grnc~uk.org. 

! will be the GMC case1Norker for our investigation concerning the inforrnation from 
Hampshire Police regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
l'v1emoria! HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital. Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Or Jane 8arton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
Bt a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is t!"Je GMC's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investl~Jation. However, 
even though we have 8 duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, wr:; am always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee wm consider wt1ether it is necessary for 
the protection of mernbers of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whllst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. !I' the Interim Orders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or 8arton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publist1 the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www,gmc~uk.org. 

I wl!! be the CMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police r·egarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital. If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circurnstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the !ate 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You wm also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC rnatters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Or Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Cornmittee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when workin9 alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. TherHfore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider wt1eH1er it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or othervvfse be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's registration to bt:? restricted whHst 1·1arnpshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the !nterirn Orders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
registration. for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Cornrnittee will rneet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of ail Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to c.fo so by placin~J the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which Is www.gmc-uk.org. 

! will be the GMC caseworker for our Investigation concerning tl1e information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatrrwnt of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the Gfv1C's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me, 

Yours sincerely_ 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·-·-·-· 
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You will be aware that Harnpshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circtnnstances sutrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurrin9 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War ~v'lemorial Hospital; Hampshire, 
You will also be aware u·1at during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have 11ad cause to refer to the GMC matters concernin9 the treatment of a 
nurnber of patients by Dr Jane Barton, sorne of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's ProfE"JSsiona! Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been cornpleted, 

!t is the Gtv1C's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that vle do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
evt-m thouqh we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overrkiin9 responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the pr·otection of rnernbers of the public, or othervvise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barion's registration to be restricted whilst Harnpshire Police carry out its 
investigation. !f the Interim Orders Cornrnlttee ls of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or irnpose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Committee wm meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings. !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcornes of hearings on our web site, the 
address of which is www.gm~>uk.org. 

I will be the GMC caseworker for our investif)ation concerninfJ the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about H1e GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerel'1 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-L·-·-·~ 
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You will be Hware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the !ate ·1990's, at Gosport War Memoria! Hospital, Hampshire. 
You wi!! also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
nurnber of patients by Or Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

1t is the Gfv1C's norma! practice when working ('.dongside a Police investigation to Ptlt 
our· investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
rnindfu! of our overriding responsibiHty to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Cormnittee will consider whether 1t is necessary for 
u·1e protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in tl'le pub!lc interest, for Dr 
Barton's re~Jistration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. H the Interim Orders Committee ls of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
ref,Jistration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Comrnittee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to pul)lis~1 the outcome of all Interim Orders Cornmittee hearings. !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcornes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk,org, 

I will be the G~v1C caseworker for our investigation concerninf,J the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circurnstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during tt·le late 1990's, at Ciosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also bE; aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC rnatters concerning the treatment of a 
nurnber of patients by Or Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. Thls 
information is dU(:J to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hE;aring once the Police and GMC investigations have been completEJd. 

!t is the GMC's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police inw.'lstigation, we an;; always 
rT1indfu! of our overriding responsiblhty to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether lt is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's reqistration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation, If the lnterirn Orders Cormnittee is of t!1e view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The !nterkn Orders Cornrnlttee wl!! meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt ls 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.grncNuk.org. 

I wlll be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Polb'? regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's Investigation or 
process p!east=5 do not hesitate to contact me. 
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You will be aware that Harnpshlre Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
prindpaHy during the late ·1990's, at Gosport War Memoria! Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatrnent of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public t1earing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

!t is the G!'vlC's normal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on r10ld so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otl1e11.vlse be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. If the Interim Orders Committee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen montt1s. 

The Interim Orders Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk.org. 

I will lx~ t11e GMC caseworker for our investigation concerninq the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 
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Dear Mr Chivers (=()lJN·C~lL 
Or Jane Barton ProtcctiiJH patient~, 

,qoiding doctors 
You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a numbE;r of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War fvlemoria! Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations HampshirH 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
intorrnation is due~ to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public t·learing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

1t is the GtvlC's norma! practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
rnindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
t11e protection of members of t11e public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's re~Jistration to be restricted wt1Hst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation. lf the Interim Orders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose concJitions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The Interim Orders Comrnittee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to pub!ls!1 the outcome of all Interim Orders Cornrnittee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by p!acin9 the outcomes of hearings on our webslte, the 
address of which is www.grnc-uk.org, 

f will be the Grv1C caseworkerfor our .investigation concerning the lnformation from 
Hampshire Police regarding Or Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Mernoria! Hospital. If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely 
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You will be aware that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the clrcurnstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the !ate '1990's, at Gosport War Mernoria! Hospital, Hampshire, 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Or- Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died, This 
information is dur:; to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Cornrnittee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed, 

!t is the GMC's norrnal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patlents. Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the G!'vlC's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted wt1ilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
invest!oation. !f the Interim Orders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or irnpose concJitions on Dr Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

Tht"J' Interim Orders Cornmiltee will rneet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a!! !nterirn Orders Committee hearings, !t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of ilearings on our website, the 
adcJress of which is www,gmc~uk.Qrg. 

! will be the G!'v1C caseworker for our investigation concerning the information frorn 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at GospO!i War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about t11e GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitato to contact me, 
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You wiU be aware that Hampshire Police are cwTent!y carrying out an investigation 
into the circurnstam~es surrounding the deaths of a number of patients; occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the coursf:J of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to the Glv1C matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died, This 
information is due to be considered by ttle GMC's Professional Conduct Comrnittee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been completed. 

!t is the GMC's norrnal practice wtlen working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investifJations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though we have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 OctotJer 
2004 the GMG's Interim Orders Committee will consider whether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Or 
Barton's registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation, If the Interim Orders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or irnpose condltlons on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding ciohteen months. 

The Interim Ordei'S Committee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of all Interim Orders Committee hearings. lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk,org. 

! will be the GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Harnpshire Police reqardlng Dr Barton's treatment of patlEmts at Gosport War 
Memoria! Hospital. If you have any questions about the GMC's investif)ation or 
process please do not tlesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerolv 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1·-·-·-·-·-· 

I Code A! 
' ' i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Paul Hylton 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Uno: 1".~--~--~--~--~~-~-~~~~--~--~·.J 
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Code A 

Dear Mrs !..owe 

Or Jane Barton 

GMC101247-0072 
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ProtecUn[1 pati1wts, 
r.wi<b1)(t doctors 
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You will be aware that Harnpshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the drcurnslances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
pdndpal!y durlng the !ate 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Harnpshfre 
Police have had cause to refer to the GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. Tt1is 
inforrnation is due to be considered by the GMC's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearing once the Police and GMC investigations have been cornpleted. 

lt is the Gf\i1C's norrnal practice when working alongside a Police investigation to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even though W(~ have a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation, we are always 
rnindfu! of our overriding responsibility to protect patients, Therefore, on 7 October 
2004 the GMC's Interim Orders Cornrnittee will consider wllether it is necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, or otberwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Barton's registr·ation to be restricted whilst Hampshire Police carry out its 
investigation, If tt1e Interim Orders Comrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Or Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months. 

The lnterlrn Orclers Committee will meet in private. However, t11e GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a!llnterirn Orders Committee hearings, lt is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of wl1ich is www.gmc .. uk..org. 

I will be tile GMC caseworker for our investigation concerning the information from 
Hampshire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Go sport War 
Memorial HospitaL If you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me . 

. -.J~.o_ltts_sioc..ereJv_._. 
' ' 

I Code AI 
' ' i i 
i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Paul Hylton 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct L.irm: r-·-·-·-·c:c;Cie·A·-·-·-·-: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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Dear Mrs GiitTlore 
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C()lJ.NC: IL 
Dr Jane Barton ProteUiH[J patiems, 

(Jll)(hnq doctor:; 

You will be awore that Hampshire Police are currently carrying out an investigation 
into the circumstances surrounding the deaths of a number of patients, occurring 
principally during the late 1990's, at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Hampshire. 
You will also be aware that during the course of those investigations Hampshire 
Police have had cause to refer to u-1e GMC matters concerning the treatment of a 
number of patients by Dr Jane Barton, some of who have sadly died. This 
information is due to be considered by the GJiv1C's Professional Conduct Committee 
at a public hearin9 once the Po!lce and GMC investigations have been completed. 

lt is the GMC's normal practice when working alongside a Police hwesttgatlon to put 
our investigations on hold so that we do not inhibit the Police investigation. However, 
even tllOU~Jh we h<we a duty not to inhibit a Police investigation; we are always 
mindful of our overriding responsibility to protect patients. Therefore, on 7 October 
;wo4 the GMC's Interim Orders Committee will consider \Nhether it is necessar)' for 
ttle protection of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public interest, for Dr 
Bar-ton's registration to l1e restricted whilst Harnpshire Police cany out its 
investigation. lf the !nter!rn Orders Cornrnittee is of the view that a restriction is 
appropriate, it can issue an order to suspend or impose conditions on Dr Barton's 
registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen months, 

The Interim Orders Cornrnittee will meet in private. However, the GMC is under a 
statutory duty to publish the outcome of a!llnterim Orders Cornmittee hearin~JS. 1t is 
our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our website, the 
address of which is www.gmc~uk.org. 

! will be the Gtv'lC caseworker for our investigation concerning t11e information from 
Harnpsllire Police regarding Dr Barton's treatment of patients at Gosport War 
Mernoria! HospitaL lf you have any questions about the GMC's investigation or 
process please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincereb1 

~--c-~d~--~-~ 
l _____________________ j 
Paul Hylton 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line: [~~~~~-~Cf~~:.~~~J 
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Lfmdun 
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llYHAND 

GMC101247-0074 

MDU S<:rY:;;<S>:so l.lmi!Nl 
;?:~o f)l::::.--:xJ:·i;3:-~:. rzoa~j 

T{~~t:~>ht.-n·E~: o;::C T2C~:~ 15GO 
F::::>: 020 '?2:C::~ 'Hj:83 

E::·mlol. n·:d:.:;{;l,(HH::-n;(l;; (:(:·rr: 
V .. '.Jr~·'r..:~:::·.,::· ·~-.,:·~··/'~-.,~ .!h-0·?r:<~:.~ G.::.::r: 

ln }'ou:r h~t:i.:t'r of ::~(ri: S>'.:pl:ernbel· yen.: irHhc-at\:·d that \'f;U had >,:u!un:unt:i.l~; p<Ji..ient r:=;,:orJs 
av;otih~hk to ym.l ;,~nd that H' Lh: Bartlm n:qnin:'d n copy <'.ll~ those~ you <.V(lU!d 

ar,r:.n.t~ge f(>f h<~.r to r(~r.\:~1 ~.,:(~ u ce:py exped.i Lio~.{i~]y. 

"Yon wiH i:(lcnH that you and l f'pokr: on the Sept:.'JUh(;r, :'=md I ind:<:;Hed th,';t Dr 
fkrton would indf::(~d \Vish to hiHT' sight th:~ l:<:·;.~on-L~. ! t·l.n:"ir:Yi<tood t}wt: ,you w:.·.nJd 
endcnvottr to rn<=<.ke those rucord~; ;:rvra!L1bkl the ;c:a.nh'~ (.hy. j.f notCh<:.: fi.·,now·ing dny. 

\Ve ~::;p.nh.' <'lp.tin (>n Lhe !"''· (k:t<ib(rr and Y'.H.< indi~·:~.lk';d that it: h::1<:l i:l(;t been po~~-~~.ibL> t: .. : 

cnpy th;:; notf:s in vio35\r of tiE' L!<:k of faGd.il:i~,':~. bl'ougb.i.: <'l.bOut. the (31'v!C r;y;v('; of cffieH;. 

which l do very much undeit<Luld. ;\~: I \HH.k't:)tond it. the rc~ccn:L '<V\ll":' thm\ to l.w nwd:'' 
availabk> ye:'!.tenia~' nfteYnfirm, but u.~: you y,:iU t:lppl.'W:jat~\ t}t(~se t<:<:'.ord,:;. h:.l\T f>L!U !::1 
ar.rivc:. 

fvly <.=.:-spectntion ·i:< fhat the :rrwdicn1 lX;c:ord:<. concl'.Tn tht p:::.ri<:'nt.:~. w n.'J.?;br>n t .... , \Sh~>rn 

irrL.wnwtkrn Ls grven by tlH:' H<'lmp;':'lhirc: Const<=:buLI(V 1r:: p;.lrporit:.'(.i s:.Jmr:Ol;'u·iec> :l:::Hi 
e.Xp(::rt ob~;ervnt;on:~. :1 f(nJ\<Jin {::oncenwd on b<:'.h::JJ i)r fhn·l:on. VJ h::'lVl'.' ae(:<:::>~; tu t:hf 
nu,,dierd r<:'(Ol:ds, but hnvf.: to point out th;:d Dt E<>n:on {;:mnnt rP:.dwLk<'tl!>' ::L':~:~;t th<'.' 

(\!l:tnnhten n<")\V i.n rd.ai.:ion to any point:c. irr'/()lv\ng specin:.: p:H:i~=;nL:' in ::l:Tl.w:h;tru:,~es in 
:,vbich :'<!"!(: '>ViH not: rt::lVC: twd fh>.: :;nti>:qxu:.<:'d <l.nd. l:o."lpf::d f(.::t npporil.:niv,· to ccn,;;ider 
m. o:~ eh c:d. rnn t(:J' i :1l.. 

\:··oor:;,:; :;:;inc.~.'.l:'"-' ly 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
i ! 
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i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·--- .............. _,_, _____________ j 
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FPD 
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PHONE : [~~~~~~~Cj~~~-~~~~~J 
PAGES 

START TIME 

ELAPSED TIME 

MODE 

RESULTS 

2/2 

5-0CT 13:21 

00'30" 

ECM 

OK 

FIRST PAGE OF RECENT DOCUMENT TRANSMITTED··· 

Fax- Collfidential 

To Mr lan Barker - The MDU 

Fax number [~~~~~}~] 
From Poul Hylton 

Direct Dial r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-""! 

n· tt i Code A ! 
rrec ax t_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

No. of pages 2 
(inclusive) 

Time Date 05/10(04 

GENER...AL 
MEDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Prat.cc.tmgpntitmts, 
auidine doc.tors 

Thi11 f.ac5lmlle is confidentlnl and intcndl8d oole1yfor the u~e of the individual or entity to whom it 
i~ .a.ddrcs!=!ed. If )'OU b.avr:: rccet.ved this faorimilc in error please treat it a :'I ConfldcntiBl Wd$te and 

disposc of it B(CO.rdi.n~ly 
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In reply please quote PCH/2000/2047 

Your ref. ISPB/TOC/0005940/Lr::gal 

By Fax and first class post 

5 October 2004 

Mr !an Barker 
Hm Medical DefencH Union 
MDU ServlcHs Limited 
230 B!ackfriars F~oacJ 
London 
SE1 8PJ 

DHar lan 

Or Jane B<nton -Interim Orders Committee 

GMC101247-0076 

r~cN·····cnAI ~-J L.. L ~~ .. .., 

h. AI'' l") ]" '"" A L IY\. ">L .. (.; '. · 

c:C)tJNClL 
Protect.ina ;:)(1/:iems, 

(J 

auidino docton 
V 13 

Thank you for your letter of 5 October 2004, a copy of which I will pass on to Adam 
EBiott in our CommitteH Section. 

I note your comments regarding the medical records and I should inform you that 
unfortunately, due to the problems experienced by our Reprograpt·1ics section in the 
course of our rnove to our new premises, it is likely that a copy of the rocords will not 
be available until tomorrow at the earliest 

I have considered whether it would be prudent to use a commercia! reprographics 
company, However. given the nature of the information, ! decided against that 
course of action, 

1 will forward a copy of the records to both you and Dr Barion as soon as they are 
available. 

,·-·-·-Y.t1LH~S...S.incHn.:{lY_._·-·-·-·-· 
' ' 

I Code AI 
' ' i i 
i i 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Paul Hylton 
Assistant Registrar 



In reply please quote PCH/2000/204"7 
Please address your reply to tlw Cmnmitte£! Section FPD 
Fax: i-·-·-·-·-Code_A_·-·-·-·-i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

By Special Delivery and First Class Mail 

24 Septernber 2004 

Or Jane Ann Barton 
-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Code A 

Dear Dr Barton 

GMC101247-0077 
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•• / ... - '- .,..,1 . • · .1 ..... 

Pml,:<: t in,q {'ifl:ients, 

,>Jni,}ing docton 

! arn writing to notify you that thE: President has considered information received by 
the GMC about your conduct. 

The Pmsklent. exercisinG his powers under rule 4 of the Genera! Medical Council 
(Interim Orders Comrnittee}{Proceduro) Hu!es 2000, considers that the 
circumstances are such that you should be invited to appear before the !nterl.m 
Orders Committee (IOC) in order that it may consider wl1ethor it is necessary for t!1o 
protection of members of the public, or is otherwise In the public interest, or in your 
own intewsts, that an interim order should be made suspending your registration, m 
imposinfJ conditions upon your registration, for a period not exceeding eighteen 
months, in exercise of tt1eir powe1·s under section 41 A of the Medical Act 1983 as 
amended, 

The President has reached this decision as he was of the view, after considerin~l the 
information provided by Hampshir'e Constabulary in respect of its enquiries into the 
deaths of a number of patients at Gosport War rv1ernorial Hospital, u·1at the 
information was such thal the Cornrnittec-; should be invited to consider whether it is 
necessary for the protoction of members of the public, or otherwise be in the public 
interest for your registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Constabulary's 
enquiries and any actlon resu!tino frorn those enquiries is resolved. The GMC is in 
the process of clar-ifying with the Police the level of cHsc!osurD that can take place 
before the IOC. Once we have clone so WfJ will disclose to you a copy of a!l the 
information that wll! be put before the !OC You should expect this disclosuro of 
information by 30 September :!.004. 

You are invited to appear before the !OC at 09:30 on 7 October 2004 at the 
General Chiropractic Council, 44 Wicklow Streett London, WC1X 9HL if you so 
wish, to address the Cnmrnlttee on whether such an order should be made in your 
G<::l.se. 

You rnay, if you wish, be represented by Counsel, or a solicitor, or by a rnernber of 
your family, or by a representative of any professional organisation of which you rnay 



be a rnembm, You rnay also be accompanied by not rnore than one medica! 
advisor, The' IOC is, however, c-nnpowored to make an ordm in re!ntion to your 
registration irrespective of whether or not you are present or represented. 

GMC101247-0078 

You are invited to submit observations on !:he case in writlno. Any otx:>ervations will 
be circulated to the IOC before tlwv consider your case. Your observations should 
be marked for the attention of A{h:a;n Elliott, Cornmittee Section (fax no r·-·-·co-cie-·A-·-·i 

r·c-~·d~-·A·r ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

You are invited to state in writinp whether you propose to attend the rneetlnfJ, 
whether you will be represented or accompanied as indlcatecj above, and if so, by 
whom. 

The !OC normally meets in private but you rnay lf you wish, under the provisions of 
rule 9 of the Procedure Rules, direct that the meelino should be held in public. lf you 
wish for the rneetlng lobe held in public could you please notify Adam El!iott, 
Committee Section (fax number ns above), as soon as possible. 

The GMC is under a statutory duty to publish the outcome of IOC hearings. !t is our 
usual practice to do so by placing lhe outcornes of hearingfi. on our webslte, lf you 
do not attend the hearing could you please SUf.)p!y Adam E!Hott (fax number as 
above) with a telephone or fax number where you can be contacted on the day of the 
hearing 80 we can let you know of the decision before placing the information on our 
website. If you do not provide such a contact number, or we are unable to contact 
you, the outcorno of the hearing will still bo published. 

If you intend to consult your rnedica! defence society, or to ta!\e other legal advice, 
you should do so without delay, 

In accordance with Section 35A(2) of the ~-~1edica! Act ·1983 (as arnended), you are 
required to inform us, within 7 day~< of receipt of this letter, of the nanF3 and acidmss 
of the fo!lowing: ·· 

'* aJ! of your current employers, 

jJ$ the Health Authority with which you llave a service agreen1ent, 

!I locum agency/agencies vvith whom you are reglsb:~red, and 

"' the hospital/surgery at which you are currently working. 

<~> If you engage in any non-NHS work, you are also mquirnd to notlfy us, within the 
samo period of time, of ti1e name of the organisation/hospital by w!lich you are 
employed, or have any working arran~y~menls. Please forvvard this information 
directly to me. Upon recnlpt of these details, your employers will be notified of 
the CornrniUee's consideration of the matter. 

~ If you are approved under Sect! on 1 :~~of the Mental Hc:;alth Act, or Section 20 (b) 
of the ~v'lenta! Health (Scotland) Act '1984, you rnust also notify us of this fact. 



GMC101247-0079 

I enclose copies of the relevant provisions of the Medical Act, lhe !OC Procedure 
Ruins, a paper about our fitness to practise·) procedures and a paper about the 
procedures of the !OC. 

The documents enclosed with this letter rnay contain confidential information. Tbis 
rnaterlalls sent to you solely to enab!E.l you to prepare tor this hearing. The 
documents must not be disclosed to anyone else, except for the purpose of helping 
you to prepare your defence. 

Please will you write personally to acknowledge receipt of this letter quotin9 the 
reference above. 

Yours sincerely 

Code A 
PauiHyiton 
Assistant Registrar 

Cc: Mr lan Barker 
The Medica! Defence Union 
MDU ServiCf)S Limited 
230 Blac!<friars Roacl 
l_ondon 
SE·l 8PJ 
IS PBnOC/0005940/Logal 

Prot.ecti11g potients, 

,;]tlidinH doctors 



FAO Paul Hylton 

Committee Section FPD 

General Medical Council 

17 8, Great Portland Street 

London W1WSJE 

Your Reference PCH/2000/2047 

Dear Mr Hylton 

GMC101247-0080 

Dr jane Barton 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
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r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c·ode-·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

27th September 2004 

re Interim Order Committee hearing on 7th October 2004 

I am a Principal in General Practice contracted to Fareham and Gosport 

Primary Care Trust. 

I am on the Bed Fund for Gosport War Memorial Hospital, Bury Road 

Gosport, administered by the same Primary Care Trust. 

I am a partner in the practice of Dr P A Beasley and partners, 

Forton Medical Centre, 

White's Place 

Forton Road, 

Gosport PO 12 3JP. 

I have no other employment or contract either NHS or non NHS and I am 

not approved under Section 12 of the Mental Health Act. 

I propose to attend the hearing on 7th October 2004. I will be 

represented by my solicitor Ian Barker of the MDU . 

Yours Sincerely 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-• ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
i i 

1 CodeA 1 
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i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Dr jane Barton 
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Dear Or Barton 

GMC1 0124 7-0081 

C:i ENEI\AL 
tv\EI)l(~AL 
C()lJNCIL 
Jlrol.cctill<:f. Potiems, 

' I 

guiding doc:lors 

Thank you for your letter of 27 September 2004 confirming that you intend to attend 
the !OC hearin9 on ? October 2004. Further to rny letter of 24 Seplernber 2004, 
plt:wse find enclosed a copy of the Item that will be considered by the Committee at 
that hearing. 

!t may be helpful if I bring two matters to your attention concerning the information, 
You will note that in the witness statement from Hampshire Police they state that 
they have referred 19 cases to the GMC which in their view are what they have 
classified as Category two cases. HowENHr, having reviewed the summary reports, it 
was the GMC's view that in five of those cases the information available at this time 
dfd not suggest that those cases should be considered by the !OC. You will also note 
at the end of the Item inclex that copies of the patient records are not in the enclosed 
papers, but that they will be available at the hearing. Tho records, as ! am suro that 
you are aware, are vo!urnous and lt is our practice in such situations to have the 
records available at the t1earin9 should either the Cornrnittee or the doctor require 
them. That said, if after considerin9 lhe endosod information you aro of the view that 
you require a copy of the records, I will arranue for you to receive a copy 
expeditiously. 

·rhe GMC will be moving frorn lts current pfernises into new offices on 1 October 
2004. Unfortunately, this does rnean that it is unlikely we will not be <Jb!e to provide 
you with a copy of the records, should you require t11e~m. before Monday 4 October 
2004. If you do require a copy, or if the MDU require a co2y, could you please 
telephone me either tornorrow before 1 :?~.9_Q_p_IJJ_QD.L~~~~~~~~9,o"d·e·A·-·-·-·-·-·i or on Monday 4 
October on my new direct line nurnber.l·-·-·-·-·-·g·~·~-~-·~-·-·-·-·-·r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

1~f:tl.lrs sincore!y_ 

~----'-~e-o-a e--A-------1 
! i 
! i 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

Paul Hylton 
Assistant Registrar 

Cc: fvlr lan Barker, T!K! rv1odico:;! Defence Union. fvlDU Services Limited, 2:W Slackfriars Road, 
London. SE1 8PJ,[~~~~~JTOC/0005940/Le(lal 

17~ Gn.:at !'ortLwd Stt'C'tl: London \VJW :'>J!.' 'E:kphnm~ '-'"" }\"!>'-' !'•·1" hlx "'-·" J')r', J''·l1 

~~rn~~i~ grnc(~:~~,:gtnc··nk. o~·g ·i;VVV\Y,gruc -uk. org 
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30 September 2004 

Mr lan Barker 
Medical Defence Union 
230 B!ackfriars Road 
London 
SE1 8PJ 

Dear Mr Barker 

GMC101247-0082 

Ci.ENEl\AI 
M.E.DICAL 
co·u.NCIL 
Prouxtin,q patients, 
guidinB doaots 

Dr Jane Barton - Interim Orders Cornmittee {IOC) 7 October 2004 

Thank you for your letter of 27 September 2004 in which you mquest that the 
Chrlirman of the IOC consider postponing the scheduled hearing of Dr Barton's case 
in accordance with Rule 7{1) of the Committee's Rules, 

! can confirm that the Chairman of the Committee considered your request and that 
he did not accede to it. 

The Chairman in considering this request considered the nature and purpose of the 
!OC, which is namely, to determine whether interim action is required to be taken 
Hgainst the registration of a doctor who may pose a risk to the public, the public 
interest or their own interests and in fulfJ!Ilng this function lt is considered that the 
Committee should meet as soon F.lS practicable whilst bearing in mind the need to 
balance the consequences for the practitioner of the imposition of an interim order 
and to ensure that the doc:tor is afforded the opportunity to attend any hearing and 
be represented, although not necessarily by the Counsel of their choice, 

-rhe Chairman took account of the Council's letter notifying Or Barton of the 
forthcoming hearing and the tfmetable contained therein and in reaching his decision 
considered that the date of '7 October 2004. 

In reaching his decision the Chairman determined that whilst unfortunate that Or 
Barton's chosen Counsel is not available, there was stm sufficient time to instruct 
fmsh Counsel to attend and make repre-sentations. lt is the Council's intention to 
dispatch a copy of all the papers in the case on 30 September 2004, providing Dr 
Barton with I days in which to prepare a defence. lt was the opinion of the Chairman 
that this was sufficient time in whlch to fully instruct new Counsel to prepare such a 
defence. The Chairman further considered that the Council's letter of 24 September 
2004 put Dr Barton on notice that the hearing would be taking place on ?October 
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J n all the circumstances, the Chairrnan having taken into account your letter of 27 
September 2004 and balanced the information contained within against the reasons 
for Or Barton's referral considered ttiat, it was important in the public interest that Dr 
Barton's case be heard as soon as possible, 

The hearing scheduled to take place on 7 October 2004 will take place as listed and 
Dr Barton is lnvlted to appear before the IOC at 09:30 on 7 October 2004 at the 
General Chiropractic Council, 44 Wicklow Street1 London, WC1X 9HL if you she 
so wishes, to address the Committee on whether such an order should be made in 
relation to her registration, 

You are invited to submit observations on the case in writing, Any observations will 
be circulated to the IOC bHfore they consider your case. Your observations should 
be marked for my attention. You are further invited to state in writing whether you 
propose to attend the meeting, whether Or Barton will attend and whether she will be 
represented by Counsel, and if so, by whom, 

The JOG normally meets in private but Dr Barton may if she wishes, under the 
provisions of rule 9 of the Procedure Ruk)cs, direct that the rneeting should be held in 
public. 

lt is open to you to apply for a further postponement under the terms of Rule 7(1) of 
the Committee's Procedure Rules and further it is open to you to apply for an 
<:)djournment to the Committee as convened on the day of the hearing as prescribed 
by Rule 7(2) of the Rules. 

The Secretariat having spoken with those Hwt repmsent the Council also considored 
the other matters that were raised in your letter of 27 September 2004. 

With regard to your point regarding Rule 5(1 )b it is the opinion of the Councll that the 
letter dated 24 September gave the following brief statement of the matters which 
appear to raise the relevant question set out in Rule 5(1)b: 

The President has reached this decision as he WtiS of the view, after 
considering the infonnation provided by Nampshire Constabulary in 
re::;pect of its enquiries into the deaths of a number of patients at 
Gosport War Memorial r-lospital, that the information was such that the 
Committee should be invited to consider whether it is necessary for the 
protection of members of the public, or otl?ervvise be in the public J11terest 
for your registration to be restricted whilst Hampshire Constabulary's 
enquiries and any action resu!t!IJg from those enquiries is resolved, 

Further, ttle Council submits that its letter of 24 September also gives a full 
explanation as to when Or Barton can expect to tiave disclosure of the 
information to be considered by the Committee, and what information she can 
expect to be disclosed. The Council is mindful of the provisions of Rule 5{3) but 
it is not of the view that it's letter contravened those provisions. The letter states 
that: 

Protect in.q patients, 
puiding doctors ') 

~--
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The GMC is in the process of' clarifying with the Police the level of 
disclosure that can take place iJefore the IOC. Once we have done so 
we will disclose to you a copy of all the information that will be put before 
the JOG, You should expect this disclosure of information by 30 
September 2004. 

The clarification with the Police is in respect of what information the CPS 
determines can be disclosed to the GMC. The Police are fully aware that any 
information disclosed to the GMC and subsequently disclosed to any of its 
Committees must also be disclosed to Dr Barton. The Council will disclose to 
Or Barton all information that is to be put before the !OC. 

I hope that his letter provides sufficient information for your needs. However, if! can 
assist further, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

I Code AI 
! i 
! i 
1..--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-= 

Adam Elliott 
Interim Orders Committee Secretariat 
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Dear Dr Barton 

On 29 August 2002 the Preliminary Proceedings Committee considered the 
allegations about your conduct described in our letter· of ·11 July 2002, and the 
observations set out in your solicitor's letter of 2l August 2002. 

The Cornrnittee determined that a charge should· be formulated against you on the 
basi~) of the information and that an inquiry into the charge should be held by the 
Professional Conduct Committee. 

In considering this case, the Committee noted that the case related to five patients 
between the ages of 75-91 who were attending Gosport War Memoria! Hospital, 
mainly for rehabilitation. One person (Mrs Lack) who was an experienced nurse in 
elderly care was concerned about the treatment of her elderly mother (Mrs Richards) 
in the ward, which precipitated the reviews of other patients. The Cornrnittee noted 
the fairly brief report of Dr Mundy, and Professor Ford's report vvhlch looked at all five 
cases, !t noted the background to the case as a whole, which was that you were a 
visiting clinical assistant who was responsible for the day-to-day rnanagement of 
these flve cases. lt noted that overwork had apparently affected patient care. 

lt noted that in the case of Mrs Richards she had tost a hearing aid and her 
spectacles, and was brought in in an agitated state, probably because of sensory 
deprivation, She became ambulant with a Zimrner, but her hip replacement became 
dislocated following a faiL This patient was prescribed the same set of drugs which 
was used in eacll of the other cases: Oramorpll, t·tyoscine and m[dazo!arn. !t noted 
that sorne patients had up to f30--80 mg in 24 hours via subcutaneous injection with a 
syringE-') driver. 

The Committee noted that Mrs Richards received no foods or fluids between 18- 2·1 
August and dled because of the combination of lack of nutrition and sedation. The 
Committee considered that the administration of these drugs rnay have shortened 

i JX Cr(~;:it 1 1~)rt!.)n~·J Stn:·~~t- l.ondon V{l\V ·~JE T~~lcpho1~:l:' o"?{) "l_r
1
·Xo }{,_~·~ FJ.X o·~:) }qJ) 1~:~-:.~ 

t~t.n;~ii g:nt-~(~(grn.t:- uk. c~rg "'"'\Y\\:·.g:·n~>-uk. urg 
H~.·gl':.:t.{~lTd Cklr~ty NoJ. J -:J8:) ~ ]::' 
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the patient's life. !t noted Professor Ford's comments about the prescribin~J regime. lt 
noted with concern that the medical records are not signed regarding the 
subcutaneous drugs regime and it noted the pattern in which an elderly group of 
patients werH the subject of apparently reckless and inappropriate prescribing, The 
Committee agreed that death appeared to have been precipitated if not caused by 
the drug regimH in each case. 

In considering this case, the Committee was mindful that palliattve care is now a 
well-developed clinical area. If death Is accelerated as a result of carefully titrated, 
good symptoms control, then as a side-effect it rnay be acceptable. This did not 
appear to be the case here, and the Committee was of the view that the matter 
unequivocally needs to bB tested by the Professional Conduct Committee. The 
Committee was concerned that you appear to have moved patlents very quickly onto 
a regime where they were receiving terminal care, and ionored the recommendations 
regarding doses in the BNF, rapidly prescribing excessive doses. 

Every effort is made to give reasonable notice of the date of a Professional Conduct 
ComrnitteH hearing. Notice of the date and time of the proposed inquiry, and of the 
exact terms of the charge to be considered, wiH be sent to you by the SoliGitor to the 
Council at least twenty--eight days before the datH fixed for the hearing. No date has 
yet been fixed for the hearing of your case. If there are any particular dates which 
you would prefer the GMC to avoid, could you please let Michae! Keegan know in 
writing as soon as possible. 

If you intend to consult your rnedical defence society, your professional association, 
or take other le~]al advice, you should do so wlthout delay. it is in your best interests 
to begin as soon as possible the preparation of your case for the Professional 
Conduct Committee hearing, notwithstanding that the exact date and time of the 
hearing have not yet been specified. You should also notify your advisers as soon 
as you receive the formal notice of the date of the inquiry. 

Yours sincerely 
·-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------·-· ' ' i i 

I CodeA I 
i i 
i i 
i..------·-------·-·-------·-----·-------·-·-----·---------·-------------·-·-------------j 

Venessa Carroll 
Assistant Registrar 

c.c. The .Medical Defence Union 
MDU Services Limited 
230 Blackfriars F{oad 
London SE1 8PJ 
(Your Reference: !SPB{f0C/HH00079/Legal) 

p • )f v•> ;J>· . ·._, '• . u ·'"'·' -,'} pdu •. ,IL\. . 

. , 'J··.rJ·rl ·• J1<· '··>r\· h .. ( ... .(j .d .. h .. 
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who agm~s ~hat S<!hjoct to the <:onditlons that h!l! 
to 19 oHh~ c~t~gory 1 cases \·Vlthout compn::HYJt$1ng 

4.Gf>'!C should !i~~lsfl with tl-H:~ pone~ lnforrnlng hwm of khmtfty d pro;x1s<::H:i witmmmas l::mfow taking 
st.at<::Brne n ts. 

G.GMC shmJld not insMut~ further <:Hsciplinlary proce.;;dinns until <.'m'/ crimfn~! invest!tgHk1n and 
criminal trl$l 1wvll! beon r~ondudetL ~· :· .. ; 

~: 

1. '! t~k~ the vk<w th<lt it is in H1e public inter<::lSt to d!sdos~ to the GMC those tJl:l(:lJrmmts which tall 
withln C~ltogory 2, which having be.::m reviewi'ld hy Mdtl'ww Lohn ·wa <:lre satlsfl!l!d lv~ve nn tmti3:nti~d to 
b~ the S<ubj~d d a pr<J~>*JClAbn', 

2, Prkw to th<'lt disdOS<l<W, we must cont~d th!l! bmlnss r:-!)ri<XH'nf.:d <lnd flxp!ain th~ sltuatkm, :S(H:,Xing 
Hmlr approval for that disrdosur~. 

K !n vkew or the f<~ct that th~ DCC has taken l:ln lntr:m~st ln this m<:ltt<:JL p!~as::a lnform ?\CC SO of cur 
d~cis!-on ,>nd OCC prior tl) <lctlonlng. Thfs. will ~now them t<} rO*lsr;, obj<:~ctkms lf Hwy w!sh to do so. 
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To: i CodeA i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Thankymi, 
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I hav~ n.l\ceiv~d th~ <'ldVlcf:! trorn RDS of the CPS who ~wm~s t!J<>~t ~Hbj~ct to thlil <:GndHlons H~.at he 
sugr~ests W<S~ cm~ wve~! tiw lnform<ltion re!atlng to i9 of trw catx:~gNy 2: r.::~s.es wHhout cornr~mml~lng 
1htJ ongoh1.g poHce ~rrvest~gat~on~ ... ~ ... ·· 

iLStatenilfnts t>?Jken by GMC fmm vdtnessilfi; who ~1n$ subsequ~ntly witnesses ln crhnin'*! pmceding~ 
wm be disdosable, \::'::./<::<.) 

433MC .should liaise wHh the pollce informing Hmm -of id~ntHy of pmpn~Ni witmi\ss~s hi:dmilf t.aklng 
st~t~menb, ·· .. A 

·, \· 

iLGMC should nGt instliuh furth-er disclpHnh'lry pnx~mldlngs untll any c:rrmlm'll lnvest!gatbn <lnd 
crlmlnal trh~l hHVl} beNl (:nndut:hHL .,... \) 

~. 

i, 'l take th~ vl~-,v that H ls in th;J public lnt~rest tn dlsdos~ to th~ GMG those doctm'Hmts '<Nhk:h hll 
wlth!n cat;-'lgmy 2, whk:h havh'l£{ been r<~vle\,o,>e<J by M~m·:wvv· Lolm w~ ;:>.:n:l s~Nsfled havf.l no pot~ntbl b 
b~ the S<uhject of <il prm;ecutlorf .. 

2, PfiGr to trnd dill<Cbsur~, w~ must cont.act thn f;:.:mU13:S C>1nc~nmd <H'Id explain the sltu~tkm, ~·«~ddng 
thek approval for t!Ht disci>:SSlJre .. 

B. ln vh:*w of th13: t<'l~t th~t Hm OCC has t<'lkon an interest in this matt~r, p!e<:Js~ lnfon-n ACG SOd (Hlf 

d~dslon and DCC prim to <l.ctbnlng, This wlll ~lbV·i th::Jm to ralsf:l objedbrm if th~y wlsh to dn SG. 

1U!OSI2004 
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Louise, apologies if this seems a laborious process but it is necessarily so. Wider consultation is 
necessary to manage the impact of the decision and consider representations from key stakeholders. 

Deputy Chief Constable has specifically requested to have the opportunity to make representations 
regarding the issue of release to the GMC.he returns from leave on the 24th August 2004. 

I anticipate that the material will be delivered to your offices during the week commencing Monday 
30th August 2004. 

Regards. 

Dave WILLIAMS.Det Supt. 

e ~;~: 1L~~~;:;;~%J~~;~:~;:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~!?:~~~:~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~J 
To: Williams, David (DC!) 
Subject: FW: OP Rochester. 

Dear Dave 
I had a useful conversation with with Robert Dryborough Smith of the CPS late last Thursday. The gist of it 
was that his advice to the police will be that you can release the category 2 material to us. He wanted 
confirmation that the IOC was held in private (although he appreciates that Dr Barton will see the material) 
and that we wouldn't go to a full blown public inquiry without reference to you. He indicated that his advice 
would go out last Thursday/Friday. Have you received the advice? If so, when may we receive the material? 

I hope that the issues relating to the small number of category 2 cases which may become category 3 
cases do not delay us as there is plenty for us here to get on with in relation to the category two cases which 
we know will stay in category 2. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Regards 
Louise 
r.~--~--~--~--~~~~-~-~A~--~--~--~·.J 
-----Original Message-----
From: Louise Povey!:~:~:~:~~~:~~~~~:~:~:J 
Sent: 12 Aug 2004 15:05 

~~~j~~~~~~~~~:~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

Dear Dave 
I have a call out to Robert Dryborough-Smith. I will let you know the outcome. 

We are a month on from our meeting and do not seem to be any nearer getting the category 2 material. 

Could you please tell me when we can expect to receive Steve Watts' statement?. That would be most helpful 
as in the absence of the category 2 material, we may proceed to our Interim Orders Committee assisted by 
the attendance of Steve. May we please have it by Thursday 19 August 2004? 

Yours 
Louise 

19/08/2004 
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Sent: 07 Aug 2004 09:12 
To: :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c-oi:ie-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
Subject: RE: OP Rochester. 

Louise .. 

GMC1 0124 7-0091 
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The CPS representative is Senior Lawyer Robert DRYBOROUGH- SMITH (Central Caswork 
Directorate Ludgate Hill). A contact from yourself to explain issues for the GMC would probably 
help speed the process. 
We have Mathew LOHN'S report although he has raised 'issues' in respect of the categorisation 
seven cases currently assessed as 2's. 
I am meeting with him next Thursday 12th August to discuss. 
We need to resolve the issues with Mathew because those cases are likely to be the more 
interesting from the GMC's perspective. 

Whilst I appreciate the concerns with regard to patient protection, it seems to me that the risks in 
respect of Dr BARTON'S continuing practice have been ameliorated by the voluntary conditions 
in place. 

Have you considered taking a statement or receiving a formal report from the primary trust? 
detailing the exact conditions, and evidencing precisely the prescriptions being written up by Dr 
BARTON. This would not compromise our investigation and would demonstrate that the GMC 
were indepentently assessing ongoing risk. 

Regards. 

Dave WILLIAMS. 

~~~~: OL~~~~:s~v2eciJ~--~~-;~·.;;~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~-?.~~~-~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~".] 

To: Williams, David (DCI) 
Subject: RE: OP Rochester. 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

Helpful areas to include in the statement are: 
1. Job title/responsibility/background etc 
2. Involvement in the investigation. 
3. Nature and seriousness of the investigation - numbers of cases, details of the categories, 
likely charges etc. 
4. The reason why more detailed information cannot be revealed at this stage. 
5. Future action and timetable by the police/CPS. 
6. An acknowledgement of/reference to public protection issues. (For information, we know there 
is a current undertaking but it is voluntary and there is a risk that the doctor may change 
employer/prescribe outside the terms of the undertaking). 

Can you tell me what is holding the CPS up? Are they waiting for something in particular (I 
assume they now have Matthew Lohn's report) or is it simply pressure of work? Do you have a 
contact name/number at the CPS so that I could speak to them direct. 

I am sorry to pester but, as you know, we have concerns about patient protection. The 
immediate decision for us is whether to proceed to our Interim Orders Committee now with 
somewhat limited information or wait for the release of the category 2 material which has been 
promised since we last met. We would prefer the latter but as time rolls on we may have to do 
the former. We are more likely to secure patient protection with the category 2 material. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

-~-q~_t~~--'='~-'{~.Y-·-·· 
~--·-·-·--~~-~~_t\ _________ : 

19/08/2004 
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! Code A i 
se-ri~L9.?_}~~~9.~~?.QQ~4J?_:?_L~~~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
To·! ; 
cc;i Code A l 
sub]i!a:·-pJ:-:-op·-Rocne.ster!. 

Dear Mrs POVEY 

Steve WATTS is currently taking Annual Leave .. He returns to work next week .. 
I will discuss the outline of his statement and forward to you asap. 
Can you please confirm subject areas/identify particular issues that would assist 
your investigation. 
I await the observations of the CPS before releasing the category 2 material. 
As soon as the final decision is made, and assuming that disclosure is agreed I will 
arrange immediate delivery. 

Regards. 

Dave WILLIAMS. 
Det Supt. 

~~~~: 2 ~o~ ~~~ ~~~:Y l;~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Ci.~~~~E~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
To: Williams, David (DCI) 
Subject: FW: OP Rochester. 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

Is there now a decision about releasing the category 2 material? If the decision is 
to release the material, when might I receive it? 

May we please have the outline of DCS Watts' intended statement. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Yours 

--~-~1:1.!~~-'=?..~~y ____ _ 
i CodeA i 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

-----Original Messag4?.:::~-~::-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·
From: Louise Poveyi Code A i 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
Sent: 22 Jul 2004 13:00 
To: r_·~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~-·E·?~~-~~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~-·~."J 
Subject: RE: OP Rochester. 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

Thank you for this. I look forward to hearing from you early next week. 

19/08/2004 
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~~-----Ori_nl!~~<L~h~0:~<~9.0_~:.:::~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
FrcH!t i Code A i L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--,... ..... ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-•-·-·-·-·.,.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

·rhonk you {et:-- you-r ~eHer dt:d-t£~d 13th .Jtdy 2004 and accotnp~~~ny;n9 note Gf our 
n-:;';<:;tln(,l of t"Hrl • .luiy 2004. 
Apnloqies for Hw· ~Ji{lht (j~;iay in H~~)por:dlng. 

;n addhJon ~ c~1n nov~l ~nforrn ~/OU ~hat R{1<3the\v L()}F~[\4 cornpre~t3d his qu<::~Hty 
ass.uf.(}t~cl::: \~ort yesterday 20t1~ .}t~~y ~1nz~ ~~·.,;:c:~ f;3Xpect h~s rf:pod:r; ir·~ n::::spect. ~)f th<~ 
cr:~te~~ory z C::).~{~~:~; th;::.; ~~"-./{3{:;f< .. }~;.H: h~:.i~; ~=.:~~~rned U'3(~ Hr:rHnp~-~ rJf irH; c~;i:nic~-~~ i~Jarn fot 54 
of H·-:o~~:t~ C~~t~~~S. t10\.9ever 1·-~f:~ h;:~:,::~ rr:~;sed fJ}O stat~.:S (~f ~) of thn f:{;~~>(~:::~ ~nto {:bf: ~) 
ca~~~:~~~o:·y ~ an~j thf;~_~H \·Y1~; be· ~;ut"tj"ect to rurth~Jr ti~:::;cuss~f;n. ~f ls ;~~~t~~iy t~·~~~~t ()P 
f~()(~~--iE:~~)-TEF~ v~lW fnv~~:st:~(?ate rn(3 Gl(curr::sL.~:nGHS f;t.:nl)tind;n~:; th~:_3 U fu~ther 

~ hBd a fi._:rtr~f3Jr fn:.:;E~Ung \-'VHh ShJ>it::: VY/~ TT£). ~:/e;;~ter~Jc~y~ ~;~n~j :~ .. .;e <.~r~~ both ~r~ 

t:~9rt~ern~:~n~ th~:~3t ~n th~~~ <3b.~H~~nce of str·on·~; {E~(F::d t~.~bonal·e k.H· ;.~¥'lthhoktir;:9 thH cat=-~~k~ory 
:.t·s v-.ie V-/~H r;f} re;eHslng t:hf.:n~~ to tf·:e C~fv~C~ as soor: .:1r; pot-;sitdr:~. ~ hopt: th;::;f: t:h~s 
<k:~~~s.i,on <;.;.:~:-~ fin-~:~i~~~e::-.1 ~:::~:~r-~:i naxt \-~/{~;~;~:. ~:~nd tJ~at )~\··s:; ~).t.?:n ~j~};~v~;r to H~e f..:?k~C;. tr~(~ 

n:~~r~vant doc::.~rnen~s. 

~ eennrrn thHf. fhe foH.OV·/~P~~ ~nfGfrn~;~Uon r~;~s ~:H:f:~f: ff:~f..~~h/;:;~d -fron1 tt .. ~e k}::~<;~t heBht..,~C::~n:~ 
t:ru~:t ~n rt3.SPE~C~t of conc~~hon$. pet·taininG to [}f t3J~~~ f()~,J. 

D:· f%~rion r1es underiei<.t~n not tG p<z~~;c:~Rm benzndir:llq!in~~s or opink 

;::ml~fj'-';~o;ies fl"z!t~l 1 Odober ~'DD2. A!l pdlf:nb :equirit!O ongc,inrJ then,q;/ <:vih 
?3.t~t~h dn19s Hr~J beLn9 transf'(~rrez~ tc~ .otr-~er pc~rtn~~rs ::..-vh"h;n tr~f:~ pr~~ctk~e ~~o 

i~1a~ the[:· c~~re v:~otdd not bt:: cnn-~prnn~~s.f::d~ 

~>w::h dnAGlS lo b~~ pn::scrtH::rt r:!mt:Jierns r-rwy arise ~xf!li'l her \:VOfi< k"· !+::<Jilrl 
c~~~~H as. a pr-~£3SC~dpt~~Jn rn<JJ bt::: rt~~quke{~ f<3r a ·14-··day supp;y <Jf 
benzr.Ui;:>zopinf:>S kn bEm:,::lverner,t. 

l have confirmed u·wt lrlet~e condtion<-~ sml app!ind n:l 6th July 2004 wiln l·k:vd 
E~l~ .. f3&~t-t}'\\tV tht: F':-hHtrnf~Ceuhca~ advisor· ro~ t.hf: k>~;;_j 1·1~JEJlthz~.ar~:::· trust .. C}Vf:H' a 
1 :)mQn!h rmrlod hor~·ll>,pri! :?.Do;::; Dr B/\Frror-~ h<ld wr!H<::ln a tct<'1i of20 pmsc;r:ptnn~:; 



FW: OP Rochester. 

all for 2mg Diazepam to relatives of deceased, and had not prescribed any 
Diamorphine, morphine or other controlled drug. 

Finally, I am meeting with Steve WATTS this Friday to discuss OP ROCHESTER. 
He is out of force at the moment. We will consider the outline of his statement to 
the GMC and let you know on Friday what he is prepared to say. 

Regards. 
Dave WILLIAMS. Det Supt. 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which 
may be legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those 
of the individual and not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. The information 
is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If you are 
not the intended recipient, be aware that any 

disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of the information is 
prohibited. If you have received this electronic message in error, please notify us 
by telephone +44 (O) 845 045 45 45 or email to 

postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please then delete this email 
and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. 
*********************************************************************************** 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and 
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they 
are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify 
gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 
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*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire 
Constabulary which may be legally privileged and confidential. Any 
opinions expressed may be those of the individual and not 
necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or 
entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware 
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of the 
information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic 
message in error, please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to 

19/08/2004 



FW: OP Rochester. 

postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please then 
delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic 
messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to 
monitoring. Replies to this email may be seen by employees other 
than the intended recipient. 

GMC101247-0095 
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*********************************************************************************** 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely 
for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have 
received this email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary 
which may be legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may 
be those of the individual and not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named 
above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of the contents of the information is prohibited. If you 
have received this electronic message in error, please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk 
immediately. Please then delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies 
to this email may be seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of 
the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error 
please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be 
legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual 
and not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named above. If 
you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use 
of the contents of the information is prohibited. If you have received this electronic message 
in error, please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. 
Please then delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 

19/08/2004 
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All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
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to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies to this email 
may be seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 
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FW: OP Rochester. 

Louise Povey i·-·-·-co-de--A·-·-·i 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

From: Louise Povey r·-·-C-ode-A·-·-i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Sent: 05 Aug 2004 16:33 

To: [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~A~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Subject: RE: OP Rochester. 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

Helpful areas to include in the statement are: 
1 . Job title/responsibility/background etc 
2. Involvement in the investigation. 

GMC101247-0097 

Page 1 of 4 

3. Nature and seriousness of the investigation - numbers of cases, details of the categories, likely charges etc. 
4. The reason why more detailed information cannot be revealed at this stage. 
5. Future action and timetable by the police/CPS. 
6. An acknowledgement of/reference to public protection issues. (For information, we know there is a current 
undertaking but it is voluntary and there is a risk that the doctor may change employer/prescribe outside the 
terms of the undertaking). 

Can you tell me what is holding the CPS up? Are they waiting for something in particular (I assume they now 
have Matthew Lohn's report) or is it simply pressure of work? Do you have a contact name/number at the CPS 
so that I could speak to them direct. 

I am sorry to pester but, as you know, we have concerns about patient protection. The immediate decision for 
us is whether to proceed to our Interim Orders Committee now with somewhat limited information or wait for 
the release of the category 2 material which has been promised since we last met. We would prefer the latter 
but as time rolls on we may have to do the former. We are more likely to secure patient protection with the 
category 2 material. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

)::9.~J!?.~ _ _p_qy_~y ____ , 
! Code A i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

::::::·-~.::Q.cig_iD.9..LM~.?.?.~9.~.:::::·_-:.:: _________________________________________________ _ 

i Code A i 
' ' sen.:-:-·a:rAu·9-·2ao4TE5f-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
~~: r-·-·-·-·-co-iie-·-A·-·-·-·-·1 
sub]ea:-·-RE:·-a-F>·-Rach-esfe~. 

Dear Mrs POVEY 

Steve WATTS is currently taking Annual Leave .. He returns to work next week .. 
I will discuss the outline of his statement and forward to you asap. 
Can you please confirm subject areas/identify particular issues that would assist your 
investigation. 
I await the observations of the CPS before releasing the category 2 material. 
As soon as the final decision is made, and assuming that disclosure is agreed I will arrange 
immediate delivery. 

Regards. 

Dave WILLIAMS. 
Det Supt. 

05/08/2004 
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FW: OP Rochester. 

Fro m: Lou ise Povey L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~Cf.~)~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 29 July 2004 13:19 
To: Williams, David (DCI) 
Subject: FW: OP Rochester. 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

GMC101247-0098 

Page 2 of4 

Is there now a decision about releasing the category 2 material? If the decision is to release the 
material, when might I receive it? 

May we please have the outline of DCS Watts' intended statement. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Yours 
Louise Povey 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. 
L.-·-·---~~-c!~--~---·-·-·j 

-----Original Message-----
Fro m: [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~§?~~e)\~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 22 Jul 2004 13:00 
To: ~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·cocfe·-.A:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
Subject: RE: OP Rochester. 

Dear Detective Superintendent Williams 

Thank you for this. I look forward to hearing from you early next week. 

Yours 

Louise Povey 

-----Original Message-----
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

! CodeA ! 
! ! 
s·enc2·rJ"un~a<:fLraa::n-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

To: :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-code-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Subject: OP Rochester. 

Dear Mrs POVEY 

Thank you for your letter dated 13th July 2004 and accompanying note of our meeting of 6th 
July 2004. 
Apologies for the slight delay in responding. 

Firstly may I agree the accuracy of your note of our meeting. 

In addition I can now inform you that Mathew LOHN completed his quality assurance work 
yesterday 20th July and we expect his reports in respect of the category 2 cases this week. He 
has agreed the findings of the Clinical team for 54 of those cases. However he has raised the 

05/08/2004 
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FW: OP Rochester. 
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status of 6 of the cases into the 3 category, and these will be subject to further discussion. lt is 
likely that OP ROCHESTER will also investigate the circumstances surrounding the 6 further 
cases. 

Subject to ongoing discussion with Mathew LOHN this is likely to raise the number of cases in 
the 3 category to 15. 

I had a further meeting with Steve WATTS yesterday, and we are both in agreement that in the 
absence of strong legal rationale for withholding the category 2's we will be releasing them to the 
GMC as soon as possible. I hope that this decision can finalised early next week and that we 
can deliver to the GMC the relevant documents. 

1 confirm that the following information has been received from the local healthcare trust in 
respect of conditions pertaining to Dr BAR TON. 

Dr Barton has undertaken not to prescribe benzodiazepines or opiate 
analgesics from 1 October 2002. All patients requiring ongoing therapy with 
such drugs are being transferred to other partners within the practice so 
that their care would not be compromised. 

Dr Barton will not accept any house visits if there is a possible need for 
such drugs to be prescribed. Problems may arise with her work for Health 
Call as a prescription may be required for a 14-day supply of 
benzodiazepines for bereavement. 

Or Barton also agreed to follow up all previous prescriptions for high 
quantities using the practice computer system and the patients' notes. 

I have confirmed that these conditions still applied on 6th July 2004 with [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~i.~~}\~~~~~~~~~~Jhe 
Pharmaceutical advisor for the local Healthcare trust. Over a 13month period from April 2003 Or 
BARTON had written a total of 20 prescriptions all for 2mg Diazepam to relatives of deceased, 
and had not prescribed any Diamorphine, morphine or other controlled drug. 

Finally, I am meeting with Steve WATTS this Friday to discuss OP ROCHESTER. He is out of 
force at the moment. We will consider the outline of his statement to the GMC and let you know 
on Friday what he is prepared to say. 

Regards. 
Dave WILLIAMS. Det Supt. 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be 
legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the individual and 
not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. The information is intended to be for the use of the 
individual(s) or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any 

disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of the information is prohibited. If you 
have received this electronic message in error, please notify us by telephone +44 (0) 845 045 45 
45 or email to 

postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk immediately. Please then delete this email and destroy 
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FW: OP Rochester. 

any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. 
*********************************************************************************** 
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This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely 
for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have 
received this email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

*********************************************************************************** 

This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary 
which may be legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may 
be those of the individual and not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. 
The information is intended to be for the use of the individual(s) or entity named 
above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of the contents of the information is prohibited. If you 
have received this electronic message in error, please notify us by telephone 
+44 (0) 845 045 45 45 or email to postmaster@hampshire.pnn.police.uk 
immediately. Please then delete this email and destroy any copies of it. 
All communications, including telephone calls and electronic messages 
to and from the Hampshire Constabulary may be subject to monitoring. Replies 
to this email may be seen by employees other than the intended recipient. 
*********************************************************************************** 

05/08/2004 



13 July 2004 

DetectiVE') Chief Inspector David Wil!iarns 
Fareham Police Station 
Quay Street 
Fareham 
Hampshire 
P016 ONA 

Dear DC! Willlarns 

GMC101247-0101 

(-.~ c N-----E, l>A- ·1 
J t~ . . . ' .[\: .. ~ 

M_.EDlCAt 
CC)lJNC~I.L 
Prmeciin_q patienl:s_. 
!:luidin,J doctors (1 ( 

Operation Rochester- Investigation into Deaths at Gosport War Mernorial 
Hospital 

I write further to our meeting on 6 July 2004 and our subsequent telephone 
conversation on 8 July 2004. 

! note from our brief telephone conversation that the CPS requires more information, 
including Matthew Lohn's report, before deciding whether to agree to the release of 
the category 2 materiaL Would you please indicate when the CPS decision on this 
point is likely to be made. 

As things stand at present, we need to decide whether to refer Or Barton to the !OC. 
I note that DCS Watts is willing to provide a statement or attend an IOC. lt would 
assist us greatly if you could please provide a draft statement from DCS Watts 
indicating what information he is willing to provide to that Cornmittee. 

At the tirne of writing, I have not received your note of the meeting. I enclose rny 
note, which I hope can be a9reed. 

Thank you for your assistance so far. I look forward to hearing from you. 

Yours sincerely 

~-------·c·o-d_e ___ A _______ i 
Lio-u-rs·e-·-rave~;----------------" 

.. !!1_i'!_!!~JJ-~~'--~-E~~-~§'J __ ~~-~j ects 
i i 

! CodeA ! 
i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
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Note of meeting between the GMC and Hampshire Police at Great Portland St 
on 6 July 2004 regarding Or Jane Barton (Operation Rochester). 

Present: 
DCS Steve Watts 
DCI Dave Williams 
L.ouise Povey 
Toni Srnerdon 
Paul Hylton 

1. The Police confirmed that, subject to their responsibilities as criminal 
investigators, they are willing to cooperate with the GMC, Both the Police and 
the GMC wish to ensure that the public are protected. The GMC's immediate 
concern is the ability to investigate the case and consider referral to the IOC, 

2. The Police are unable to release certain information at present largely 
because they wish to avoid prejudice to their investigation. They are aware 
that information released to the GMC will be disclosed to Dr Barton. They 
wish to avoid disclosing inforrnation to Dr Barton before she is interviewed, 
The Police interview of Or Barton is likely to take place in August/September 
2004. The Police enquiries also concerned other individuals aside from Or 
Barton and they are wary of disclosing any information to Dr Barton that might 
compromise those further investigations. 

3. The Police have divided the cases concerninq Dr Barton into 3 categories: 

i. Category 1 ---Optimal care- with no cause for concern. 

iL Category 2- Sub-optimal care {57 cases at present, possibility of ~1 
more being added). 

iiL Category 3- Nef)!igent care/cause of death unknown (9 cases). 

4. The Police have engaged Mathew Lohn of Field Fisher Waterhouse to quality 
assure the Category 2 cases to ensure that the medical experts have examined 
a!! of the circumstances of the treatments. The quality assurance exercise is due 
to be completed by 16 July 2004. The Police have forwarded some of the 
information to the GMG previously. However, the experts' reports have not been 
forwarded to the GMC. Subject to CPS approval., the Police will agree to these 
cases being disclosed to the GMG. The GMC will then be in a position to 
investigate the issue of substandard care. The Police will also seek CPS approval 
for the GMC to use the Police's experts for the GMC case. The CPS will decide if 
Or Barton's interview should include questions about Category 2 cases. 

5. The GMC said that it wishes to consider the Category 2 cases as soon as 
possible with a view to referring the matter to the !OC. The Police remain willing 
to provide a statement for or attend an !OC. We discussed the limited nature of 
an application to IOC without the cate9ory 2 material but that is something the 
GMC will consider if the CPS consent is not forthcoming. 
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6. In the event that the CPS do not agree to disclose the category 2 material at this 
stage, the Police confirmed that category 2 and 3 material could be released after 
the August!September 2004 interview with Dr Barton. 

7. The Police reported that Dr Barton is subject to restrictions locally regarding her 
prescribing, and that audits by the Trust had shown that she had adhered to 
those restrictions. The Police will send an ema!! detailing the restrictions. The 
Trust's contact in that regard is Hazel Bagshaw, Pharmaceutical Advisor. The 
Police noted that the CHI report also raised questions regarding systems failures, 
particularly regarding the checking of Dr Barton's prescribing patterns. 

8. Four of the Category 3 cases are expected to be with the CPS by the end of 
September 2004. The rernaining five Category 3 cases are expected to be with 
the CPS by the end of 2004, The families of the patients in those case are 
represented by Alexander Harris Solicitors. 

9. The Police are aware that one of the Catego1y 3 cases is mentioned in the Baker 
report. If the GMC were to succeed in obtaining approval from the CMO for the 
use of the source material used in compiling the Baker report, then the Police 
would wish the GMC to liaise with them before carrying out any investigations to 
ensure that the criminal cases are not compromised. 

1 0. DC! Wi!liams is the main point of contact for the GMC. 

Louise Povey 
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Once that has been done, the requirement to withhold the detail of the information from the GMC 
ceases ( If we provide them with the information beforehand for the purposes of GMC hearing then 
they are obliged to reveal the information to Or BARTON) which could compromise polic_e interviews. 

Mr WATTS has stated previously to the GMC that he is content to attend an Interim Order Hearing to 
give an overview of the police investigation to date, and that offer still stands. 

I recently met with the Deputy Chief Executive of the Fareham and Gosport primary healthcare trust 
Mr A/an PICKERING (11.6.2004) who gave reassurances in respect of Or BARTONS ongoing 
prescription of Opiates. Both the Healthcare Trust and Strategic Health Authority have a voluntary 
arrangement with Or BARTON that her prescription of Opiates and Benzodiazapines are supervised 
at the time by another GP. The prescription levels are furthermore independently monitored through 
Healthcare Trust IT systems. 

Given the comments of the Chief Executive of GMC that this arrangement no longer stands I am in 
the process of confirming the current arrangements, however it is my belief that they still stand. 

A.Dr BARTON has previously appeared before the GMC Interim Orders Committee on the 21st March 
W2002 and 19th September 2002, in respect of similar allegations surrounding her prescription of 

Opiates at Gosport War Memorial Hospital, and following disclosure of papers relating to earlier 
police investigations. On both of those occasions the IOC considered that 'it was not necessary for 
the protection of members of the public, in the public interest or Or BARTONS own interests to make 
an order affecting her registration.' 

I have E mailed Mrs POVEY of the conduct case section of the GMC offering to meet her next 
Tuesday morning 6th July to discuss the current situation. 

I think we both recognise that maintaining the confidence of the general public, and that of certain 
relatives, is a difficult dilemma in cases such as this. I trust the information supplied will assist you 
and I would highlight DCI Williams' liaison with Mrs Povey of your staff. I look forward to the time 
when the CPS have issued an authoritative direction in relation to prosecution or non prosecution. 
Such a develop~mn ould allow us to proceed in a more open and regulated manner. Subject to 
our responsibilit· s as riminal investigators, we are keen to cooperate with your organisation with a 

_____ view._.t.o_.s.afe.~rdiJJ.Q_ _ __ g_o.!J_b.U c interest. 

Code A 

Paul Kernaghan 
Chief Constable 



.. ... 
Lais Hungriar---~~==-~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
From: Paul Hylton [·.~--~--~--~-?.~~-~~-~--~--~--~--~".] 
Sent: 05 Jul 2004 10:40 
To: La is Hung ri ar-·-·-·-·-·-coiie_A_·-·-·-·-·: 

Subject: RE: Hampsh'fre-C-or1st"ab-uia-ry-·~ letter re Or Barton 

La is 

The Police are coming here to have a meeting with Louise Povey, Paul P, Toni Smerdon and myself at 9 am tomorrow 
morning. 

PauiH 

-----Original Message-----
From: Lais Hungria r-·-·-·-·-Code_A_·-·-·-·-: 
Sent: OS Jul 2004 1"();36·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

To: Paul Philip L~~~~~~~~-e~=·-·-·: Paul Hylton c~~~~~~~~~~·-·-·-·: 
Cc: Christine Couchman T -e:~Cie-A·-·-·-·-·uanice Barratt r······-Code·A-·-·-·-·1 
Subject: FW: Hampshire consta-b"ui;:;r;·:·letter.re or Barton L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

Paul P and Paul H 

This is to let you know that we have received this morning a letter from the Chief Constable following his 
conversation with Finlay. They mention a meeting with the GMC (they emailed Louise Povey about it) tomorrow 6 
July. 

La is 

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Fin lay, 

Paul Philip r·-·-·co"Cie_A_·-·-·: 
17 Jun 20o4··ni:"CJ4-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 
Finlay Scott ;--·-·-·-co.de-A·-·-·-·-~ 
La is Hungria 't"'"'"'=c~d';'A"'"'"'"'·! Paul Hyltonr-·-·-·-·c:o-Cie)~··-·-·-·-: 
FW: Hampshire"consh15urar;·-~ re Barton L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

You agreed to contact this chap early next week regarding the case of Or Barton which is being investigated by the 
police presently. 

e Paul, could you provide a resume of the state of play on the Barton case for Finlay please. 

Thanks 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----
From: Peter Steel r-·-·-·-·Code·A·-·-·-·-~ 
Sent: 17 Jun 20q1T~Ji1C~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-' 
To: Paul Philip L-·-·----~?_d_~-~----·-·J 
Subject: Hampshire Constabulary - re Barton 

Paul Kemaghan 
Chief Constable 
Hampshire Constabulary 

Tel: 0845 045 4545 
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Note of telephone calls on 15 June 2004 

Re Barton 

Spoke to an administrator at Hampshire police. DCS Steve Watts (who Peter wrote 
to on 5 May) is on a course until November 2004. lt is likely that is why we have had 
no response. In his place is DCS Ray Webb. Someone will call be back re operation 
Rochester. 

Rang again and spoke with DC Kate Robinson. Explained that we needed a 
response to our 5 May 2004 letter. Was conciliatory and explained that there will be 
a further letter coming out asking for a detailed response- we understand the 
police's position but we both have statutory duties etc. Any more information they 
could give us would be helpful as we need to ensure public protection and are 
considering referring this to IOC again. 

Someone will call me next Thursday/Friday 

Louise Povey 

~~kr 
.. -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
i ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

I CodeA I 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
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' Ton i S me rd on r·-·-·-·-·-·-c-o.cfe·-.o.-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Dear Paul 

Francesca Compton r-·-·-·-·-·c-oi:le·-A-·-·-·-·-1on behalf of Peter Steel :-·-·-·-·-E~d·~-A-·-·-·-·-·: 
30 Apr 2004 14:4 7 '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Paul Philip [~~~~~~~:~~~~i~~:::::L. ___ _ 
Toni Smerdon L.-·-·-·---~g~~-~---·-·-·-.1 
Or Barton - letter to the police 

I attach the proposed letter to the police in the above case. If you are happy with it, please 
let Toni know and she will make sure it get sent out. 

Regards, 
Peter 

~ 
0430 - let to dsi 

watts.doc 

1 



Ou! r~d 
\'our Hd 

5 May ~?.004 

P:!3JPc:c:rtJ~:~non 

Op F·~ochest<H 

Ddnctive Chief Superintendc-mt Stove Watts 
Head of CID 
Pollen Headquartors 
West Hill 
Hornsey F~oad 
Winchester 
Harnpshire S022 5DE3 

Dear DCS Watts 

GMC101247-0111 

Ci 1:-:N EI-\AL 
A. A r:: [ ) 1 (' A· r I\· \ I.,~ - -.-.M ----~ 1..~ 

(" .) l-J- N c---, 11 
· __ ,(_. -·' ··' 

Operation Rochester- Investigation into Deaths at Gosport War Mornorial 
Hospital 

! arn El So!!citor <.·Hid Principal Lcf)a! 1\dvisor at the Genera! fv1edical Council. i an) 
vvritino in n::!ation to the on9oing policE'~ invostif.Jation into possible criminal charqes 
concerninq doafhs at Gosport \N,':'Ir Memorial tiospita!. 

1\s you know fron1 discussions vvith officers at the GMC, wo am also investigating 
conduct issues concernrn~J Dr Jane Barton ~-nising out of tile same facts as those 
which refer !o your investi~F~tion. 

The case aq<Jinst Dr B81ion l.;eqan in July 2000 when your force beqan an 
investigation into the circumstances surrounding H1e death of GI<Jdys F~ichards, f1 

qerintdc patient at Gosport War Memoria! Hospital ('the hospital'). Tho lnvestirption 
was subsequently extended to four· other deaths, Arthur "Brian" Cunninqharn, 
Aiicc Wilkie. F~obert VVi!f.;on and Lva F1age. 

!n h~bruary 2002. the Crown Prosecution Service decidod agninst n criminal 
prosecution. At this point t!1e re!ev<::Hit papers W(·)m disclosed to thn GMC to deckk; 
on any issues of serious professional misconduct or ser-iously deficient performance. 
In August 2002. the case was referred by H-1e GMC's Preliminary Proct'?edings 
Comrnittee for hearinn before tho Professional Conduct Committee ('PCC'). 

The case llas hcen r·eferred on 3 occasions (June 2001, tv1arch 2002 and Seplornbcr 
2002) for consideration of whether Dr B<Jrton's ro\]istration should bo restricted prior 
!o hearinq before the PCC. 

·. ~ ,. . ·: : ·: . : ; : : ·: . . : ', . : ~ . . :: )._.j, .:, .·.'.· 

: .... · .... ,' .:-" 
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On 28 May :?002, hArs MackenziEl (d<:lU~Jhler of the !ate G!adys Fo(ichnrds) wrote to the 
Gf\AC. She copied the lnHer to David Blunkett MP, your force, Nioe! \Vaterson MP, 
Peter Vi~mms l'dP, the Police Compl<:lints Authority, the CPS and David Parry of 
Treasury CounseL Sho was GCH1CfH·ned about the fai!uws of H-10 police invesliqaUon. 
As a result, your investipation was reopened. In July 2002. the then Cornrnission for 
Healthcare Improvement published a report entitled "Gosport Vl/ar Mernorlal Hospital 
!nvestioation into thn Porismouth Healthcare NI--IS Trust". Tho report did not rvJnw 
Dr Barton specific<.-JI!y, but tTJferrecl tti the criminal investioations and criticised tho 
systems in place at the tinH;. 

On 30 July 2002, ~v1rs Mackenzie inlorrned thE~ GMC thnt the police wore seekin9 
advice fron1 Hw CPS ;:Jbout the invesf!Qations nnd .:1s a reGu!t wore rnconniderino the 
f:5 casns. 

On 20 Novernber 2002 Dotoctive Inspector Nil.tfm and Detective Smw-)ant Kennv rnnt 
Judith Christie of o-·w C3iv1C's so!tcitors. Fie!d Fisher Waterhouse ('FFW'). Ms Christie 
was infonT!ed th<:1t a rnE:'etino was arranqod betvvoen your force and the CF)S on 28 
November 2002. The result of thE1t meeting was that the invDstigation should bE~ 
continued and expandt.":JCL By lettHr dalmi 2 Ot3Cernber 2002, FFW vvoro askod to 
considm postponin9 !he PCC hearinq (which at that point was anticipated to takG 
plae<~ in ;\prll 2003). 

/\ccordinoly the casn \vas n:rnoved from tho G~-.~1C's lists. 

On 30 Septernbor· 2003, you ~Jnd Dl Nivr:m met wlth Linda Ouinn of t!H::? G!\tC to 
discuss prowess in the lnvesti~FJtion. You reported that tho view of the all the dealhs 
of patients under Dr· Barton's e<Jre at the hospital had suooested that the treatment of 
sorne 1 b or 16 fell into th(-: catefJOry of "rH}q!igence, cause of death unclear". At th<.Jt 
point, you anticipated interviewlnq Or Barton, once a second team of experts had 
reviewed these cases, which you bt::?Heved would be J.:muary :?004. You also 
indicatec1 that you were unable to provide full details of your investination. as this 
could jeopardise further investiqations and your proposed interview of Dr Barton. 

On 2 October 2003. Linda Ouinn wrote to you indicating that the Gf'J\C was 
considerinq referring Dr Bar-ton's case ynt again to the Interim Orders Committee 
and requesting that you supply the GMC vvith a detailed written summary of the 
evidnnce you 11ad obtained, including any report preparod by the tec:nn or experts. 
You replied on 6 October 2003. confirming the content of your discussions with 
Unda Ouinn on 30 Septombc-:r 200:3 and s!&Unq: " ... our fJrimary cone em always is 
the safrdy of the public. That said, ~ve are also oxpocted to inveslipole serious 
ol/e{Jolions such <JB those involved hero in a nmtessionEJf and ethicalnu.mner, VVe ' . 
therefore have to sfril.;:e El balance between conductinq our investigation in the 
appropriate Fashion v>lhiJst realistica!fy assessing the rfsl< to pubfic. Put simply, our 
ahility to cirsclose in~Jrmation 1vould need to iJe basod on nn assessment of tho risk 
that wns presentotl nmv hy Dr Barton." 

r~r{·~r::"c I Jn.~l ('d 1 t;:nl \ 

1{ 1 u)~frn,,l t1~.~1 ~\ 1?·:-: ') 
~ .. 
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A Medica! Scr(iener of !he GMC aqain considered tht::: case with a view to rofer·dng 
Dr 13arton to tho !nterirn Orders CornmiUGe in NovGrnber 2003. Howevc-)r, the 
Screenm fdt !hat as a result of the !ack of now evidence, the !OC would come to the 
sarne decision 8S pmvious!y. 

On 7 January 2004, Linda Quinn wrote to you asking for an update on progress. Dl 
Niven replied on 2B January 2004, indic.:-1ting that Harnpshiro Constabulary wore 
unable to provide any further information at that point. 

Unda Quinn wrote ar~ain on G r=ebruary 2004 sayinq that the GMC had no further 
inforrnaUon about the case and that the GMC's inquiries were on hold pending 
conclusion of the police investigaticms. 

Throunhout your in'~mstipation you have kindly kept us informed of !he actions being 
taken by you and your colleHfJUes. However, it soerns th<-)t somo two years after the 
investioation was roconlrnenc(ld, no decision has yet been reached in relation to 
bringinp any char9es <1fJainst Or Barton. 

!t would seem that further investiqation is still required in relation to a nurnber of 
n1attms bofore you are able to eilhE!r bring chm~)os or disclose any further 
information to the GMC. 

The Genma! Medicn! Council, as a public authority, has a duty to brinn matters 
concernin9 the fitness to practise of r·r.:;oistered practitioners to a hearinq within a 
n1ason21ble tirno. Undue delay can seriously prejudice our function and rnay result in 
.successful nbuse of process {·lpp!ications. 

I arn very concerned that Dr Bcuton's GfviC case-; has now been open for almost four 
years without any substantive progross. 

The GMC is roquimd to progress complaints against doctors. ref)ardless of the 
circumstances. as expeditiously as possible. Such information as the G~'ilC has 
received would sugqest orave concerns about Dr Barton's fitness to practiso. The 
current situation, in which the GMC is awaiting developments in the police 
investigation, vvithout any indication when this rnay be concluded, is deeply 
unsatisfactory. 
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I should be \1(-Hy ~Jr<:ltefu! if you could lake the; foHowino stops: 

a. indicatn \Aihen you think it likely your investi9ations will be concluded 
<:md with \.·Vhat n:;sult; and 

b. consider a9nin whether thmH is anv further infonnation vvhich you rnay 
be able to release that would allow the C?iMC to proqr(-;ss its own 
investioation. 

!n this respect, I would remind you that lhero is no principle of law which would 
require any GMC caso to await the conclusion of any critninal proceedinqs against 
Or- Barton< tl1ou~:Jh the Of'v~C appreciates that in certain circurnstano.;s this may be 
desirable. 

The Grv1C mmains concerned th<)t in this vr:Hy troublinG case, it is unablo to take the 
s!Bps that may be required to protect the public, as it is required l.o do by statutr:::. 
Whilst \NH rocognise the issues invoiVE'Jd from the perspective of the police 
investigation, our view must be that, should you have information "wai!ab!fl to you 
that surmests any risk to public safety is posed by Dr Barion continuing to practise as 
a doctor, the proloction of the public n1ust be both your own and the GMC's prirnmy 
interest and, as such, it is imper·ative that this !s disclosed to the GMC at th!.'; earliest 
juncture. 

I look forward to your early reply. 

Yours sincerely 

Peter Steel 
"' 1 {'t· Solicitor 

Dl.~f){~{ D~a/ r·-c_o_d_e_,_A_'l 
Dtre1...! Fdx ; ; 

------------i·---------------------------------..------i 
Em ail:·-· Code A ! 

i. __________________________________________________ .,: 

l,rf:1 f.r_·;.'~ ~f?i,: i\J! li_·nt..;,_ 
{r I 

,\fU~d~J ~-~~l j,_,t· f:-'l"\ 
4 
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F~ochcstet, From Tuesdi':'lY 20th April 2GD4, due to illness, DCl Nigel Niven 'NiB be 
tt.;n·1tHJr~~1rB\.t Jr:8Vh"'~(1 the i:-Jf':{~LJ ~0.t~ r1e ~:.:~~~·fH ~)0 fCf.)~8GE·{j b·~·{ [:)(2:~ f:~<-1\/kj ~/~J~jn.s~rnt~ \l:ih~) . _.. ..... . ,... ~ ~· 

'*till .. ,,,~,; ',-n,::> fhp r,·)..-.;, ')l' ')""·'·1''il't'i '::::;;:">ni(<(' ! l'l' tp,:_;"!"J' '' ··;tl.l"Q ('\·Fi~·.,~'l' l i·l-,til" f.1: (·i~~pr- r·~r'~l, ('; .. ~ .. ~ .. {~(",.;:.:~ .... ,;:~~~.._..~ ... 3{V" -.....~.;_; .. l~t .;..: .. t.~"~·) "·-'···t~·~··. VA.J"v ... t}C..~. ~~ .... ;~,~t,. .. .,.~ "·.~').. J..~J . ._. .. ... ..) .. .., ... .,_.~, 

D£i\/kJ can be contacted thmuqh the inclde-nt roo::·1 at F.areham PoHo..~l Station on r·-·-·-·-·-·c·o-cie-·A·-·-·-·-·-·l ~ 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

.. --·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i 

! CodeA ! 
i i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

SA \1-'lJatt::; hiSc, DF·'Ali, MClM. 
Dt:;;tective Chief Superintendent 



In reply plnase quote FPD/LQ/2000/2047 

Please address your reply to 
Conduct Case Preseritation Section~ FPD 
Fax r·-·-·-·-·-·cacfe·A-·-·-·-·-·1 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

16 March 2004 

Mr Nign! Niven 
Deputy SIO 
Operation Roctmster 
Fareham Police Station 
Ouay Street 
Fare ham 
Hampshire 
P016 ONA 

Dear fvlr Niven 

Or J Barton 

GMC101247-0116 

( --.. r:: N r DA. r 
_J .L . .L t\_ . L 

.tvtEDI(~AL 
(--. c-) l J·-· N- c--, ·r ~ -~ ~ ~- . . -~; . t.{ 

Protc1: cinq ,~'dtierJt:'>. 
c 

'il.iidi!H
1
"1 doctors 

" ' 

You will recall that it was agreed at our meeting on 27 February 2004 that I would 
check the GMC files to see if there was any rnention of a voluntary undertaking 
by Dr Barton. 

There is no record of Dr Barton having made a voluntary undertaking to the 
GMC. However, it would appear that she did agree with the Isle of Wight, 
Portsmouth and South East Hampshire Health Authority in February 2002 that 
she would voluntarily stop prescribing opiates and benzodiazepines. By 
September 2002, when the Interim Orders Committee last considered 
Dr Barton's case, her legal team informed the !OC that the Health Authority had 
lifted the condition. 

··----~'{oJJ.rs __ s..inc.~re.lv ________________ _ 

I CodeA I 
L ___ lrrtaifQtiiifn-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 
Direct Line: i-·-·-·-·-·-·cac:fe·A-·-·-·-·---~ 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

E-m a i! address: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-coCie-A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 



Fax 

To Nigel Niven, DSIO 

Fax number :-·-·-·-·-·-<5oCie·-p;-·-·-·-·-·: 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From Linda Quinn 

Direct Dial [-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

! Code Ai 
Direct fax ! ! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

No. of pages 2 
(inclusive) 

Time 17:00 

Please see attached letter. 

Date 16 March 2004 

GMC101247-0117 

GENERAL 
M_EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protecting patients, 

guiding doctors 



TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAM£ 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

FaJr 

ro Nigel Niven, OSlO 

Fax nun:·t ·~t i-·-·-·-·-·coCie·-A-·-·-·-·-i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

F,-, m'J Lind•a Quinn 

Direct .S i'a/ r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Code A! 
Direc: :1l:1x i ! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

No. of p;:r f ··9:s 2 
(inclw;·il "El) 

Time 17:00 

Please see attached letter. 

,1..5/.03 _____ 1.7_:_.03_, 
! CodeA ; 
'e;0:-·e;0:-·3s·-·-·-·-·-·' 
00 
ERROR 
STANDARD 

Date 16 Marc::h 2004 

GMC101247-0118 

GENEI\_AL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protec:tinB patients, 
auidins doctor.f 



P.m~~ H.. K~~r>m~km QP'l\1 LLB ll>lA DPl'kf MlPD Or;*-~~mtb:<a R~ldH!~tm· 
Chkf CM~>;t<!hk F>l.f{;'hi¥m Pi~lk~ St;;.:~:im·~ 

~1s L Quinn 
Genera! t1t~lcal Council 
10/8 Great Pori:!and Street 
London 
WIV-1 SJE 

Q~~.&,~· Sk<:-H 
F>u·tlham 
rbn~p~hh-x-, POUi Uf<i.,:~,_ 

GMC101247-0119 

1 am writing to lnfbrm you of our rekx:atk:m, From Monday the 1!:t1 of i'-1an:h 2004~ 
the Operation Rochester tearn wlll be working from the lnddent roorns at fareharn 
Poke Statk:wL Th!s relocatlon has provided the investigation tearn with additional 
office space t:o support the ongoing enquiry. 

I have provided below our o:mtact numbers, 

Our direct dial number !s i·-·-·-·-·cocie--A·-·-·-·-; 
Our tax number ls i-·-·-·-·-·-cC:d~-"A""c"c"c"c"cT·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

TI'"le direct dlal number wm be connected to the answer phone V'·lhen the offk:e !n 
ur1manned, 

If I can assist you in any \Nay,. please do not hesitate to contact rne, 

Yours sincerely i~:~;:i r----c-oae·--A-----1 
' ' i i 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Nigel Niven 
Deputy Senior Investigating Officer 



In reply please quote FPD/LQ/2000/2047 

Please t-tddress your reply to 
Conduct Case Presentation Section, FPD 
Fax L~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~A~~~~~~~~J 

6 February 2004 

Mr Nigel Niven 
Deputy S!O 
Western Area Headquarters 
12-18 Hulse Road 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
S015 2JX 

Dear Mr Niven 

Or J Barton 

Thank you for your letter of 28 January 2004. 

GMC1 0124 7-0120 

li.EN.El\AI 
1\{E ·o I C:.AL 
CO.UNCII 
Prot:ectinH paiiems, 
guidin£1 doci:Ns 

I note your comments regarding the second team of experts, and that it was 
never your intention for their analysis to have been undertaken by .January 2004. 
You al8o refer to the minutes of our meeting in September 2003. While you and I 
both took a note, these notes were never agreed between us as formal minutes 
and we have not seen each other's notes.. !t is clear from what you say that 1 
have misunderstood wtlat Mr Watts was expecting to be complete by 
January 2004. lt was my understanding, from what Mr Watts said, that the 
quality assurance check was to be undertaken in October, and that then a 
second t(;arn would be instructed in respect of ce1ialn cases, reporting not before 
January 2004, at which point the police might wish to interview Dr Barton. I now 
understand the penultimate paragraph of your letter of 28 January 2004 to be the 
correct and current position. 

Please let me know at any time if you think that a meeting would be of assistance 
to either of our organisations. For our part, at present, apart from the update you 
have just supplied, we have no further information beyond that included in rny 
letter of 7 January 2004 and our inquiries are on hold pending conclusion of the 
police investigations. 

" __ yg_ll.f.~'-.~'..L!J<;~~rf?.tY ______________ , 

I CodeA I 
L.IJnaii-O"lifnif·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 
D i met Line: :-·-·-·-·-·-·c;~·d~-·A·-·-·-·-·-·1 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
E-mail add re ss: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-coCie-A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

: yB Cin~,Jt Portbod Sttn:t i .. c'ndon Vd \V "; JE Tdq;li(>il(" o:! o H ~ .:.· ;;,,p f;<x o? n ".1''' ~ ··; b,p 

c~n~·,.i1 grl1C(~:}\grl1c--v.k o~·g \\'\t·\v.gnit:--·:Jk org 
(:b~:r:ty :...:n, ·10~97}~ 



f<ml R, Kt'rm:~t;:i~<m (W\'l I,L!§ MA DPJ\I :\-UFO 
Chkf ("M-:;t:&hk 

\.h Quinn 
Conduct Case PrescmaHon S(;;;;don 
FPD 
Gz~nerH.1 tvkdie<=ll Counc:d 
178 (}rem Porthmd Stre::)d 
L-ondon. \V1 V/ SJF, 

C (} N S T' A H L L A R l' 

\~it~~~:~~rn ,.s,~,..,;~ }.-;k;~sJt§Ullt·io·~ 

l.2·l~ Htahto Rm~d 
S<ltJth<:~nlpt\lt~ 

l-lil.nlp:>h.ir·~ 

SO.l::O: 2,1X 

GMC101247-0121 

·"t'l "f . ~-- ' . ., t '">ll1 ~ . ""., ... < ., ..l J ":<!, • ss, }. f r £laJh;; you ,.or you >0tH.'r ut t!H.' ; AHH.lary .:::.L1~h, f:.(;qte>se::"::iJ to :.tr ~-~'atl.s., t K content o,· 
<;vhich l hR\'{~ nnh;d. At the present tirne::: l\lr V/dt~~; is on J;~ave and l have bt":en Hsked to reply 
to you on hi5 b(:half 

With~n y-our kHer you. j'.loint out that. in ts.st:nre, the pn~~idon of the GtvK has nnl. ch<ln,ged. 
sin(:e October 2003. Ukr.v./is.:::. out i"Jf rK~ces:~it\\ our positi<)H also remains Ji.:snrb.nH.'mtaHv thf:: 
i;ame !hr the re<.1son given in onr leHflr of the d'' October 2003. . 

1n n;q·":;,.~i· ;")fl~~,·,-/:&!>,<·,•"<j' O'='<l.·t~f'<.; >';~n;·H+ ·>.?"<>> ,,.,,. {'"")·n·e,~t !-<'< t"l,.,;_,)t <"lt f'f~'A ,.,,~i-i,~<·;><l<~<> '"!,.'::'<>.:;, yYq'>clP 
•. ~ ...... _:>?)·<. ....... ·.-_ ..... l.<:-:..!::>.i ... ,,. .. ,.. K .. ~~;t.~ ...... . .,_. <'\-~.."'\ . .;~~-~ }'.1'\-!'- q . .: ........... c~~- \.,,., ... ...__, t·"'·"t;;_.,., ~ ... \..-.,. ,...._ ....... ~~ < .... __..~,-~ ..... ~ '>.~>:.., ">--"-"""-· ··-~>~:;:.. .....,. 

':n <·}·,;s Jn,~.,l<"''<"';'~" ;,, tl··e ;:<··<,.J·"~ l;~i-j<>'f -~:J,'l'~·'"'''l'"' ~ ,,l··v, q;·rc~ 'In'·: <>,.:;l* ,,.<>(;,,.,.<:<·a, ··v! ;l,,~1 ::. ...... ::.. ~.o:.. .;.,.."".,.. -~~> ... --~~- ~=--:t .,.. ~ .... - -~~).{ .. ~-..... ~ .... :l._ ........ -~-_l'\., >·. -...v .... ~ .. l -~'--~-5 : .. ~_. •... , .. ..:"' "·'"·"' v~<l~ ~ ..... }_;;:u..._.,._,_;..t :> .... '-"! ~~~-~ ..... ... 

Ftn.,-·;,.,{~ ll'l'1. ,,,.t...,l.· <>·n " i'\l''~l"'.P''" <""f'j··~ nrn l~(·<,. 'lS'-""'H":l"'Y~ >:<,··"" '"''"' ''•h•'i d· t,·-~ >"n<cY'<Yl'~~,;~<> .; h;:.~ ;'>·r.rl;'<>:,c:=:; ... ., ~.<:>.,~,: ~- ~- ...._ '\.--.~ ... :.".<:.-:.:-..'\h~~ :.".~- t~>-~ .. _.. . ..,.:;:~h '\.... --:;:-~~-~{-•··~} ~- ~ ..... ).<1,;i,'\,·~-~\..--,..·~ }. '"v "'M~ V {.S,,....,)_.)·.)'~ .;.,_. _.,,_.,).·~ ... ~ .... ~"-·5 .• --.,..;'>,., ).~.~~ }-I \.,.......,,<;,..;~;. .. 

of infbrming the rdativfs H.ssnciuted '.:Vith Operation fZ;.>chz~stw· "'<Vii.h th~ outcome ul th,;.~ 

initial analysis nf our diniz::al team. This vd.U be f;.omplel.ed b)· nrid r~~bmar/. 

]n ,,.<"'~"'. l• '"''"'~ n'"''''d'''"nj~ W\n F1<''kt~ p~f"F'r>>"~'" .; n ''il r <:_,,,,,,.,,,,d, t·~"fYi tyf ;x~-<:tV~<+<-: <-><>d -~'l1 "''<'r';f''C.t'="~;,--;l_1 .. ~~ ~.,·s .... ~-~ .<-:.-.... -~ ~ .. .w-~;:..~,"j-:t-t:i~,.. -~ -·· .~·~· _( -~· ~-"' .--... .. :.. ... :._,,_<:,-....-:._. ) •.. } ....... ~=-...,.·'-·''·'·" ·V·~"--··. v , .. t··'--~-·.#.~ >A·>.·~\.- -w-.. ...... _,.<t·t·......_, .... ,s.:t.~'\. 

nf a report bdng ready in .bnua.ry 2004. !t b unckar to m{~ V<'hy you :~hould think this to b~~ 
th. '" ,.~'·'"<~ f. ''<··n;·''' \"f<·:~d <·I•~ .,..,;y,, >-<·~··•; t·~kt'·r·· ;n F~"l--":":i nf '"' ,. '1.:"<'tl. ,.,<$ ·hf-h~ ·tn''~ S;•rr>f>n·,-i·~~l· 2\.JC.(~ •V -.,_,J_.o(.,) • '~,{ ~,<;•:.-,, .... .:..e, ::..:>:~".;;..- ~{,~~:..~--...~::. ..... :y.- ........ ~'"'•~.!( <(. •0 '''"·)~ .. .,,,,:,:, ... +A\,,,.,..,.,( < ......... v .. ->.:.;:;do.-,<'~·,,, .. , ... "'"'.~:' ),;,y~ .... ) ... ,\(,.•, ~, To 

'Hl'* {'{''" 9 :*'t'("''"'"'"'''t r.n•T<~>-'Hi)"'V3,,,,.,.,, <"""l·'·l ~.·~'"l cl'1'~ ·rYi •(;~~l'"'fd>i't? !"'~ "' V'h "' ,·,:q·<n-d ·;.,!";·<>;} :._ ~-~ ... <: • .:. .... ~ ...... :t ...... .-.... .... 1 ............... ;>_~ ........ ~.~-'\.__.,_'t_~~·· ... -<~·.J'(,.~ ... ~ ...... -~.{.'\..\ ,),o(.~. ~-~ ..• \J .·.<~.· ....... 3 ... -~_..-~~--.~ .... .->.....- •.• \."-'.-' :._ .... .( ...... ~ .. --~~- ~--h'<>.~c.: 



GMC1 0124 7-0122 

P~t~'""'''j'~<i h\.o h><-~lF'j··v ·~t "'-·''/'."'\ ,.,,~.\/:"!" <)"l' l.,,,,.<<·>oo·, <j'j'•i ':<.''' \:\""•"">><l<l 1v>',·'" «'1'·~·~-j '''"l ~'li1'd<:·.;.:.l' <.: ..,_,_.~~ .. "\..·'\...'\.-... ..... ~ o...-,.. ·.o.J..(:i .• _ • .>A ... ; ~ .~ ....... ~.<:. •• .>..(9.. ....._ .•.•. ".,·~-· .}.}·~~.P.<.~.~ ~ .-.-:. .... .,,.,_, -~~ .... -.~ .. -.;. -~~).{~\. .. ..;. ~-- .... ~.i:. -...:. .. .'t..?}_}·---~-·-·-

(<.Jmpkttxi b.:,· that dm;;,~. Thm "'":lkt it b <!Ur inlrntirm to co;Klud ;c-~uch <m ~arnlysis b:·,.c a ~;(·e<Ynd 
team h respttt of certd.in z~ases, \\'c -~=viH,. of ~;otH:sc, u.mUtluc tD update p:ltl, tn the e:<.t<.::nt 
,,,::; ;;,:an, ~~s to th; prngn.:~s:;' <>f our invcstig;:nkm. h.det:.cL it tnight be usdbl tn <;OH:".idcr 
m,;;eting in the nt;a.r Jbtun: shodd you th1nk tkn it '<'<<>uk1 b::: of ~>nnlf W"-t:? .. 

Ynun> si.n~~<.'relv r;~;.-~: 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·_.·,-:..._._b .......... i._. _____________________________ _ 
i ! 

i CodeA i 
i ! 
i ! 

~5HgilN1\·;e'ii-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 1 

Oqmty SH:J 



GMC1 0124 7-0123 

in reply please quote F PD/LQ/2000/2047 

Ploase address your reply to 
Conduct Case Presentation Section, FPD 
Fax[~:~:~:~:~:~~:~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:! 

l January 2004 

Detective Chief Superintendent Sttwe Watts 
Police Headquarters 
Hampshire Constabulary 
VVesl Hill 
1/1/ inchester 
Hampshirt.:l 
8022 5DB 

(i ENEl\AL 
fv\EDICAL 
C~()llNCIL 
·~ ' -!·n;tot~(f 1ntq pc!tk~tJts_, 

(
1
1uir./ino d,Jctur.; 

' " 

Do;Jr 1\ilr VVatts 

Dr J A Barton 

!t is m)fno time since we discussed thn caso of Dr Darton, and 1 am now writing to 
let you know tho current position aH.hoUfJh in essence from our point of view it has 
not channed since October 2003, 

Followino recr:;ipt of your letter of G October 2003 I discussed the case with our 
Principal Logal /\dvisc~r and then submitted the inforrnation you 9ave rne to the 
Medical Screener. The Screener determined that the case should not be referred 
back to nm !nterirn Ordnrs Comrnittoo (IOC) at the present tirne as there was no 
nov,/ evidunce to put to the Committee, 

As we discussed, any papers which nre submitted to the lOC in respect of a 
doctor rnust be made available to that doctor. Therefore I am not able to 
reassure you that any material you might provide to the Gfv'lC in respect of 
Dr 13arton would not be disclosed to her. 

In your letter of 6 October 2003 you referred me to Professor Baker's report but 
this has not been rnade available to the GMC. 

i arn aware that your second team of exports was expected to report in 
January' 2004 and ! would be wateful to receive further information from you as 
an(1 when you me in a position to disclose iL 

Yours sincerely 

t::~;~~~g::!S::::J. 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 
[) i rec t Line: r·-·-·-·-·-·c;·c;-(:ie-·A-·-·-·-·-·1 

:-·-----------·-·-'·---------------------·-j-·-------------' 

Fax:! Code A ! 
E ~m ,~Ti-·~~~d(ir(;;~-f~r-·-·-·-·-·-·-c·o(fe-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i, ___________________________________________________ j 

: 1" U:Tilt F<>ri.Lmd :-:>! nTt l oudnn W l W =; /1.0 'lj.j,.l'hnu,: .:. i" ) 1 ~'"' 1" ·I? f..u '') '' } '.11 <; )I'+ 1 

~~~n.;~i~ gn~ct_~·:_(:g.n:c-uk .org Vi.'\\ \\·.g~nc- uk.(•r~), 

R·-T.i·,:.::·f:d Ck~1 i·ty N:). ~ ·~·zt·:~ 2 ·; ~ 



S \Vait'i< J\fSt DV\J MJi\lW 
l)et~~-ct ~ ~{e C'h ;.:..~-r SHp~~r.i nJe ~~fk::_n{. 
He;;d (}f r·n) 

S\V/chrn 

Ms I. Quinn 
(}cncrd \1edk<.li Cuunci ( 
l7B (}r,~;H PonL1nd Stn:x~t 
Londcm W l W 5JE 

GMC1 0124 7-0124 

Fhn·;pSh:r<.-: C\;n;;Ub:.:hfy 
P;llic<: Fl,~~Jdq\nft,~.r::; 

V•'c::,t Hil! 
\VJNCltES'I'FR 

l·Ltnw:;!;ire 
so22 ::;on 

Td.: 962 Sil.¥1-l
la:;;: ill962 87l 130 

'li:h:x; "'!73(: i nA:\H)L 

t! nall : [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

fh:ink you 1\x your kncr d:.n.nJ 2 Ck:tr!h:r 2003, f<JlLi<-xing our rnz::cti.n:::::. <)n 30 September 2003 
rcg<.ttding the above .rn:.lltf.r. 

1 ;x;te ynm· cornnlc-nb, in p~!dt(ulwtht:: fH'OC6<St:s by whi>;Yi the (i~AC rnay cnnsldtr tht. .n:ane:· of 
iegl.sual.ion. 

111<::~ M:rnn1;:H)' \Vhkh v,;{:; pnr\ddc.:d y<m respen of nur invu;ngatinn, imliz:~/rc;d th<ll <! ttmn of 
c!inic.d o:.perts h~;d cx.nn"l!ned hospital rt:cord.~'i in rc~pt':ct 62 p~.ltients m Cio~port \Var 
\.:klnt.H·L.d HnspitnL unth:r th~:~ care of Dr Hartor:. ln a s:gr:;(i,~:uH nwnb<::::: tlK6C C<~.sc~;, the 

n;_;,· colk:aguc DJ i''Ltvcn <md ! c~xpiir!nnL rruh.::h further v;:-o;k rk:cds to bt d;>:-;t to vn!id;rt;': <tnd 

dcvch.lp tlK~;<~ very pn.<visinnal fhldings. \Vc took the vicv.'. h(IW!..'::v<:r thHt the G~,;1C ;.md !be 
rckvant Stnu;;;·gic lk:aHh /\mhurily :~hou!d be ;)pprai~;ed of thi::, inforn;~iti<''n, 

A~:, we c;;plaim.:::J io you, uor pdxnary concern ah1;~l}'S JS tlw ~;~tfrty of :he f.H.lblic 'Th<:lt ~a:d, \Vt:.- are 
,;!,;;;,-~ ,~., ''l~,.·>·<''''<'>'l ·ln inv,~;·<·i '''~l"" ''t"cr·<q; '" ·:~·! l'"<Y'·''i;-·,,-1 q '; 'h 1·'"''"''" l" V'·J· h:,·q1 j,,~c'' l. '~ ··' l';>'r:ff'''.'; ,.,-,., ~~! '"P{l .. .e.:: .. ;.;.. ""-"··'\.~. ·v{._.. ..... ..,_. __ . _ ... ..._ ... <~. -2:::·.::. .... ·.~ ..• ~ ... ~-~·- -c. ...... t"::.:o...'~-~· ... ·~ ...... e..... !·>.:. .•.• ~. -·-~ .:. ~ o:-~. .......... ··"-).V .>) !.I.. ·;···-·~· --~.,_>.,.~.·.:. .. -..~_. .• ·'·> . ...... . 

ethical <"<1Hnner. \Ve th(:Jefore havj: ;n stnkc a h;JLmcc bU.\veen c:onducung ;;ur inve::;l.i:g<ltion in 
the ;~ppropri;.J,~ fashion \Vhibt l~;uc.<ti.ly a%fhsing thz-: ri:>}~ hl lYK pu;-d;c Pu:. ::;imply, onr ubWty 
to di~~d-o:,-;e inf(.'?fm~lh~.rn \-\'Ut:ld !Ked u' be based nn :;.n as:<cs~;iYKnt :.h.~ ri thal. V>as prr.~.;cn.ted 

now by :l)r B~trtnn~ 

................................................................... -.-.~------



• 

GMC1 0124 7-0125 

Our invcstig~ltir.m only <~on~.idercd cast>;; up to 1998 <lnd ;dJ. tdat('. tt> the trcatmen1. nf p~Hirnl.~< 
:.d the C:k>\pon \\··;rr \:k·rnori<d Fk.l{;pdaL tdl tlK C<l:~e~< of cunc~:rn r:,::->c i:-:~~tH:s i.n re:::pect of th(: \H'C 

nf C>jliil°C'ii ;\:[\' U<Vl>"f<;('l'H}h,~ 'lf ll·w j'liiY.::.''"l tl·'·J:'' i'< il-l{:! .f"1··· n'l''k'l1 i\ l''i'.l ·:;jl'\';,;;,,;·i '"'"' V·'\')j·l ''l <+l;··· ~- • ~-·-. ~ .. ~ _ .... ~' .•.• ..... ".-.• .. •.• .,(.. ~- •. ~- -?.':: ..: •• ,' • : • .... -:.,..~{ . ., ~ .• \,.· • ............... >} ....... .._ :{ ._;._ . ' .... _,. {, .. ~ ..... , ......... ~ ...... ~ ·' .••. <.. ".{. ·1· . ...,_. 

fi<hpun \Var tvlernori<tll:lo:.:;pH.<l.L ;;ml h not <HJthut-iz:ed tu pn::::;;:;;·Hw opi;;xes. 

f)n 1b<.' fn"-iS z1f >hz' ·fhnV'' l think rrK>P~ 'l'~>.;t'<:'<rni.'l'l 1\1''•':(<.'-' :',·l b·· "nnfh;·i•yj !·'l £ji''·Wijf<; ·•:rv·J c!:'Jrifv •.• . .._ , .• •· ~- •• • • ._ • .· , .•• ,. "-·--: - . .> • .• • '1...· .: •. •.•·: .• •.••.-.. ' •. • ~ ..... ;.,.,• .. ot.. • ...... ...,_ '•' • ._ .,._ . ._ ....... .,. ~'L .; -·•{· . .- ·~.,~ {"•. ·', •. •.·~ ,' ' .-' 

the risk tkl!. Dr Barton <::;miinoinx h> nn:Ktiu.' ::.·;.lrn.'ntly Jlrcsc.nts to the nubb: sd'e1s. I ·w<:.mld .... :t • ~ ... 
. . . I . . . , ' . l . ji' j . . l . l ,., \'' 

(~1Tipna::;uc !.oat uur mvesug,;.twn i·wf; only cunn~J.Tltl 1ts~;>. , \.V1:. ·: JSf:.nc.s \>,/li.>1Hl t 1f t.rosport -~;\r 

f'>Acrnoriai II<.>~;pitd.l •md not in <my other an~:;t of pl·:;.chcc by any mt;dicd wrfL \\)u v.:Dl be aw;;.cc 
thm Pn"?fe:>Sior Rkh<l.rd lbker \vas tasb:.d 'Aith COiH.hKI.i:H,~ ~;omt; i:nilh·:,;i:< bv :ht C'hi<.':i ·\·kdh.:;ll ..... · ... ... 

t")ffj.-•<_>f fl'~· >'('l"J'){ \>:T\> 1ld j·;·:l"<'' 1'>'''''1' w··l· .-lp<· j]·•··:I> i)'l \'"<; ·.>J1rj '> 1-;j·:()<>(Yj; 'I t>(l r;n< k :··ln':V ;·I·);>. 1\p: ('()j~'F nf ,_, ............. {,Jo {,,.. -~< • .,. ....... ~ ......... .r:. '( ,.., .. i_,:;_.._ ....... _ ~ . ~.:.,.-~ .. ~~ .... ~ '\ .... ~ •• .. -e .... O.{.o .... '·-'· '\.,{:::-"' -~ ·.) ... ......... ,. -~·.• •.• to \. ..... '·· ....... --•..• ·(~ ..... . 

hi~> rt:::.:;um:;h. l \vnuld nnngin0 any <on,:lusiom.:: he has re<Ki·wd nnght as~:ht. you w your 
dc1ihcration:;, 

it· '" nrt;h-~hk dnl \~·" w< ll ,.,,,,,J 'n 1: rl''''""''l·~~, .. Dr l::O ''l't'>T' ,,,, j;.,,.l"''·:·l ,.1''1-lr'·· ·i·l·): <"r<.·j,,,,. n•·''l'''''•~'-: ;" .... ~-.. ~:·· ... __ -· v.·_ . . , •. '),' ~~.- .... -~)-...-.· ..... ~-t- ~--·. . l:..-....-~ ~-·" ...... - . .lv . .......... .;~ .......... :;:_:-·l:.·· ~ -~. ..... •.·<1.··~ ........ ~.,)'> •. -..., .... '· -~~;> 

pr~xli(~::ll.txl upon:.\ dct~!Hed :::tnJH:Ty y .. ;hi;.:h wiH indudr <'t c~lref:Jl ~'on:-:idcn:::.ion of l.ht: infunrmtion 
supphed tn Dr Banon prior F) iNen•ie\>..•. l note th~d _your lut,;r ind1c.\lt;:~ 1.hm <my inforn~:<ltinn 
~.::upplkd tt.l the Ci\J(~ \Vdl in jl:> t,..rl<i.lHy be s.upphcd to Dr BJ.rton. Any uncr.mholltd ch;do:>ure to 
DrB<\rton the )XJl.t":'ntial to dctriment~dly irnpac:. upnn l.k' ~nvt:'Hig<:lt!Ol1, ;,:h.l l :J:en::fon.~ v,-ould 
lx: rdw::t:1m to di:;do:~e funher infonnaiion until :.l:e ;;.l'lf>:v·e i''sue of r.::->k b:E bt:er\ given d:nrough 
eO;'l5ider;,\l.iO~\, 

lf 1 were ;-z~~bt;i_u·cd that rnmeri.:.d would not h:' pi1.:.<\c:d to Dr Ban on or iKT ro::;prn(:nt;H:vcs, J V/Otdd 

be wiH~ng t<.l cons.idl.:".L ;;t a fw.;.H1' lirrK:, pnn:icllng :i nH~re rk1.:rikd di~.;;.:!rnurt of irlfonmH.ior: t.n 
the Gtv!C \V(: >:>::Ol.dd hi.' Tn,-He ih<Jn lr·tppy tD db(t:S:::: ',vi th :.hr GVIC 'S,_Jtt:k'r' how '>\·r n-wy best 
<lchkv;:;; the ln;:txinHrrn disz:losure '\'~thout a dt:~:·inx;nt;,d ~rnpLKt upon the investigul.ion. 

Fwally, i11 <m~~.\vcr to your qltcstinn, I cr:n o:mfirrn d:at lh.c P<:H>cnh th<;t you narne rn Hw .\C<..~nnd 
p<:.ge of your lt::ncr d' 30 Sq!U:mhcr wen; included n: :.hOJc;e re\·!(>A'i:.:-d by the !.f'arn of ctnk;;l 

expt~.rls . 

Code A 
·---,-·.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·:s-rc::·\:;:_;-·\v:xr.G·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·

Dr.tccti vc (Jud Sup<~ri ntend;;;:nl 
Head ofCTD 

.............................................. -.-.-.-.-.----~~~~~~---.---.~---~-----



ln reply ploHse quote FP D/LQ/2000/204 7 

Please address your reply to 
Con_<:J.~!~_t __ f_~§.~.-P.X.~.?entation Section, FPD 
Fa X L__ ________ ~C?.~-~--~---·-·-·-·-i 

2 October 2003 

Detective Chief Superintendent Stew: Watts 
F>ollce Headquarters 
Hampshire Constabulary 
West HHI 
VVinchester 
Harnpsbire 
S022 5DB 

Oe<::H. fv1r Watts 

Or J A Barton 

GMC1 0124 7-0126 

( ... , ['' N I'" Q \ l 
.J .". c ,.\;- ··" 

?\A ·1::: 1·) 1 c--. '-' 1 
I y \ .• '"' . . ·' /"\ ·> 

(.... '") l J N c-· I I ... l..- d.' 

f;: ·r .. · .. : ;:· .. ·: .... 

·, ;' 

! refer to our meetino on 30 Septernber 2003 1.-vrwn you informed rne of tho stage 
reaclled in the Hampshire Constabulary's investig.:::nlons in this case. I have nm·v 
had an opportunity to discuss that information \t;'ithin the GMC. 

In order for Dr Barton's case to be referred to the !nterirn On.iers Cornrnittee 
{IOC), prima facie evidence Is required which is cogent and credible and raises a 
question as to whether Or Barton should have a restriction placed on her 
re~Jistration. This information would then be considered by a rnecJ!ca! mernber of 
the GMC (the scroener) with regard to a referral to the IOC. For ex<:-lmplc, If there 
ls evJcJence U1at Dr Barton has been prescribing in an inappropriate and 
irresponsible manner, and the scrcener r·ofcrs this to the !OC, it would be open to 
the JOC to place a condition on her registration rostrictlng her proscrlbinq. Il1e 
Committee also has tho power to suspend a doctor's reqistration. 

The lOG may rnake an ordor \vhen it determines H1at it is necessary for lhe 
protection of rnemtmrs of the public or is otherwise in the public interest or- the 
interests of the doctor·_ As we !.I as protection of the public, ttle public interest 
includes preserving public confidence in the rnedicaJ profession and maintaininfJ 
good standards of conduct and performance. 

From the inforrnation that you providod on 30 September 2003, we considDr that 
it is likely to be in the public interest that the rnatter is screened. Howo:;ver, we 
cannot give a final decision without further information. 



GMC1 0124 7-0127 

Therefore could you please supply us wiU1 a detailed written surnrnary of the 
evidence you have in this case to date, including any report prepared by HH; 
team of experts. The decision on referral of the information to !OC rests with the 
scmener. !f the information suppl!Gd is vr::ry brief, while it is likely that it woutd be 
passed to the screener. H'1ere is a possibility Uwt the screener would not refer it 
to tho !OC, 

/\s we discussed on 30 Septernber 2003, if Dr Barton's case is referred to tho 
IOC, the docurnentation you provide will be disclosed to her and her k~~Jal 
representatives. 

Could you please confirm WhfJther the 62 individual cases scrutinised by your 
tt.~am of experts include the five which are already known to the Gfv1C, as follows.· 

G!adys Richards; 
f\rthur Cunningham; 
Alice \Nilk.ie; 
f=<obert Wi!son; 
Eva F'age, 

We are grateful to you for keeping us infonned of the progress of your 
investigation, and would ask that you continue to do so. 

Please let rne know if you require any furthc;r information from me before 
r·esponding to this letter. 

Yours sincerely 

~·-·-·c·o·c.-e-·-·A-·-·~ 
' ' i i 

··-·-·uri-aa--auliiii-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
Conduct Caso Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 

Direct Line: r·-·-·-·-·-Code-A·-·-·-·-·-·: 
Fa X : r·-·-·-·-·-·co~de-A·-·-·-·-·-·:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

E .. m ~)Tf'-i-i~~i(ire-s's-T~~~~~~~~~o~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~J 



Fax 

To DCS Steve Watts, Hampshire Constabulary 

Fax number i-·-·-·-·-c·o(fe-·A-·-·-·-·-i 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

From Linda Quinn 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

' ' 

i Code A! 
Direct fax ! ! 

Direct Dial 

\a. of pages L.;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~i~e 11:55 
Date 2 October 2003 

(inclusive) 

Dear Mr Watts 

Or J Barton 

Please see attached letter. 

t Yours sincerely 

~----c-oae--A-----1 
·--crnli-a·aulnii-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 

Direct Line: r·-·-·-·-·-·co-ct"e-·A-·-·-·-·-·1 
:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Fax: i Code A ! 
•·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·r ............... .,;, ___ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

E-mail address:! Code A ! 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

GMC1 0124 7-0128 

GENEI\_AL 
M_EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protecting patients, 

guiding doctors 



TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

e e 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

02/10 11: 56 
~~~:~:~~~ijfr~:~:~:~:J 
03 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

~ o JGS Steve Watts, Hampshire Constabulary 

Fax numb ~r r·-·-·-·-·-·cocte-·A·-·-·-·-·-·: 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Fm T.l Um:Ja C~L. inn 

41 Direct DJ :Jl 

- Direct f~ •x 
~--c~d~-AJ 
i ! 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-= 

GMC1 0124 7-0129 

TIME : 02/10/2003 11:57 
NAME : GMC 
FAX : L~:~:~:~:~:~~:~:~:~:A:~:~:~:~:~J 
TEL 

lGENEI\.AL 
M_EDICAL 
jCOUNCIL 
ir~totectitJ.B patients, 

lJUidi.n8 doctors 

No. of page •s .;; 
(inclusi~' ;!) 

Time 11:55 Date 2 October 2003 

De:! s ,- ru' r VI/ atts 

Dr .. Ba1rtcm 

PI(:: fiSe se~a c:1ttached letter. 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ' ' 

i CodeA i 
i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j r :n•l ~I-· J.r+.,i. ·= ....... 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mr Watts 

Linda auinnr-·-·-·c-O"Cie·"Jc-·-i 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

02 Oct 2003 08:45 
:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-coCie"J~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

'DYTBarlon-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

GMC101247-0130 

I am about to write a formal letter to Hampshire Constabulary concerning this case. I will fax it to the number on your 
card unless you contact me in the meantime. 

Could you please confirm who accompanied you on Tuesday 30 September 2003. The email I sent to him was 
returned as undeliverable. 

Yours sincerely 

Linda Quinn 

Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 

.ire~t~J.t:~~f~~~~~~~-Ci_e:.~:.~~~~J 
Fax:! Code A ! 
E-m~-if"a-dd"ress:i-·-·-·-·-·-·-c-Ci.Cie·A-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

1 



GMC101247-0131 



Your reference: 
!n reply please quote 

F!~/PR/31243/1 !Dfi 1 G 
M f</2000/204 7 

GMC101247-0132 

Please address your reply to Conduct Case Presentation Sectio.n, FPD 
Fax 020 7915 3696 GENE l\AL 

A. A r f) ]" c··1 A I lY\1:1T ... . .I.T .J 

15 January 2003 C () l.J N (~ l L 

f\~r Richard Fol!is 
Alexander Harris 
Cheriton House 
51 Station Road 
Solihull 
West Midlands 
819 3RT 

DHar Mr Follis 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

Thank you for your letter of 15 January 2003. 

f'n,i,Yiif1(/ j'OIH'nl ,·, 

~~ui~l~~~~-i {!r:·L~[or ... : 
{) ~-· 

This is an information case because we were first alerted to these matters by the 
Harnpshire Constabulary in ,..July 2000. This followed allegations made to them by the 
family of Gladys F~ichards. 

WH subsequently received correspondence from Mrs ,Jackson, Mr Page, Mr VVilson, 
Mrs Carby, Mr Farthing and f\,1rs McKenzie between April and June 2002. As advised 
in our IHHHr dated 21 November 2001, we respond(·:d to each setting out our powers 
and procedures and that we wero considering a case against Or Barton in light of the 
information received from the Harnpshire Constabulary. 

As you know, we are still considering whether to includH the caso of Stanley Carby 
under No. 11 of the GMC PPC and PCC (Procedure) Hu!es 1988; ! should be 
f]ratefu! if you would !et Mrs Carby know that, with Police inquiries ongoing and our 
investigations thereby stayed, we are unable to mach a decision on that question at 
the rnornent 

Jt may be of interest to note that, in complainant casfm, we no longer fund 
complainants' choice of solicitors. I trust that clarifies the situation and that both you 
and your clients will continue to assist Messrs Field Fisher \Naterhouse in the 
preparation of this case for hearin~J. 



!f you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
number below. 

Yours sincnrely 

IC~d~A-1 
l _____________________________ j 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 

g:~=~~ ~~:r·-c-o-cie-·-A·-·1 
Em a i I: [·~.·~.·~.·~.·:.·~.·~.·~.·~~.~~~·~.~~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.'J 

c.c. Ms .J Christie, Field Fisher '1/>./ aterhouse 

frui,:u in,q f'lltlcnt~; 

(l·uidin{/ dou,n.\ 
L "-• 

GMC101247-0133 

2 



15-JAN-2003 11:30 FROM: 

.t; 
Alex.an 
H::.rrts 
solicitor~ 

er 

I 
.I 
I 

I 
I 
i 
I 
I 

i 
I 

' ' i 
Mr M Keeg n : I 
Conduct Case Presentation Sedlon 
General Me~ical council 
178 Great ~~!iland Street · 
London W1W SJE 

15 January l003 
I . 

. I 

Dear Mr Ke~gan • I 

TO c:j=~-~~~:!i:::::J 

ourflll: ; 

'(biJT m/; . 

F'leaBfil ee~ fur: 

! 

RF;IEP/31243/1/9516 
MK200012047 
RICHARD FOI.LIS 

r.~--~--~~~~4~·_-A_~--~-.J 

ALSO BY FAX r··-·-Co-de--A·-·-·~ 
L--·-·-·-·-···-·-·-·-e-·-·-\-·-· 

Re: Gospof War Memoria\ J)>ltal 

I thank you or your letter of 1 81
" ~ecem er received shortly befor~ the Chdstmas br~ak. 
I 

. I 

GMC101247-0134 

P. 

I have to co~fess to some pouJJment s t~ how lt Is that this case proceeds as an information case, as 

opposed to ~ complainant dse, ~iven t at the impetus has come, so f~r as I am aware, entirely from the 

complainlng 1relatlves. ! . 
i 
I 
I 

. ·I 

Upon what information are t~e G~C pro eeding? 

' . I 

When and why was the matter d!etermi ed to be an Information as opposed to a complainant case and 

bywhom? I 
·~ 
I 

I 
There are a iserles of compf~lna~ts who by reason of your categorisation are deprived of the right to be 

represented iby their SOlicitor 'qf CI~Oi~e. OU1;" further ObServations WOuld be appreCiated. 
. ! 

Yours si'ncer~ly 

r··-co·a·e-·A··-~ 
L .... RiCHAR·D-FOLLi~ 

PARTNER ; . . 
ALEXANOE~ HARR~S 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c~Cie_A_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ I 
. . . 
' I ,1 

Altl~"'ndor HemJ, Cl1r.n1ton Hou~o., 51 Statlon:~of.ld, Soli 'ull, Wost Midland~ B91 ~RT Thlcpi10M: .. 44(0)1~1 711 $111 F~cl'llrtllle: +~4(0)121 711 5100 
DX 7?.00130 So~~ull. E"m::.ll: lt1fo®l.111))1~~flrl1f'l~!:\.co.uk ~b Sltfl: i.vww,Riaxlii~Artian1~.co.ul< 

/\loo 11t; fl.•~lny I~Qlbn, A~NI'I)I ~cM, AllriMI1~1'1\.·0fln~~m. WA14 'l'nlnp~onn: <·~4(0)161 A25 555~ Frlc~lmnn: Oo44(0J1B1 Fl21l5500 ox \ABBe i\ltrlncMm 1. 
1 Dyerg 13JIIdln~s. \..o~don EOCfN 2.1r\.Jn1tetj kingdom · i!phani!l: +A4(0)20 74.:l0 5555 F<~enlmlll!l: •44(0)20•7430 5500 IJX~eo l.ondon Chllnoery L.llns. 

l'llrtrl"fl'.' .C!l\11~ ~ I'IArriB l.l~S, Ann AI~AnCI'-'l':I.L.EI J~y M,i:\,A·I ~An~~lh~ PAc1n~l?, 1.""11"1/ HMJ~r!!>M M.fl (CMt~l,), ~lc~lll Cflll1l~ 1.L.8 (Hon~) I.LM, Ala!W" Folllo I.I~F.I (Hono}. 
~·nn~ J(.nn-. ~ind~WIAA B,A rflinno}, /l..,.lnnA B.~ . LL.I'I (1-iono}, ~lr.~ord BA!T, tm~·~·n l'!o~nlli..I-,R ~, •• AI;Mnn~ Grl~l1h .. i,i.,EI IH,:.,I 

Con>ulf~n,..• l'!coll> +"Ei~n I.I.,S ~1-lcnn), Prnl, ~nnlnl diaima~o F.l,A . <mn) J,D (Mnmbnr cl lhn Pla~dn !lnM , 
llt80CNII1!7.1; 'l'b~ r-;~ SI!:. U •. !J (l~orm), DlluRI<Io I .. SI!~II LUIJ (HOI'on), .S L'>llllna~ ROod LL.9 (l'io,), Tlm 1\nno!t IJ_B (1-ior,.), "!lm Bllmll! D./I MDl'lol LLM, Jo~atl\an llotln U..B (l~o~~), 

, -11? Mo~m 1, 1 •• ~ (l-ln.,,..l, QMn r.::nn~ 1.1.,1=1 ~-1. ·~lln r, ~Ont,hln M1Jrpk)l' ~GN, Rt.JI, Dlf' N, •M:Ir,..l:y ~ ~'T"'ml"'~ ·~,..,.~,1.1mb rr.~c fl··lo.~n). ~fnD'I: "'pmcii"I"'R •allc:"'ar) 

Alaxand<>r 1-\mr\l. \<. a. frc.nohl\>ad ilrm "hd b ,.t,..,,.,.,b .. ~ ~ ;h'> C~I'I'I<II'IIIY \.fj~/11 F.:~f~\CII 
fl""~'","'"~ "t,y Thflll i....N..v 6\~~C~~tV ! · 

I 
I 

.I 
'I 1· ., ' ··.·,, .I 



Your nAeronce: 
In reply please quote 

FHiPR/3 "1243/1/Hfi 16 
MK/2000/204 '7 

GMC101247-0135 

("-~ 1:: N -r: 0 A l 
.J .. . L l\ L 

t\t\_E I) I C:A_L 
Please address your reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti&l: €)bJ N C: 1 L 
Fax 020 7915 3696 

18 December 2002 

fv1r Richard Fo!lis 
Alexander Harris 
Cheriton House 
51 Station Hoad 
Solihull 
West Midlands s·19 3RT 

Dear Mr Follis 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

Thank you for your lottms of 12 and ·13 DectHr1bN 2002. 

! acknowledge receipt of Mr Farthing's authority and that your clients wish for you to 
deal with the preparation of the cases for hec:1rino and tile pn:;sontation/advocacy at 
the hearing. 

·rhis ls an information case, as opposed loa cornplainant case; the relatives are not 
pmiies to tho proceedings in the moaning given in rx:~raf)raph ·13 of Schedule 4 to 
the Medical Act 1983. We have, as you know, Instructed Fio!d Fisher Waterhouse to 
prepare this case for presentation for hearin9 by the Professional Conduct 
Committee and I trust that you and your clients \Nil! assist them with any further work 
necessary to prepare this matter. 

We cannot, as you know, proceed to public inquiry while police investigations are 
ongoing. ! arn advised that those investigations arc not likely to be concluded in the 
immediate future. lt does not appo·m, nwrefore, that the PCC will be able to consider 
this case in the early part of next year, as we had hoped. We will, of courso, advise 
you of developments at each stage, as <Jppropriate. 

Yours Binc:em!y 
!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·'! 

I code AI 
i i 
i i 

M ~-cntrerKeefr~u'r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Dire et u ne: r·-·-·-·-·-·c·oCie_A __________ l 

r~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Direct Fax:! Code A ! Em a i I : [ __________ ; __________ co-cie-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·""'-·-·-·i 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

c.c. fv1s J Christie, Field Fisher Waterhouse 
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! , ChadGs Farthing, ot [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_7~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~]wi~:,h to r;e r~=W>'JS•::nted in 
my cornp!aint to thf~ Gfv1C ;;y; to th~; !reat:~nent {A !Vthur Gunningh<::·Hn by Dr .J~'1n•'3 B<:Hion .,;~t 



/t j,~% <'<H d~:~ i" 
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~Ar l'v1 Kef:l~;J;.:>n 
c:;ent:3 t"~:~~ fl.1 ~~~cl k:.::~1 
·l7 g t3re:rrt PortL;·3n<~ ~~U<£3E3t 
Lon(on \~~ ·~\tv.~ ~3.JE 

Re: Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

YoiAS sincere!}' 
!------------------------------------------------·-·l 

I CodeA I 
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C1ENEl\A.L 
ME l)J (~~1\L 

Please address your reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti<ki: €)bJ N C I L 
Fax C~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~] hmccting f!dli,·nt\, 

2 December 2002 

f\4r Richard Follls 
Alexander Harris 
Cheriton House 
5·1 Station Road 
Solihull 
West Midlands 819 3RT 

Dear Mr FoHis 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

Than I~ you for your letter of 28 Novernber 2002. 

l]OMing ,h~( ror.-, 

I note the authorities enclosed with your letter and that you are awaiting one further 
authority, presumably from Mr Farthing. 

I will certainly keep you inforrnod of developments. You should know that we have 
instructed Messrs Field Fisher \11/aterhouse in this matter and that! have copied your 
letter to their Ms ,Judith Chrisfie. 

I spoke to a number of your clients about two weeks a9o and assured them that we 
would not proceed to public inquiry whlle police investigations wero ongoing. We are 
in ongoing !iaisorfwith the police and await further inforrr1ation as to the !il<e!y course 
of their lnqu!ries. 

As you l·mow, we decided that no further action by the GMC was warranted in 
relation to Mrs Bu!becl<'s complaint. We are considering inclusion of Mrs Carby's 
complaint under No. ·11 of the GMC Pre!irninary Proceedings Committee and 
Professional Conduct Committee (Procedure) F{u!os 1988, I will revert to you about 
this as soon as possible. 

Yours sincerely 
!"'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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Michaef Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation St1Ction 
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L Rit<~ Carr)y, or[:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~~~~:~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J~,'ish to tK: repm~>ent<xj in my 
cornplaint to !he GMC as to the tm:Jtrnl'.~nt of Stanif~y Carby by Dr ,.lane Barton at Go~:;port VV,~r 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. 
i i ; C d A; z:;;,-lrw,·--1! 0 e ! 

..... ·::..::-. ~ ... t..J .. ! ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
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e l, larn VVi!son, oi f-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·co.de-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·iwish to be rer.Jn:;;:.~(::mhxi in n:y c<:.xnpbint 
. ' ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' ' .• ·' 

Mernort':ll Ho~;pJt~"'ll by my sohdton.:> Alexander H.~mis of Cheriton House. ~i-1 St.<:ltion Ho::=)(), 

Solihull, West tvildl.and~:;. m;-; 3RT . 

.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
; 

'"c"·vi I Code A ~.)~ :;i) ) t.J.{_.o( ' ! 
; 
; 
; 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i, Bernr:m:j P<::K:f::<< oii Code A r¥VlSh to be rec:rt=;S(;;nt;;x:J ln n:v 
._.,.. I • ' ·• 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

cornpk:'lini to the GMC as to the treatment of Ev.a isabe! F1 <::~~J(::~ by Dr ,Jane B;;1rton at Go:::;port 

W:...'lr tvk~nKH·ia! Hof;pita! by rny solkAt.ifs t\l{rx<~r:;.k:r Hmds <:::1 Ct1eriton House, f5'l St<A.io:: Road, 

Soilf·:ulL 'vVt:::st tv1ldl.Jn{:b, 88 i 3RT. 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Signedl Code A I 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

.. ::. 
/( 

Dated_·-······· 
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Your Reference 

e ! ' Ernily Yeats, of r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c:·ocfe_A_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~vi~>h lo LK~ repre~:ented in my 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Slqned r·-c-o"(fe-·-A·-·-i 
~ i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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! . Glllim1 McKenzle, o{~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~:~~:A~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:}Nish w b~:; represented In rny 

cornpi;:1in1 tc the Ght1G as to the treatrnent of Gbdy~~ Rlcrn.rds by Dr Jane Bartcn at C>x:;port 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i ! 

signed I Code A I 
i ! 
i ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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Our reference: MH/rmsc 

21 November 2002 

Hichard Fo!lis 
Alexander Harris Solicitors 
Cheriton House 
5·1 Station Road 
Solihull 
Vvest f\~id!ands 891 3RT 

Dear Mr Fol!is 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

GMC1 0124 7-0146 

(3ENEI\f\L 
JV\EIJICAL 
COLJNC:IL 
Prdt (:ctino l tutftJ~rs, 

'' r 
~tfUiJiu,y do.~J,)rs 

! write further to your letter of 6 November 2002 and our recent telephone 
conversation. 

You have enquired about complaint8 made to the GMC by the following clients of 
yours: 

Name of client Name of relative 

1. Marjorie Bu!beck Dulcie Midd!eton 

' 2. Erni!y Yeats Alice \Ni!kie 

3. Bernard Page Eva Page 

4. lain \Nilson Robert Wilson 

5. Hita Carby Stanley Carby 

G. Charles Farthing ArU1ur Cunningharn 

7. GH!ian Mackenzie G!adys Richards 

On '12 September 2002 we wrote to c!lents 2, 3, 4, 6 and '? to inform thern that after 
considering information received from Hampshire Constabulary concerning the 
deaths at Gosport War Mernoriall··!ospitai of their respective relatives, the Council's 
Preliminary Proceedings Committee (PPC) decided that the reported actions of 
Or .Jane Barton be referred to the Professional Conduct Colllmittee for inquiry into 
whether a charge of serious professional misconduct should be formulated against 
Or Barton. 

On 9 October 2002 we wrote to Mrs Carby to inform her that her complaint (which 
was not made available to the PPG due to its late arrival) would be passed to our 



GMC101247-0147 

solicitors to assess and to establish whether it could or should be addod to those 
natters already referred by the PPC. 

On 7 November 2002 we wrote to Mrs Bu!beck to inforrn her t!lat, aftHr carefully 
considering her particular cornplaint, we had decided that no further action by the 
GMC was warranted. 

I hopH that you find this information helpfuL Please note that U1ose cases which are 
currently 'live' are being dealt wJ.!,t)_.!.Q_.QI}!_.~~.~)_t!.S.tYct Case Presentation Tearn by my 
col!e~-'lgue Michael Keegan, teL !._·-·-·-·-·~·~-~.~-·~·-·-·-·-.-! 

Yours sincerely 

r--c-ocie---A--1 
i·-·-·-7·-·-·-Micfl'a-t~r"fft1itf,fpmr-·-·-·-·-,_,j 

Fitness to Practise Directorate 
Direct Linfx i-·-·-·-·-cocte_A_·-·-·-·-i 

=-~~~~;x-~d:~:::~:~:~:~~~~~i~:~:~:::L. ____ i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Protntin,J puricnu, 
{J i. 

(i'Hhlin,1' ducwn 
" t. 

2 



fvlr ~·.A!ch.::sd HudspiH1 
FHne~~H io F)r~~n;:.tk~e L)~r~;~c~crn.~t~; 
Gen<:.m':i f>k:di:.::ai CmmG;i 
'178 Cke<:lt FJoft!;;:nd Str·l=;~;l 

L<lndon 
W1VV :5JE 
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~r~~~~:;: fi.nY; BGt~; fn:· the ~nt~h/lUuc~1~; n~:~:·nr:;d ir·~ th::.~ ~=~itt:~chf~ri ::=:1chedui::; ~:~:·~zi f :.,/'ic;u~d tJe 9r.atef~.:~ if yot: \~~rould 

p~na~>x~ pr<rv;d~:.: 1he fnfonr:~::t;On nJqu-c:;.sted ~n ~T~Y \:~tter of 2~)~:-: ()ctr:be:r h': relatk;n !i..) t:.:aGh c~r U·~t:_:-~_;e OHH;r 

"'(ours s~t:cerr.~ty 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Code A i 
t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

RICHARD FOLUS 
PARTNER 
ALEXANDER HARR!S 

:·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c;-c;·cfe·-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

.. :::-::-..:"::. ·=·. 
·.::.· .. 

·•.· .. ;· :--· 



FJHST CLASS 
fvlicna<:ll H~l<h;p~H' 
FitrB~:s~; ki Pmctis~J l:kecttHt~k: 
Gerwrd 1'Aeaica! Cow>cn 
1 ?B Gn;at Portbnd Slrt';<:;t 
London 
V\f1W :)J[ 

25 Odnber 2002 

ALSO BY FAX 
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w !:; set for M r:;; N:n H.HEW<~;:: of [.~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~~~-~~-~~~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~.]ow;;Uler 
~vi~h 1 H ::)th(~r ft:~rn~ne:2> ~lvho are cor ... ~r: .. t~r-rH:~d ~~bout f:~vents ~;~t (;r:~s~:){)ri:. V\i~:~r ~Aern::)r~<::J ~~~.>-?:~p~t~;~J. 

'l4e 'NouKi b;.::: qramfu! d you v..-ouid plea~:'-t'; confirm who:;iflm !ht:;r·t~ ;:;m c.>ny <md if ~:;.o wht~t continu!nq 

proc<.~tHJinfp or inv .. ~stiW'Jliuns on the pm"t r;f the GMC in rdE.ltion [{) tJither of the i:'lbove two dodom m 

ari.sin~1 out of eNtmts gt:memlly ;::t Gospor~ VVar k~emmi~'ll Hospital. 

'Yours fr~ithfuliv 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
' ' 

I CodeA I 
i i 

; _______ ACEXXNt.iE"ffHARk-is·' 
: .. ·.·:: ... . : .... ; ... ·.······· 

······•.·.:···: 
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SCHEDULE OF COMPLAINTS MADE TO GMC 

1. Marjorie Bulbeck 

2. Emily Yeats 

3. Bernard Page 

4. lain Wilson 

5. Rita Carby 

6. Charles Farthing 

7. Gillian McKenzie 



Your refNence: RF/LS/31243/1/951~1 

Our referen(Xf 2002/0553 

3·1 October 2002 

By fax and posd-·-·-·-·-·c:-otie·-A·-·-·-·-·-i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. 

Richard Follis 
Alexander Harris Solicitors 
/\shley House 
1\shiey Head 
1\!trinchani 
Cheshire 
VVA14 2DW 

Dear Mr Fo!!is 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

GMC101247-0151 

GENEl\AL 
fv\E I) l C:AL 
C:l1lJNClL 
f1rol C'C!:l th/ f!UlfOitl", 

C• ~ 

Thank you for your letter of 25 October 2002 concerning Gosport War Mernorial 
HospitaL I returned from annual leave yesterday and apo!oqise for the delay in 
responding. 

The GMC's consideration of complaints about doctors prior to a public hearing before the 
Professional Conduct Cornmittee is confidential to the individual complaint and doctor 
concerned. I am therefore unable to provide any comment about whether complaints 
rnade by people other than your client, Mrs Reeves, may be on-golng or closed. 

As you vJi!J be aware, Mrs Reeves' complaint about Or Barton was considered in June 
2002 by both a rnedica! and lay member of the CounciL For the reasons outlined in our 
letter to Mrs Reeves of 1·1 ,June 2002, the members did not consider that her complaint 
raised any issue of serious professional rniseonduet or serious professional misconduct 
on the part of Dr B<:·uton. 

You indicate in your letter that you may, in the future, submit witness statements to the 
GMC in support of further individual complaints. Should you do so! sllou!d be grateful if 
you would forward these for t11e attention of rny colleague, Michael t<.eegan . 

. -·-·-·-·-·-Y.-<2.~1X~.-~1!~~?E~.~L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
! i 
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L7 _____ Mlcfiaef"Hiiifs.fiittl"-·-·-·-·-·1 

Fitness to Practise Directorate 
Direct Line r-·-·-·-·-Cocie_A_·-·-·-·-·-i 
Fax ur 1e: L~--~--~--~--~~~~-~~-.A~--~--~--~--~·.r 
e~maif: L.~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~~~~~-~~~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~.J 
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MESSAGE CONFIRMATION 

DRTE S, R-TIME DISTRNT STRTION 

31/10 00'24" c~:~:~:~~~~~~~:~~:~:~:~J 

16:41 

Your reference: RF/LS/31243/1/9516 

Our reference: 2002/0553 

31 O<;tober 2002 

By fax and post{:~:~:~:~:~~~~:~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~! 

Richard Follls 
Alexander Harris Solicitors 
Ashley House 
Ashley Road 
Altrincham 
Cheshire 
WA14 2DW 

Dear Mr Follis 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

ID 

31/10/02 16:42 

MODE 

CRLLING 

PRGES RESULT 

01 OK 0000 

N0.003 

GENERAL 
J\\EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Proteain8 poticnts, 

guidmg docwts 

Thank you for your letter of 25 October 2002 concerning Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital. I returned from annual leave yesterday and apologise for the delay in 
responding. · 

[;1[11 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i ! 

! Code A :-! ----------------··-~-;~"-'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·r~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~cocie-·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
Sent: '-n-ocr~mo2-·~·2:H·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

To: 'Tanner Simon' 
Subject: RE: Dr. B (your ref. MK/2000/2047) 

Dear Simon 

Thank you for that. I was aware that the CPS had been asked to advise. I have no word as to what that advice might 
be or when it will be given as yet, but I plan to meet with the Chief Superintendent James in the next week or so to 
discuss this matter. 

I will keep you informed if anything substantially changes. 

Regards 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line: i·-·-·-·-·-·c-oiie_.A_·-·-·-·-: 
Direct Fax: i"·-·-·-·-·-cocie_A_·-·-·-·-·-i 

.mail :[~~~~~~~~~~~~~:.~~~~~~~:J 

-----Original Message-----
From: Tanner si m on i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-caiie_A_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
Sent: 11 Oct 2002 1 o':2s-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
To: i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·co.Cie·p:·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
su t>Je.cFDr:-·Eqyou-r-·rer.-MKI2ooo/2o4 7) 

Dear Michael 

I am not sure if I mentioned to you in our telephone conversation that the 
police have referred the papers on this case back to the Crown Prosecution 
Service, for advice on whether further criminal prosecution should be 
considered. 

This may have implications for your handling of the case referred to you. 

Dr. Simon Tanner 
Director of Public Health/Medical Director 

elampshire and Isle of Wight Health Authority 

1 
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Your reference: 
In reply please quote MK/2000/204'7 

C~ EN E f\A.L 
t\;\Ef)1C:AL 
C~ () lJ N c: I L 

Please address your reply to Conduct Case Presentation SectiQn, FPJ?. . , .... 

F axf:~:~:~:~~~~~~~:~:~:~:J . . · 
27 Septernber, 2002 

Ms .Judith Chritie 
Messrs Held Fishf~r W aterhouse 
35 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2AA 

RE: OR JANE ANN BARTON 

Please find enclosed a letter dated 19 September 2002 with enclosures fr-om Dr 
Simon Tanner at Hampshire and lsle of Wight Health Authority and rny response of 
even date, both of which am self--explanatory. 

If you 1.t-1ish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact rne on the 
number below. 

Yours sincerely 

Code A 
Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section o i ro et u ne: r-·-·-·-·-·c·oCie·-A·-·-·-·-·1 
Direct Fax: ['-·-·-·-·-·-co.cie·-p:·-·-·-·-·-·: 
E mail: r-·-·-·-·-·-·---C-odeA-------··-·-1 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

~ _?.8 Cn.~.H Pcn·tt .. ~Dd Stn.~~:t [._(d":.don \\.'I \·V ::jr: -~~.d~.~t;hnni.~ ;::.~:"} }'~--~{_:. :.~~-··f·;· [.-·.:x {_:.~'.{_:. / 1 ~ 1 s _;~'--;( 

(:HL:ti! g.ru{_:r?(gr:-H.>~:k.nr:;~ ~\ ~\·\ ... :.g~n.t:·--uk.~;rg 
~{q;~~;~~;rt~d Ch~~rt~;· ~J,L 1 oX;~ :~;X 
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Ci EN E l\AL 
fv\E [)I(~ /\.l 
C:C)lJNC~ ll 

Pleq_~g-·~.rtff.rg~-~._Y.QVr reply to Conduct Casf~ Prf}sentation SecHen,fgp,.,.' ,, ,.!, .. 
Fax! Code A i ... '·· · .', ., 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' ,..,;' . : . '·: ·;, ' :. ', 

27 September, 2002 

Dr Simon Tanm;r 
Director of Public Health J l'v1edlca! Director 
Hampshire and Isle of Wight Health Authority 
Oakley F<oad 
Southampton 
8016 4GX 

Dear Dr Tanner 

I refer to your letter dated 19 September 2002 and our conversation of even date 
regarding Dr Barton. 

I write to confirm that it has been decided not to refer Or Barton back to the !nterirn 
Orders CornrnJttee again on the basis of the information included with your lt:tter. 

! have copied your letter and enclosures to solicitors instructed by the Council to 
prepare the case against Dr Barton at the Professional Conduct Committee, 

If you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesltate to contact me on the 
nurnber below. 

Yours sincerely 

~--c-od-e---A--1 
1-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·_i 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
o~rect ~.ine:r·-·-c·od·e·-·A·-·-1 
Dtrect 1--ax: i : 
E rna i!: r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·cocie-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-···1 

'-------·-------·-·-------·-------·-----·-·-----·-------·..: 

~-.~.If Cn.~.:tt PurtL:t.nd 'jtrl~t;t London\\:'!\\' _·)jt-": ~l~.J1·phon~' (~,~:.:~ -_,r,·~···; :t6.f;. F·:Jx o:~o } 1;tl J; ;(,"';~ 

('H1.:~d uk .nrg ,.y\-.·w.grn,.--. u.k. :.n·g 
~{;;~;~1~;~·::::,! CIHrit_:.- :..;f •. 10.~~;'!],~ 
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Conduct s~x:tinn 
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178 (hen! Pord<Jnd Stn.'tot 
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O<Jkit'¥' Road 
sc~t~thatn{Jton 

5016 4G->( 

~re?!:, 02.~ 80 ?2 5400 
Fa01c 023 80?2 5466 

[)f rr-:ct D ia f.~ r·-·-·-·-·c·o-cie-·A·-·-·-·-·1 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I_, t~nc le>:;~ <~ file nl: c-ol:::espond::~no.-', whkh .'"H·>. ~fl<~:o;s,;,~l tc: l he l;{;lil.:':<tgnne:mt j~:1f ,!:::-ln:-ham :md 
(H.>~.:;pnrt enrnary (Hrc 1 rust b)' n m<:~rnh<:~r or ·:;ur:l ~:.·n ~dOt'l(Jay lA Scpwrnber :.!{Ku: 

l bdkvc that dw comcnts of the fik h<:~Vt relcvmKl?. ::o dw ungning UH.Juiries at the c;(:rn::ntl 
:VkdJC<d CNlrJ;;:d. 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

i CodeA i 
i ! 

t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Dr Sin:wn T~mn(T 
Diwnor of Public Ueulth/Mcdicnl Din:ctor 

(}}iNt: f>et.-r:Jr O~~(;gi"~,Jrn 
.(J;if:.~f Exe(uthtfJ.: Gat8'!h (rar}o~;..~c~;~ 
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Syringe driver & Pain control courses attended. 

Pain control and use of the Syringe driver 
(L. Foster) 1 hour, 10/12/90. 

Pain Management. 
(Steve King) 2 hours, 20/8/91. 

ENB 941 (Drug review- pain control, Article review- Use & Abuse of Syringe 
drivers) 1991- 1992. 

Psychological Aspects of care & Pain control 
(E. Cole- Jubilee House) l day, 13/2/92. 

RCN Palliative care update, 
Sept 1992 . 

Administration of drugs in the community & community hosps. 
(Miranda Knight & Barbara Robinson) 1 day, 7/3/94. 

Palliative care group 'At a loss', 
QAH 1 day, 7/11/94. 

RCN UPDA TB- ukcc Guidelines on drug administration & record keeping 
Yz day, 22/2/96. 

Effective pain control & management 
QAH Elderly med. 11/2 hours 27/11/98. 

Syringe drivers & drug compatibilities 

(Rhonda Cooper) 2 hours, 11/5/99. 
(!~~!t? __ i!!!'?._'!.~~ of Opiates 
(L ____ ~-~-~~-~----·-·j l hour, 26/8/99. 

Palliative care issues including pain control 
1 day, 12/5/00. 

GMC101247-0157 
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'• 
Sunmary of Meeting held at Redclyffe Annexe on lL 7. 91 

A meeting was arranged for the trained staff at Redclyffe Annexe follo.ving 
.concern expressed by sane, staff at the prescribed treatment for 'Tenninal 
Patients' 

Present:-
Mrs. Evans 
Sister Goldsmith 
Sister Hamblin 
S/N Giffin 
S/N Ryder 
S/N Barrett 

S/N Williams 
S/N Donne 
S/N Tubbritt 
S/N Barrington 
E/N Turnbull 

The main area for concern was the use of Diamorphine on patients, all present 
~ to accept its use for patients with severe pain, but the majority had 
some reservations that it was always used appropriately at Redclyffe. 

The following concerns were expressed and discussed:-

l. Not all patients given diamorphine have pain. 

2. No other forms of analgesia are considered, and the 'sliding scale' for 
analgesia is never used. 

3. The drug regime is used indiscriminately, eachpatients individual needs 
are not considered; that oral and rectal treatment is never considered. 

4. That patients deaths are sometimes hastened unnecessarily. 

5. The use of the syringe driver on carnmencing diamorphine prohibits trained 
staff fran adjusting dose to suit patients needs. 

6. That too high a degree of unresponsiveness fran the patients was sought at 
times. 

7. 

8. 

That sedative drugs such as Thioridazine would sanetimes be 
appropriate. 

That diamorphine was prescribed prior to such procedures such 
catheterization..,_- where dizepam would be just as effective. t S 2r.r='r. ,., .; 

more 

as 
\ ) . ' 

9. That not all staffs views were considered before a decision was made to 
start patients on diamorphine - it was suggested that weekly 'case 
conference' sessions could be held to decide on pa~en~s canplete care. 

10. That other similar units did not use diamorphine as extensively. 

Mrs. Evans acknowledged the staffs concern on this very emotive subject. She 
felt the staff had only the patients best interest at heart, but pointed out 
it was medical practice they were questioning that was not in her power to 
control. Hc:Mever, she felt that both Dr. Logan and Dr. Barton VX)Uld consider 
staffs views so long as they were based on proven facts rather than 
tmqUalified statenents. Mrs. Evans also pointed out that she was not an 
expert in this field and was not therefore qualified to condemn nor condone 
their statements, she did, ha.vever, ask them to consider the folla.ving in 
answer to statements made. 

I . .. 
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1. That patients suffered distress from other symptons besides pain but also 
had the right to a peaceful and dignified death. That the majority of 
patients had canplex problems. 

2. If 'sliding scale' analgesia was appropriate in these circumstances, 
particularly when pain was not the primary cause for patient distress. 
That terminal care should not be confused with care of cancer patients. 

3. The appropriateness of oral treat:rrent at this time considering the 
patients deterioration and possibility of maintaining ability to swallow. 
The range of drugs available to cover all patients needs in drugs that 
can be given rectally together with patients ability to retain and absorb 
prcx:luct. 

4. It was acknowledged that excessive doses or prolonged treatment may be 
detrimental to patients health but was there any proven evidence to 
suggest that the small amounts prescribed at Redclyffe over a relatively 
short period did in fact harm the patients. 

5. It could be suggested to Dr. Barton that drugs could be given via a 
butterfly for the first 24 hrs. to give trained staff the opportunityto 
regularise dose to suit patient. 

6. That treatment sometimes needed regularising as patients condition 
changed -were staff contributing signs of patients deterioration to 
effects of drug? F~N patients r~zL;ed a~~e until the moment of death. 

7. What was the evidence to suggest that thioridazine or any other similar 
drugs ....uuld be better. 

8. Again, what was the objection to diamorphine being used in this way and 
hew was diazepam better. 

9. Mrs. . Evans wholly supported any system which all~ all staff to 
contribute to patients care however, she could not see that -weekly 
meetings were appropriate in this case where immediate action needed to 
be taken if any action was required at all. 

10. What was the evidence to prove that these other units care of the dying 
was superior to ours,before any change could be taken on this premis it 
~uld need to be established that we ....uuld be rfising our standards to 
theirs rather than dropping our standards to theirs. · 

It was evident that no~ p:es:nt !"Erl s..:Iff.ic:i.alt krxJIIJ.erl:J= to~ th:se 
questions with authority, it was therefore decided that before any 
cri tisism was made on rned.ical practice we needed to be able to ans-wer the 
following questions. 

- What effect does Diamorphine have on patients. 

Are all the symptons that are being attributed to Diamorphine in fact 
due to other drugs patients are recieving, or even ·their medical 
condition. 

- Is it appropriate to give Diamorphine for other distressing sYm_ptons 
othe.r than pain . 

-Are there more suitable regimes that we could suggest. 

/ ... 
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To try and find the answers to these questions Mrs. Evans "V.Uuld invite Kevin 
Short to talk to staff on drugs and ask Steve King from Charles Ward Q.A. if 
he would be prepared to contribute to discussion. 

This would take time to arrange meanwhile staff were asked to talk to Dr. 
Barton if they had any reason for C'1!1<:er.n on tr""3tment p.!:"escribed as she was 
willing to discuss any aspect of patient treatment with staff. 

I hope I have included every'ones views in this stmrnary, as we will be using it 
to plan training needs, please let me knav if there is any point I have 
anitted or you feel needs amending. 

IE/LP 
16.7. 91 

• 
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A.L_2_l.._~Q_HQURS ON THl,!RSDAY 31 OCTOBER 1991 

Pu roose o{.J{_j_sj_:t 

The visit was in response to a request by Staff Nurse Anita Tubbritt to 
discuss the issue of anomalies in the administration of drugs. 

Present 

Staff Nurse Sylvia Giffin 
Staff Nurse Anita Tubbritt 
Enrolled Nurse Beverly Turnbull 
Nursing Aux i 1 i ary r··-·-·-·-·-coiie·p;··-·-·-·-·-: (Does not norma 11 y work at Redc 1 iffe Annexe) 
2 RGN 's and 1 EN w'·fsll"e"d .. TO" ___ b.ut·" we re unab 1 e to attend the meeting. 

Background Information 

The staff present presented the Summary of the Meeting he 1 d at Redc 1 i ffe 
Annexe on 11 July 1991 -appendix. 

Problems Identified on 31 October 1991_ 

1. Staff Nurse Giffin reported that a female patient who was capable of 
stating when she had pain was prescribed Diamorphine via syringe driver 
when she was in no obvious pain and had not complained of pain. 

2. Staff Nurse Giffin reported that a male patient admitted from St Mary's 
General Hospital who was recovering from pneumonia, was eating, drinking· 
and communicating, was prescribed 40 mg Diamorphine via a syringe driver 
together with Hyoscine, dose unknown, over 24 hours. The patient had 
no obvious signs of pain but had increased bronchial secretions. 

3. Staff Nurse Tubbritt reported that on one occasion a syringe driver 
"ran out" before the prescribed time of 24 hours albeit that the rate 
of delivery was set at 50 mm per 24 hours. 

4. The staff are concerned that Diamorphine is 
indiscriminately without alternative analgesia, 
tranquillisers being considered or prescribed. 

being prescribed 
night sedation or 

5. Nurse Tubbritt reported that a female patient of 92 years awaiting 
discharge had i.m. 10 mg Diamorphine at 10.40 hours on 20.9.91. and a 
further i.m. 10 mg Diamorphine at 13.00 hours on 20.9.91. administered 
for either a manual evacuation of faeces or an enema. 
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There are a number of other incidents which are causing the staff 
concern but for the purposes of this report are too many to mention. 
The staff are willing to discuss these incidents: 

It was reported by Staff Nurse Tubbritt that: 

a) 

b) 

c) 

42 ampoules of Diamorphine 10 mg were used between 20 Apri 1 1991 -
15 October 1991. 

57 ampoules of Diamorphine 30 mg were used between 15 April 1991-
15 October 1991 (24 of the 57 ampoules of Diamorphine 30 rng were 
administered to one patient, who had no obvious pain, between 9 
September 1991 and the 21 September 1991). 

8 ampoules of Oiamorphine 100 mg were used between 15 April 1991-
21 September 1991 (4 of the 8 ampoules of Oiamorphine 100 rng were 
administered to the patient identified in 7b above, between 19 
September 1991 and the 21 September 1991). 

Note- This patient had previously been prescribed Oramorph 10 mg 
in 5 ml oral solution which was administered regularly commencing 
on 2 July 1991. 

The staff cannot understand why the patient was prescribed 
Oramorph and Oiamorphine. 

When the staff questioned the prescription with Sister they were 
informed that the patient had pain. The staff recalled having 
asked the patient on numerous occasions if he had pain, his normal 
reply was no. 

Conclusion 

1. The staff are concerned that Diamorphine. is being used indiscriminately 
even though they reported their concerns to their manager on 11 July 
1991 (appendix). 

2 . The staff are concerned that non opioids, or weak opioids are not being 
considered prior to the use of Oiamorphine. 

3. The staff have had some training, arranged by the Hospital Manager, 
namely: 

The syringe driver and pain control 

Pain control 

4. Staff Nurse Tubritt wrote to Evans the producers of Diamorphine and 
received literature and a video- Making Pain Management More Effective. 
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5. Staff Tubbritt is undertaking a literature on Patn and Pain Control. 

signed, r··c·oa-~i--A--1 ..................... . Time: 23.35 hours 

L._·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~:.::r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-T·-·-·-·-·-·-·_i 
G M Wh~ey ;cod•A! Date: 31 October 1991 
Community Tutor, (:·o~tinuing Education 
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Northern Parade Clinic 
Doyle Avenue 
Hilsea 
Portsmouth 
P02 9NF 

Tel: Portsmouth {0705) 662378. 

With Compliments 

.• 
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PORTSMOUTH 
& SOUTH EAST HAMPS IRE 
HEALTH AUTHORITY 

COMMUNITY HEALTH CARE SERVICES PORTSMOUTH CITY DIVISIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
NORTHERN PARADE CLINIC 
DOYLE AVENUE 
PORTSMOUTH 
P02 9NF 

Portsmouth !-·-·-·-·c-oti"e·-A·-·-·-·1 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Our ref: Your ref: Please ask for .................................. . 
GMW/PSE 4 November 1991 

Mrs. Anita Tubbritt 
f-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

I Code A I 
! i 
! i 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Dear Anita 

Report of a Visit to Redclyffe Annexe, 31.10.91 

Herewith a copy of the above named report. I have given copies 
of the report to: 

Mrs. susan Frost, Principal Solent School of Health 
Studies, QAH. 

Mr. w. Hooper, General Manager (West) Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital. 

Mrs. I. Evans, Patient Care Manager, Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital. 

Those who were present at the meeting. 

I also wish to assure you of my support and help in this matter. 
Please do not hesitate to contact either sue Frost or myself if 
you require any guidance. 

Yours sincerely 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i 

I CodeA I 
i i 

'-·-m~ra:raine-·-:n·;·-·-·~ney-·-! 
Community Tutor, Continuing Education. 

ENC. 

11 



• 

PORTSMOUTH AND SOUTH EAST 
HAMPSHIRE HEALTH AUTHORITY 

COMMUNITY HEALTH SERVICES AND SMALL HOSPITALS UNIT 

Our ref: Your ret: 

y~ s. l-.J \ u... ~ 'b'h-t\- . 

GMC101247-0166 

GOSPORT WAR MEMORIAL HOSPITA 
BURY ROAD, 
GO SPORT, 
HANTS. P012 3PW 

Gosport 524611 Ext ............................ .. 
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FROM: 

Your Ref 

MyRef 

\AIC I I r .... t\A 

GMC101247-0167 

PORTSMOUTH AND SOUTH EAST HAMPSHIRE HEALTH AUTHORITY 

Mrs . I . Evans 
Patient Care Manager 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

IE/LP 

MEMORANDUM 
TO: See Distribution 

7th November 1991 

It has been brought to my attention that same members of the staff still have 
concer~s over the appropriatness of the prescribing of Diamorphine to certain 
patients at Redclyffe Annexe. 

I have discussed this matter with Dr. Logan and Dr. Barton who like myself are 
concerned about these allegations. To establish if there is any justification to 
review practice we have agreed to look at all individual cases staff have or have 
had any concerns over and then meet with all staff to discuss findings. 11 
I am therefore writing to all the trained staff asking for the names of any 
patients that they feel Diamorphine (or any other drug) has been prescribed 
inappropriately. 

To ensure everyones views are considered I would appreciate a reply from every 
member of staff even if it is purely to state they have no concerns, by 21st 
November. 

I arn relying on your full co-operation and hope on this occasion everyone will be 
open and honest over this issue so we are able to address everyones concerns and 
hopefully resolve this issue in a constructive and professional manner • 

.. -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
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I. Evans 

Distribution 

Every trained member of 
copy to: Night Sister 

Dr. Logan 
Dr. Barton 
Mr. Hooper 

Staff at Redclyffe Annexe 

P.P. 

./ 



\~'ESSEX IUc( ;IOI\!i\1. OFFICl·: ( :t'nl'ral Secretary: 

e SB/FFO 

22 November 1991 

Mrs I Evans 

C:hristinc ll;oncoclc 
llSc( !·:con I KC~ 

C\)J *~ f."~--~--~-~-~~--~~--~-~--~--J 
r··coeie-·-A·-·l 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Patient Care Manager 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital 
Bury Road 
Go sport 
Hants 
P012 3PW 

Dear Mrs Evans, 

Patrons: 
Her Majc.sty the Queen 
Her Majesty Qul't:ll Eli;_;liwth 
th<' Qut·en Mother 
I kr Ro1·<1i 11 igillll'SS 
the PrinccS."i Margdn·t 
C:ountc.;s or Sn()\vclott 

I refer to your memorandum to staff at Redclyffe Annexe dated 
7th November 1991 and Keith Murray's letter to you dated 14th 
November 1991. I believe it is important that I reinforce the 
RCN 1 s position as indicated to you in Mr Murray's letter. 

This office was aware of the concerns that had been expressed 
by staff earlier this year and other discussions that had taken 
place with yourself as the Manager. It had been understood 
that the concerns raised would be addressed and the RCN had 
anticipated that clear guidance/policy would be promulgated as 
a result of the very serious professional concerns Nursing 
Staff were expressing. 

It is now a matter of serious concern that these complaints 
were not acted upon in the way that had been anticipated and 
that Management are, some months after those discussions now 
seeking formal allegations. I would reinforce Mr Murray's 
position that this is not acceptable and the RCN is not 
prepared to be drawn into what could emerge as a vindictive 
witch hunt that would divide Nursing Staff, Medical Staff and 
Management. The complaints were adequately reported to 

GMC101247-0168 

H Southgat<: Street 
Winchester SO:.!.'l 9EF 
Telephone 0962 8683~2 
Fax 0962 8:i5819 

Management earlier this year and you have received further evidence 
by way of Gerrie Whitney's report dated 31 October 1991. 
We now expect a clear policy to be agreed as a matter of urgency. 

If it is not possible for Management to achieve this, the RCN 
will need to seek further instructions from its membership to 
pursue this matter through the grievance procedure on the basis 
that Management have failed to manage this situation properly. 

Yours sincerely 

Steve Barnes 
RCN Officer - Wessex 

C.C: Keith Murray 

lleadqu<~rters: 

:w Cavendish Square 
l.onclon W I M OAB 
Telephone 071-409 33:-13 
Fax 071-355 1379 



2nJitecember 1991 

Anita Tubbritt, 
.. -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Dear Anita, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

GMC101247-0169 

20 Cavendish Square 
London W1M OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to speak to you over what I 
know is a very emotive and difficult subject. 

~s agreed at our meeting I have written to Chris West, District General .. 

1~nager and enclosed a personal copy, I will keep you informed of any .. 
C ~1nformation as I receive it. I have spoken to Gerrie and also sent her 

a copy. 

I would like to take the opportunity to reinforce the fact that you 
have the support of the RCN in this subject and if I can be of any 
more help please don't hestiate in contacting me. 

With best wishes. 

Regards, 

1-C~d~-A-] 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

t<eith Murray 

~anch Convenor 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
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enc. 



2n~ecember 1991 

Mr C l-'Jest, 
District General Manager, 
District Offices, 
St. Mary's Hospital, 
Milton, 
Portsmouth, 
Hants. P03 6AD 

Dear Chris, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

GMC101247-0170 

20 Cavendish Square 
London WlM OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

I am seeking your advice on how best to resolve a problem which was 
brought to my attention in April 1991 but apparently has been present 
for the last 2 years • 

• was contacted by a staff nurse v1ho is currently employed on night 
t_;duty in Redclyffe Annexe, her concern was that patients within 

Redclyffe were being prescribed Diamorphine who she felt did not always 
require it, the outcome being that the patient died. The drug was always 
being administered via 'syringe drivers'. It is fair to say that this 
member of staff was speaking on behalf of a group of her colleagues. 

On my advice the staff nurse wrote to Isobel Evans, Patient Care 
Manager putting forward her requirements under the UKCC Code of 
Professional Conduct. Following this I had a meeting with lsobel Evans 
Patient Care Manager on the 26th April 1991, the outcome of this was 
that a 'policy· would be produced to specifically address the 
prescribing and administration of controlled drugs within Redclyffe. 
In addition a meeting would be held with the staff and Isobel where 
they could voice their concerns, this meeting took place on the 11th 
July 1991 and the minutes circulated, as these give a clear outline of 
the concerns of the staff I have enclosed a copy for your perusal. 

~allowing the afar_ esaid meeting tl·1o study days on 'Pain Control' were 
~rranged, as you will see from the minutes relating to the meeting of 
f ~he 11th July 1991 some of the concerns voiced by the staff were that 

diamorphine was being prescribed for patients who were not in pain. 
These study days did temporarily alleviate the worries of the staff. 

Regrettably the concerns of the staff have once again returned, one of 
the staff nurses who is currently on an ENB course was talking about 
this subject to Gerrie Whitney, Community Tutor, Continuing Education. 
Gerrie visited Redclyffe on the 31st October 1991 and subsequently 
wrote a report. Copies of her report were circulated to Isobel, Bill 
Hooper and Sue Frost, as I feel it is pertinent I have obtained Gerrie's 
permission to enclose a copy. 



.. 
·~' 

GMC101247-0171 

After receiving this report Isobel responded by sending a memo \Copy 
enclosed) to the trained staff at Redclyffe. As the 'concerns' had now 
appar-ently become "allegations" I ~·n-ote to Isobel voicing my concern on 
this point, also that she had to date not produced the policy to which 
we had agreed in April 1991. I also informed her that it was my view 
that unless I heard to the contrary a grievance would have to be 
lodged. To date lsobel has not responded. 

I feel the staff have acted professionally and with remarkable 
restraint considering that it is fair to say that since highlighting 
their concerns there has been a certain amount of ostracization. 
A~ter talking to the staff and thinking it through I now feel that a 
grievance may not completely resolve this issue. I have been told that 
it is only a small group of night staff who are 'making waves·, this 
could be true as a majority of the day staff have left over the period 

•
of 2 years that this situation has been present, v-Jhether this \•Jas a 
reason for their leaving I am unsure. 

f ·' 
- I have various concerns, for the patients and subsequently their 

relatives, the staff in that they are working in this environment but 
also that this could be leaked to the media. While none of the staff or 
myself have any desire whatsoever to use this means there is serious 
concern from both myself and the staff that someone could actually leak 
this and I hope you know my feelings about the media and using it as a 
means of resolving problems. On this basis alone I hope you agree with 
me in that we have to address this issue urgently. 

As I stated at the beginning I am seeking your advice on what I think 
you will now feel is a difficult problem. I must stress that none of 
the staff have shown any malice in what they have said and that their 
only concern is for the patient. 

Your comments/advice would be greatly appreciated . 

• Yours sincerely, 

Kei th Mun-ay 

Branch Convenor 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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2nd December 1991 

Beverley Turnbull, 

~---c~d;--A--1 
l-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·___1 

~Dear Beverley, 
' .. 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

GMC101247-0172 

20 Cavendish Square 
London W1M OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to speak to you over what I 
know is a very emotive and difficult subject. 

As agreed at our meeting I have written to Chris West, District General 
Manager and enclosed a personal copy, I will keep you informed of any 
information as I receive it. I have spoken to Gerrie and also sent her 
a copy. 

I would like to take the opportunity to reinforce the fact that you 
have the support of the RCN in this subject and if I can be of any 
more help please don't hestiate in contacting me~ 

With best wishes. 

Regards, 

Keith Murray 

Branch' Convenor 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
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Your Ref. 

My Ref. IE/LP 

Sisters 
· • Hooper 

" •. ;I.Dg-an . 
Dr. Barton < . 

5th December 1991 

Due to the lack of response to my ·memo of the 7th Noverriber Dr. Logan will be unable to 
camnent on specific cases, however, we have arranged a meeting for all members of staff 
at Redclyffe who have concerns on the prescribing of Diamorphine on Tuesday 17th 
December at 2 p.m. to discuss the subject in general terms. 

It is not our intention to nak.e this neeting in any way threatening to staff, our aim 
is purely to allay any concerns staff may have so I hope everyone will take the 
opportunity to attend and help resolve this issue. 

r-·co·CI·e·-·A·-·\ 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I. Evans 

GMC101247-0173 



lOth December 1991 

Mrs I Evans, 
Patient Care Manager, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital, 
Bury Road, 
Gosport, 
Hants., 
P012 3PW 

Dear Mrs Evans, 

GMC101247-0174 

Patrons: 20 Cavendish Square 
Her Majesty the Queen London W1 M OAB 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth Telephone 071 409 3333 
the Queen Mother Fax 071 355 1379 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

I am receipt of a copy of the letter dated 5th December 1991 you have 
sent to Mr 5 Barnes RCN Officer. 

,~ far as I am alo'Jar e it is not the use of syringe drivers that is the 
~use of concern and I refer you to the minutes of the meeting that you 
f;roduced after your meeting of the 11th July 1991 with the st~ff. 

I further note that you are holding a further meeting with the staff "to 
once again re-address this problem''. As you are fully aware of the 
issues which are causing the concerns from the staff the purpose of 
this meeting has to be doubtful. I refer you to the agreement following 
our meeting on the 26th April 1991 which was that a policy would be 
drawn up to address the issue of the concerns voiced by the staff. This 
has failed to materialise. 

I would reaffirm the position as stated in my letter 14th November 1991 
and reiterated by Mr Barnes in his letter dated 22nd November 1991 the 
serious concern in the lack of a positive response to what is 
considered a perfectly reasonable request from staff who have acted 
both professionally and with remarkable restraint. Furthermore that 
some seven months have passed since this issue was first drawn to your 
attention. Unless I re_ceive a response in that a policy will be drawn up 

•
ich clearly addresses all the concerns is received from the staff 

_ llowing your meeting I will be raising a grievance on behalf of the 
... staff. 

Yours sincerely, 

Keith Murray 

Branch Convenor 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. 
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cc Mr S Barnes, RCN Officer - Wessex 



10th December 1991 

Anita Tubbritt, 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

/Code AI 
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L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Dear Anita, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

I enclose a copy of the letter I have sent Mrs Evans. 

GMC101247-0175 

20 Cavendish Square 
London WlM OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

I think I have made it quite clear that unless you receive confirmation 
at your meeting that a policy will be drawn up which addresses all the 
concerns that you first brought to Mrs Evans attention back in July 
then a grievance will be lodged. If I hear from Chris West in the 
meantime I will naturally let you know immediately. 

I hope my letter brings a positive response, the important thing at 
your meeting to remember is that you are the ones acting professionally 
and correctly, try to be assertive and don:t be fobbed off. I will be 
thinking of you. 

With best wishes. 

Yours sincerely, 

i·--c~-d~--)~J 
i i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ e Keith Murray 

( . 
' ,. Branch Convenor 

rc-~d-;--A-1 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 



lOth December 1991 

Mrs I. Evans, 
Patient Care Manager, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital, 
Bury Road, 
Gosport, 
Hants., 
P012 3PW 

Dear Mrs Evans, 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

GMC101247-0176 

20 Cavendish Square 
London Wl M {)AJ3 

Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

I am receipt of a copy of the letter dated 5th December 1991 you have 
sent to Mr S Barnes RCN Officer . 

• s far as I am aware it is not the use of syringe drivers that is the 
~ause of concern and I refer you to the minutes of the meeting that you 

produced after your meeting of the 11th July 1991 with the staff. 

I further note that you are holding a further meeting ~·Jith the staff "to 
once again re-address this pr-oblem". As you are fully a!I'Jare of the 
issues which are causing the concerns from the staff the purpose of 
this meeting has to be doubtful. I refer you to the agreement following 
our meeting on the 26th April 1991 which was that a policy would be 
drawn up to address the issue of the concerns voiced by the staff. This 
has failed to materialise. 

I would reaffirm the position as stated in my letter 14th November 1991 
and reiterated by Mr Barnes in his letter dated 22nd November 1991 the 
serious concern in the lack of a positive response to what is 
considered a perfectly reasonable request from staff who have acted 
both professionally and with remarkable restraint. Furthermore that 
some seven months have passed since this issue was first drawn to your 
attention. Unless I receive a response in that a policy will be drawn up 

~hich clearly addresses all the concerns is received from the staff 
~allowing your meeting I will be raising a grievance on behalf of the 
·staff. 

YoLws sincerely, 

Keith Murray 

Branch Convenor 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
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cc Mr S Barnes, RCN Officer - Wessex 



10th December 1991 

Beverley Turnbull, 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Dear Beverley, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

I enclose a copy of the let~er I have sent Mrs Evans . 

GMC101247-0177 

20 Cavendish Square 
London W1 M OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

• I think I have made it quite clear that unless you receive confirmation 
at your meeting that a policy will be drawn up which addresses all the 
concerns that you first brought to Mrs Evans attention back in July 
then a grievance will be lodged. If I hear from Chris West in the 
meantime I will naturally let you know immediately. 

I hope my letter brings a positive response, the important thing at 
your meeting to remember is that you are·the ones acting professionally 
and correctly, try to be assertive and don't be fobbed off. I will be 
thinking of you. 

With best wishes. 

Yours sincerely, 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
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Branch Convenor 
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GMC101247-0178 

Notes of a Meeting held on Tuesday 17th December 1991 at Redclyffe Annexe for 
staff who had concerns related to the use of Diamorphine within the unit. 

PRESENI' 

Mrs. Evans, Patient Care Manager ~ 
Dr. Logan, Consultant, Geriatrician 
Dr. Barton, Clinical Assistant 
Sister Hamblin 
S.N. Donne 
S.N. Barrett 
S.N. Giffin 
S.N. Tubbritt 
E. N. Wigfall 
E. N. Turn bull 

All trained staff were invited to the meeting if they were concerned with this 
issue, no apologies were received. 

Mrs. Evans opened the meeting by thanking everyone for earning and highlighting 
the follo.ving:-

1. A staff meeting was held on 11th July 1991 to establish all staff's 
concerns re: the use of Diamorphine for terminal patients at Redclyffe 
Annexe. 

2. A second meeting was held on 20th August where Steve King, Nurse Manager, 
Elderly Services Q.A.H. and Dr. Logan spoke to .the staff on drug control 
of symptoms. The aim of this meeting was to allay staff's fears by 
explaining the reasons for prescribing. As no one challenged any 
statements at this meeting or raised any queries,. it was assumed the 
problem had been resolved and no further action was planned. 

3. 

A recent report from a meeting held with Gerrie Whitney, Community Tutor, 
indicated some staff still had concerns, so a further meeting was planned 
for 17th December 1991. 

Staff were invited to give details of cases they had been concerned over 
but no information was received; it was therefore decided to talk to 
staff on the general issue of symptom control and all trained staff would 
be invited to attend. 

4. This issue had put a great deal of stress on everyone particularly the 
medical staff, it has the potential of being detrimental to patient care 
and relative's peace of mind and could undermine the good work being done 
in the unit if allowed to get out of hand. Everyone was therefore urged 
to take part in discussions and help reach an agreement on haw to proceed 
in future. 

5. Staff were asked to bear in mind that the subject was both sensitive and 
emotive and to make their comments as objective as possible. 

I . .. 



. " ' 

GMC101247-0179 

- 2 -

As Mrs. Evans had presented staff's concerns she stated the problem as she saw 
it and invited staff to comment if they did not agree with her 
interpretation:-

l. We have an increasing number of patients requiring terminal care. 

2. Everyone agrees that our main aim with these patients is to relieve their 
symptoms and allow them a peaceful and dignified death. 

3. The prescribing of Diamorphine to patients with easily recognised severe 
pain has not been questioned. 

4. What is questioned is the appropriateness of prescribing diamorphine for 
other symptoms or less obvious pain. 

5. No one was questioning the amounts of Diamorphine or suggesting that 
doses were inappropriate. 

All present agreed with these statements, no other carments were asked to 
be considered. 

Mrs. Evans then reminded staff that at the July meeting it had been agreed 
that she neither had the authority or knowledge to write a policy on the 
prescribing of drugs, but she would be happy to talk to staff at the end of 
the meeting if any member of staff had concerns relating to the administration 
of drugs which was not amply covered by the District Drug Manual or U.K.C.C. 
Administration of Medicines. Dr. Logan then spoke to the staff at length on 
symptom control covering the following points:-

a. First priority was to establish cause of symptom and.remove cause if 
possible. 

b. Where appropriate the 'sliding scale' of analgesics should be used. 

c. Oral medication should be used were possible and when effective (this 
raised the issue of the availability of Hyoscine as an oral preparation). 

d. The aim of opiate usage was to proouce comfort and tranquility at the 
smallest necessary dose - an unreceptive r:a~ is not the prime 
objective. 

e. The limited range of suitable drugs available if normal range of 
analgesics not effective. 

f. That Diamorphine had added benefits of producing a feeling of well being 
in the patient. 

g. The difficulty of accurately assessing levels of discomfort with patients 
who were not able to express themselves fully or who had multiple medical 
problems. The decision to prescribe for these patients had therefore to 
be made on professional judgement based on knowledge of patients 
condition, to enable patient to be nursed comfortably. 

h. It was not acceptable for patients who are deteriorating terminally, and 
require 2 hrly turning, to have pain or distress during this process. They 
require analgesia even if they are content between these times. 

I . .. 
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Following general discussion and answering of staff questions Dr. Logan stated I 
he would be willing to speak to any member of staff who still had concerns 
aver prescribed treatment, after speaking to Dr. Barton or Sister Hamhlin. 
Comments raised during discussion were:-

(a) All staff had a great respect for Dr. Barton and did not question her 
professional judgement. 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

The night staff present did not feel that their op1n1ons of patients 
condition were considered before prescribing of Diamorphine. 

That patients were not always comfortable during the day even if they 
had slept during the night. 

There appeared to be a lack of communication causing some of the 
problem. 

Same staff feared that it was becoming routine to prescribe diamorphine I 
to patients that were dying regardless of their symptoms. 

All staff agreed that if they had concerns in future related to the l 
prescribing of drugs they would approach Dr. Barton or Sister Hamblin in the 
first instance for explanation, following which if they were still concerned 
they could speak to Dr. Logan. 

Mrs. Evans stated she would also be happy for staff to talk to her if they had 
any problems they wanted advice on. 

With no further points raised, Dr. Barton, Dr. Logan, Sister Hamblin and S.N. 
Barrett left the meeting to commence Ward rounds. 

Mrs. Evans spoke to the remaining nursing staff. 

Staff were asked if they felt there was any need for a policy relating to 
nursing practice on tlris issue. No one present felt this was appropriate. 
Mrs. Evans stated she was concerned over the manner in which these concerns 
had been raised as it had made people feel very threatened and defensive and 
stressed the need to present concerns in the agreed manner in future. 
She agreed with staff that there did seem to be a communication problem within 
the unit, particularly between day and night staff which had possibly been 
made worse by recent events. Mrs. Evans had already met with both the Day and 
Night Sisters in an attempt to identify problem and she advised staff to go 
ahead with planned staff meetings and offered to present staff's views from 
both Day and Night staff if they felt this would be useful. 
Mrs. Evans spoke to Sister Hamblin and S.N. Barrett the following morning to 
ask them to organise day staffs views and ask them to make every effort to 
ensure patients assessments were both objective and clearly recorded in 
nursing records. 

Mrs. Evans would arrange a further meeting with both Night Sisters and Sister 
Hamblin following the staff meeting to ensure problems have been resolved with 
information handover from Day to Night Staff and vice versa. 

IE/LP 31.12.91 



11th January 1992 

Mrs A Tubbritt, 

,--c~-d-~--A-1 
l __________________________ j 

Dear Anita, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 

GMC101247-0181 

20 Cavendish Square 
London WlM OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

I have now heard from Chris West District General Manager, in his 
letter Chris has passed the situation onto Max Millett Unit General 
Manager. I was at a meeting with Tony Horne General Manager, Community 

.• Unit who informed me that he had already spoken to Bill Hooper about 
~ the concerns that I had put in my letter to Chris West, Tony will be 

getting back to me in due course. I hope this is clear! 

I know that after your last meeting with Mrs Evans your concerns may be 
eleviated, I still feel that the underlying problem is still there. I 
therefore hope that you agree with allowing this to run the course. 

With best wishes for 1992. 

Yours sincerely, 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Keith Murray 

Branch Convenor 
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Dear Beverley, 

General Secretary: 
Christine Hancock 
BSc(Econ) RGN 

Patrons: 
Her Majesty the Queen 
Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth 
the Queen Mother 
Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Margaret 
Countess of Snowdon 
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20 Cavendish Square 
London W1M OAB 
Telephone 071 409 3333 
Fax 071 355 1379 

I have now heard from Chris West District General Manager, in his 
letter Chris has passed the situation onto Max Millett Unit General 

•
Manager. I was at a meeting with Tony Horne General Manager, Community 

._. Unit who informed me that he had already spoken to Bill Hooper about 
the concerns that I had put in my letter to Chris West, Tony will be 
getting back to me in due course. I hope this is clear! 

I know that after your last meeting with Mrs Evans your concerns may be 
eleviated, I still feel that the underlying problem is still there. I 
therefore hope that you agree with allowing this to run the course. 

With best wishes for 1992. 

Yours sincerely, 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

Jcode Al 
l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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• Branch Convenor 
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·19 September, 2002 

Or Peter Old 
Acting Chief Executive 
Hampshire and Isle of Wight 
Practitioner & Patient Services Agency 
Coltbury House 
Friarsgate 
Winchester 
Hampshire 8023 8EE 

Dear Dr Old 

• > ' 
jj~1~d11~8 ci~::C[OfS 

! wrote to you on ·11 July to inform you that allegations made against Dr Barton, who 
is contracted to your Health Authority, were to be considered by the CouncH's 
Preliminary Proceedings Committee. 

As you are no doubt already aware, the Committee considered the matter at their 
meeting on 29 August 2002, foifo\ving whlch they ck~cided that the allegations, if 
provc-)d, would amount to serious profHssiona! misconduct, and have therefore 
referred the rnatter to the Professional Conduct Committee. Further investigations 
will now be undertaken, and once these are complete, a hearing date will be fixed. 
\Ne will notify of this date closer to the time. 

Yours sincerely 
.. ---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
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·16 SeptembHr, 2002 

fv1s JuHe Miller 
Cornrnission for Health Improvement 
1 03-105 Bunhill Row 
London EC1 Y 8TG 

Dear Ms Miller 

l arn writin9 to inform you, In confidenct::, that the Council's Preliminary Proceedings 
Committee have considered the information provided by the Harnpshire Constabul<:~ry 
about Dr Barton. They have decided that a ctlarge should be formulated against Dr 
Barton on the basis of the inforrnation, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held 
by the Council's Professional Conduct Committee. 

No date has yet been flxed for the hearing of Or Barton's case. lt rnay we!! be necessary 
for a member of the GMC's solicitors to contact you in the near future in connection with 
the preparation of the case, and l should be grateful for jlour assistance. 
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Dear Ms McKenzle 

I am writing to lnform you, ln confidence, that the Council's Prellrninary Proceedings 
Committee have considered the information provided by the Hampshire Constabulary 
about Dr Barton. They have decided that a charge should be forrnu!atad against Or 
Barton on the basis of the information, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held 
by the Counci! 1S Professional Conduct Cornmittee. 

No date has yet been fixed for the hearing of Dr Barton's case. lt may we!! be necessary 
for a member of the GMC'.s solicltors to contact you in the near future in connection w!th 
the preparation of the case, and I should be grateful for your assistance_ 

Yours sincerely 
r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
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12 September, 2002 

_M_r __ ~ __ E.E.!.9.'?. ___________ _ 

Code A 

Dear Mr Page 

! am writing to inform you, in confidence, that the Council's Preliminary Proceedings 
Committee have considered the information provided by the Hampshire Constabulary 
about Dr Barton. They have decided that a charge should be formulated against Or 
Barton on the basis of the information, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held 
by the Council;s Professional Conduct Committee. 

No date has yet been fixed for the hearing of Dr Barton's case. lt may we!! be necessary 
for a member of the GMC's solicitors to contact you in the near future in c;onnection with 
the preparation of the case, and I should be grateful for your assistance. 

Yours sincerely 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
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Mr I Wilson 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i 
i i 

l CodeAl 
i i 
i i 
i i 
i i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Dear Mr Wilson 

l am writing to inforrn you, in confidence, that the CouncWs Preliminary Proceedings 
Committee have considered the information provided by the Hamps~1im Constabulary 
about Or Barton. They have decided that a charge should be formulated against Or 
Barton on the basis of the information, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held 
by the CouncWs Professional Conduct Committee. 

No date has yet bE:en fixed for the hearing of Or Barton's case. 1t may well be necessary 
for a member of the GMC's soHcitors to contact you in the near future in connection with 
the preparation of the ease, and ! should be grateful for your assistance. 

Your~--~_i_r!_?_~-~~~}y __________________________________ ~ 
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I am writlng to inform you, in confidence, that the Council's Preliminary Proceedings 
Committee have considered the information provided by the Hampshire Constabulary 
about Or Barton. They have decided that a charge should be formulated against Dr 
Barton on the basis of the information, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held 
by the Council's Professional Conduct Committee. 

No date has yet been fixed for the t1ear!ng of Or Barton's case. lt may well be necessary 
for a member of the GMC's solicitors to contact you in the near future in connection witi1 
the preparation of the case, and I should be grateful for your assistance. 

Yours sincerely 
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12 SHptember, 2002 

Code A 

Dear Mr Farthing 

I am writing to inform you, in confidence, that the CouncWs Pre!1minary ProceHdings 
Committee have considered the information provided by the Hampshire Constabulary 
about Dr Barton. They have decided that a charge should be formulated against Dr 
Barton on the basis of thH information, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held 
by the Council's Professional Conduct Committee. 

No date has yet been fixed for the hearing of Or Barton's case. !t may well be necessary 
for a member of the GMC's so!Jcltors to contact you in the near future ln connection with 
the preparation of ttle case, and I should be grateful for your assistance. 

Yours sincerely 

~--code--A-1 
M i cfiaerRe-(iga-n·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 

[~~~~.r-~~:~A:~:~:~:~boae·-A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 



Your reference 
In reply please quote 

12 Septernber, 2002 

C.L J James 
Hamspshlre Constabulary 
Police Headquarters 
West Hill 
Rornsey Road 
Winchester 
Hampshire 
8022 5D8 

Dear C.L James 

Chief supt/.JJ/DM 
MK/2000/204/ 

GMC101247-0191 

Ci ENI:F\AL 
MEI)IC:AL 
CCJ"UNC:l.L 

\ 

I am writing to inform you, in confidence, that the Council's Preliminary Proceedings 
Committee have considered the information you provided about Or Barton. They have 
decided that a charge should be formulated against Dr Barton on the basis of the 
information, and that an inquiry into the charge should be held by the Council's 
Professional Conduct Committee. 

No date llas yet been fixed for the t1earing of Dr Barton's cas(:;. !t rnay well be necessary 
for a member of the GMC's sollcitors to contact you in the near future in connection with 
the preparation of the case, and l should be grateful for your assistance. 

Yours sincerely 

r--co-de--A-1 
i ! 
i ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Michael Keegan 
.. g_Qog_Ht?t~?.§.~_presentation Section 
! Code A ! 
i..--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

E rnal!: C~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~?.~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~j 
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HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 

Paul R. Kernaghan QPM LL.B MA DPM MCIPD 
Chief Constable 

Our Ref. 

Your Ref. 

Ms L Quinn 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street 
London, Wl W SJE 

Dear Ms Quinn, 

Fareham Police Station 
Quay Street 
Fareham 
Hampshire 
P016 ONA 

Tel. 0845 0454545 
Fax. 023 92891663 

21 51 June 2004 

Re: Operation Rochester, Investigation into deaths of Patients at 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

I am writing to you today to further update the GMC regarding the above 
investigation as promised at our meeting on the 2ih February this year. 

The police have now received the findings of the key clinical team in relation to 
the reported deaths of patients at the hospital and have prioritised the further 
investigation of a number of these cases. In respect of these cases we have 
identified a large number of key medical staff who we intend to interview and 
obtain witness statements from. It is possible that these interviews could be 
protracted and therefore take some time. 

Once these statements have been obtained and reviewed they will be served on 
all the relevant parties. The police in consultation with the Crown Prosecution 
Service will at that stage seek to review our position in respect of disclosing these 
papers to you as soon as possible thereafter. This strategy has been discussed 
with the Chief Medical Officer who is in agreement with our course of action. 

If there are any further questions that I can answer at this stage of the 
investigation please do not hesitate to contact me or any of my officers. 

Yours Sincerely, 

David Williams 
Detective Chief Inspector 

-
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Importance: 

Paul 

Please see attached. 

Barton memo to 
Paul Philip 17-... 

Paul -

Paul Hylton c~--~--~--~~~~-~~-.A~--~--~--~".1 
1 7 Sep 20q~U2:3.5. ___ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·, 
Paul Philip L.,·-·-·-·-C.Q.~~--8-·-·-·----~ 
Peter Swain I Code A 1 
Dr Jane Barto"fi-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

High 
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Memorandum 
To Paul Philip 

From Paul Hylton 

Date 17 September 2004 

CC Peter Swain 

Dr Jane Barton 

1. I have now had an opportunity to review the information disclosed to the GMC 
by Hampshire Police on 10 September 2004. The information contains 
medical records, clinical team screening forms, reviews of expert reports, 
police officer reports and case reviews by Matthew Lohn, and relates to 19 
cases in which the Police and medical experts have determined that the 
treatment by Or Barton was "sub-optimal". Only one of those cases, that of 
Eva Page, has previously been considered by the IOC and PPC. 

2. Critically, the police definition of sub-optimal treatment appears to be 
treatment that was neither negligent nor intended to cause harm. lt could be 
argued that given the definition of spm as outlined in the case of Preiss -v
Genera/ Dental Council, it could not be properly arguable that sub-optimal 
treatment is capable of constituting spm. However, as these matters do not 
concern a single isolated incident it is difficult to see how Preiss could apply. 

3. Having reviewed the information, it would appear that in respect of 14 of the 
19 patients the expert's preliminary report indicates that it may be properly 
arguable that Or Barton's alleged conduct is capable of constituting spm. I 
have based this opinion on the comments made in the Clinical screening 
forms and Matthew's reviews. What we do not have at this time are any 
detailed expert reports, and I am currently trying to ascertain from the Police 
whether there are any more detailed expert reports than those already 
disclosed. If there are more detailed reports available then we would have to 
consider whether we would need to put them before the IOC or whether the 
reviews we currently have are sufficient. 

4. The information does not include details of the other four other cases 
previously considered by the IOC. I am currently trying to ascertain the status 
of these cases. However, given the nature of the albeit limited information 
previously made available to us by the Police it would not be unreasonable to 
assume that the other 4 cases are among those cases currently being 
considered by the CPS. 

5. I will compile a bundle to be considered by the President for referral to the 
IOC next week. I will also contact the Police again in order to try and obtain 
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any information they feel able to disclose in respect of the cases currently 
being considered by the CPS. Clearly, it is important that we give the IOC as 
full a picture as possible of the matters under investigation. If nothing else, we 
should try and get from the Police a statement confirming that a criminal 
investigation is still taking place, outlining the broad nature of the allegations, 
and stating how many patients are involved. 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 

/Code A 
; 
; 
; 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Paul Hylton 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 



1. 0 00!2. 04 7 
Or Jmw; Barton 

Date of PPC referral to PCC: 28 August 2002 

Considered by !OC on three occasions -June 2.001, March 2002 and 
Septerrlbur 2002 ~ no on:h:~r rnack: 
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ThZ:~ GMC's Ci:)Se aq1:1inst Or B<xton began ln July 2000 t'olk;'.\<'ing !'(':f•s<rral by the 
~-hwnpshir£t Constabulary which hezi started 1:1n investi9ation into ttkl cifcun:stances 
surmum:linq the d.;;ath of Gbdys Rlcharcls, a geriatric patient <::lt Gcsport War 
Mernorial Huspita!. The pollce investiS}':c'lt:on W<:ls subsequently extended to four other 
deaths, Arthur "Bri;:::n" Cunnlngharn, Alice \<Vllkle,. Roben VV!Ison and Eva Page. 

ln FebruDr-y 2002., the (:mv,~n Proset::ut:ion ServiC<:1 decided a9ainnt 3 crin:in<:ll 
pros~:::cution. /.\t this potnt the relevant p<::lpE=rs <...ve:e cilsGlosed to tr:e Gfv1C to decide 
on <::H~Y is~:;ues of "seflOUS professk;n;;:d rnlsccnduct or SGrlOusly d<:::fiCil;;r';t perfonT18nC(L 

: ln August 2002, the C.c:'lM~ ''i'Jas referred by the Gf:Ac·s Prdirnina.ry Proceedings 
Comrnl'Hee for hearing bdon:~ the Proft:u:;~;[o.nal c:onduct c.on:mittf;t; ('PCC;} 

The case has t;een n'.lfecre(i to lOC on 3 m.:c.::~sions (June 2001, t\~~arch 2002 and 
Septernber 2002) ior consider<:::llion of \·Vh•ather Or B<:Hton's n;;gisblh::>n should l:H:; 
t\';s.trick~d pflur to he<:Hing bdorz~ lr:e PCC. 

On ~~~8 Mesy 2002, Mrs r·otJckenzk, (daughte:· of t.h{J L~te Gla.dy~; Hich<::lrd~>) YV''<:'>t.::; to the 
GMC She copied Hm letter to David Blunketi MP, Hsrnpshire Const:Jbula:v, Nf.gei 
\=\if"ltfYSOn i:.ilP, Peter \/igqer·s MP, tr:e Police Cornplaints Authority. the CF'S and 
Dn\-dd Parry of Tref"iSUl"Y Counsei She ~·vas concerned ;Ax:;ut the 'failure:.> of thn 
po.iice investigation. l\s a result, the police investlgston Vi<JS reopened. in ,July 
2002, the then Cornmt~~:sion k1r· Heatl.hz:are lmprovernent published 2:l report entil.lcd 
"Gosport War Mernorkll Hospltn! investigation 1nto the Portsrnoulh HeaHhcare NHS 
Trust". The report dtd not narne Dr B;:;rtcn specif'ic,::Jlly, but referred to the crirninal 
investigations and critidsed the .systr;rn.s in placr: ~c;t the tin'lt\ 

On 30 Juiy 2002, fvlrs f~o4ach:.:nzle inforrned the GMC thnt the poh;::c were sccldng 
advice -frnrn the CF13 about Hw inves!.igations and as a result Vo'ere reconsk1erin9 the 
6 cases. ln 1'-Jovernber/Oecernber 2002, fo:lc~\vlng discussions behveen the poikc 
;:;nd the CPS, 1t \"Jas decided Umt the police investlqaton shoufd be contmued anci 
expanded. and FFV\t ""''as asked to consider pt).Stponing the PC>.: f·:ef~ring ('<Nhlch at 
that point was anticipated to take place in /\prd 200:3 }, /\c::cordinqiy the c;.,;:,.se <.<vi3s 
rNnoved from thr; GMC's l!:sts. 

On 30 September 2003, l nwt \-Vith the poh:e who reported that the re'-liB\,v of i:'lil tf·:e 
denths of pstients under Dr Bmton's cnre f~t the hospital had suowo:sir:d that the 
tre<:rlrnenl of sorne i 5 rx i 6 foil lnto the category of ··neqiiqence, cause of death 
ur;dear". At that pnlnt, tt'\e police anticipated inlerviev,Jing Dr f:h:vton, once f'J f;econd 
te;;Jm or experts had reviev-/ed these c<.1ses. >Nr:ich they believed V<iOUki rJe Jan;..i£.':F·y 
2004, They indk::ate·d that they were unable tt) pn:.>vide full detail;::; of their 



invesUoation,. as this could jeopGn:lise further irrv~)~>tig<:~Hons and the p:oposed 
~nt.r::f\!"~ov~; {)f [)~· ~3Bf·ton. 
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UnU end Septernber 2003, \h('; C?h:iC had b;;;en represented by FfVV in thls n~;attf:r 
Ho¥VO\<'M <)5 Matthew Lohn had by HK)t ttrne been <'.lppointed by the pollGe to assist tn 
tru0 qu<::llity contml cr1eck on Uw; experts findlr:g~3, FF\f'J vvltr1dn::v-<t J'rorn the Gf .. 1C side 
to <JVoid ancJ GC'Jnf!ld of 1nterest 

On 2. October 2003, l wrote to the police ind!c;;_~Unq that the G!'v1C "~NHS considerino 
n;fl::ming Dr 8artcn's case yet a£pln to the lnter·irn ()rders Committee and requesting 
t"'l detailed written surnrnary of the evidenco they had obtairlett inclutilng •~my n::;port 
pn:;p;;ned by thf; team of experts. The police rep!ie(i on 6 Octobnr 2003, conf!rminq 
the content of their· tiiz;;(.:u:s:slons wfth rne on 30 Septen1ber 2003 and sk.'JUng: " ... our 
prima(v corwf;m: ~:hW"'l}'S is the safoty of U1r;~ pvbflc. That S?o~kJ, W(.J dtP a1so expf;.N~tHd 
to irwestiqato serious Efffogation~~ such as thoSJi• involved here in o professional and 
ethic<:~} nli:'mner. 0/e themforo fmvt; to strike a batam ... ~e holwfJfHJ corKiuctilv;; our 
irn.~esUpation in the 8Pf-!topriri't('i Fashion whilst mafh~tlcaf!y es::;essfng tho ns1\ to pubfic 
Put simply, our abiity to disclose fnforrrwtion wouM need io bo basod on ~'in 
assessrYJ{Jnt or the riak that -vvas pn3senteci t;<(}W by Dr Ek:rton. ·'' 

A Meriicr~l Scre~mer oi' the c;r.,'1C w;ain coru.:;iderlxi the case <Nith a vlm-v to referr:ng 
Dr B>gton to the !ntedrn Order·~:; CornrnHJee ~n Noven1ber 2003. HtA~Jever, H·le 
Scrfmner kH that as a result or the lack of nw·N evidencif.~ .. the !{)C would corne to Um 
same dz~dsiun as previously. 

On T .Jamwry 2004, I wrote to the potlce, a~>klng for an update on pt\)Dt\';Ss. Thr;y 
n:;plied on 2B January 2004, indicaUn{J that they vvere t.<nable to provide any further· 
:nfurrn:ation ;:'lt that point 

l wrote <.."lqain on 6 F~Jbruary 2004 ~:;;,;Jying that the Gfv1C had no further infonT;ation 
;:.;bout the C>i~3C nnd that 1he GMC's inquirk;s \t;'Bre cm rwki pending condL<Slon of the 
poHcr~ lnvr;sti~Jatlons, 

On .27 February 2004 there \\<as a meeting between the GrAC (Paul PhlHp, 
J0ckie Srntih and L.Q}, H;:=HTlpshin·:. (;onstabulary (DCS VVatts and DJ N\ven} ;::md FFVV 
(tvtahhew lohn)~ /\ surnrnary of H1e police's position ls that thr:y Wt:.re f.;tili 
inv<sstir;ahv.J, did not know ',vhen the investigation would be complete, did nut kno'.t.! 
when they vvould be ready to interview Dr Barton, 0nd vlere not v.,;fJHng to glvo the 
GMC any of the infnrmation H:ey have so f:e:;r unless we guamntoe not to p<:t'3S it on to 
''' ~, .. ,~, .. ·(· >,:.,! t>·· ·J··'>A'<r', ,~,· t "~"''' '> '·' ,e (->(){_,,,)! , -.fv, r)t,n ) <ey ,.l ,,__.,.~ we ,,an no gl,:Sr<.:~: ,,ee }~ 

f\t Paul's reques!., Peter Steel <.,.vrote to the Hampshire Constabulary on 5 May 2004 
setting out our posltlon nnd asking when they think their invostigntlons wm be 
concluded, with what result, ;;n·1d i.o reconsider whother them is any infonnaEnn they 
can r·tJessc to us now, 

There is a patients' gr-oup ~n connection '.'<'ith [k 8arton's cDse, and it ls represented 
by Alexander H;:'1nir;:. 

Linda Ouinn 
7 hAny 2004 

2 



Complaints on FPD against Or Jane Barton 

1. 2000/204 7 
Complainants 
a. Hants Constabulary (R J Butt) 
b. M Wilson 
Category: dishonesty/criminality 
Location of papers 1 0/6/04 Paul Hylton 
Complaint 1, closed 11/2/02 
Complaint 2, arrange PCC hearing 29/8/02 
Complaint 43, closed 4/7/02 

2. 2002/0553 
Complainant: Ann Reeves 
Category: substandard clinical practice/substandard treatment 
Closed 10/6/02 (not SPM/SDP) 
Location of papers: Recall 

3. 2002/0941 
Complainant: Marilyn Jackson 
Category: other 
29/8/02 arrange PCC conduct hearing 
Location of papers: Paul Hylton 

[complaint included complaints about 
Phillip Beed (closed as not about a doctor) 
Althea Lord (not SPM/SDP)] 

4. 2002/1345 
Complainant: R Carby 
Category: dishonesty/criminality 
Location of papers: E_aul Hyltor] 
16/4/04 "await outcome of criminal process" 

5. 2003/1509 
Complainant: Emily Yeats 
No category listed 
Location of papers: 7/10/03- Recall 
Closed 29/8/03 "as principal party does not wish to proceed" 

smb 14/6/04 
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Complaints on FPD against Dr Jane Barton 

1. 2000/2047 
Complainants 
a. Hants Constabulary (R J Butt) 
b. M Wilson 
Category: dishonesty/criminality 
Location of papers 1 0/6/04 Paul Hylton 
Complaint 1, closed 11/2/02 
Complaint 2, arrange PCC hearing 29/8/02 
Complaint 43, closed 4/7/02 

2. 2002/0553 
Complainant: Ann Reeves 

GMC101247-0209 

Av..d.::J 
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Category: substandard clinical practice/substandard treatment 
Closed 10/6/02 (not SPM/SDP) 
Location of papers: Recall 

3. 2002/0941 
Complainant: Marilyn Jackson 
Category: other 
29/8/02 arrange PCC conduct hearing 
Location of papers: Paul Hylton 

[complaint included complaints about 
Phillip Beed (closed as not about a doctor) 
Althea Lord (not SPM/SDP)] 

4. 2002/1345 
Complainant: R Carby 
Category: dishonesty/criminality "b.~~ ~ V Ca..S~ ~ e CC1 
Location of papers: Paul Hylton ) fi&- ~ -roe e<.--S. ~ .... r__ /!_." ;{ 
16/4/04 "await.>u.JtcomA-Qf criminal process" -- '~ ( l CJYV \ 

Wsov""'cr~ c:::o-V. s:::_ 
5. 2003/1509 
Complainant: Emily Yeats 

( 

PCltce ~<;~'-~ 
No category listed 
Location of papers: 7/10/03- Recall (~ov~D3} 
Closed 29/8/03 "as principal party does not wish to proceed" 

smb 14/6/04 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Lou ise Povey :-·-·-coiie_A_·-·-: 
0 1 J u I 2~_04 __ 1_~:~~I:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~·-·-·· . ;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Paul Ph11ip_ ~ Code A :Ton I Smerdon l.-·-·----~-'='~~-~---·-·-·-j Paul Hylton l_ ________ <;:!J..~.~--~·-·-·-·-.i 
Cc: Peter SwalrC.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-J 
Subject: FW: Dr BARTON. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Louis e Povey L~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~A~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 01 Jul 2004 16:30 

~~~j ~:~~:~:~:~~:~~:~:~:~~:~:~~~:~~~?:~~~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 

Dear Mr Williams 
This is very good news and I look forward to seeing you and DCS Steve Watts on Tuesday 
6 July at 9am. Paul Philip (Director of Fitness to Practise), Toni Smerdon (Principal 
Legal Advisor) and Paul Hylton (Legal Assistant) will also be at the meeting. I note 
that you have to leave at lOam. 

~le are very pleased that you are now in a position to release information. Our 
immediate concern is whether this case should be referred to our Interim Orders 
Committee (IOC) which could limit the doctor's registration. Information which would 
assist us in this regard is the extent of the police's concerns (e.g. the patient names 
and number of cases the police are considering) and the reasons for those concerns. 
Would a police representative be willing to provide a statement for the roe or attend 
the roe meeting? 

More generally, we would also be very interested to learn what information the police 
can disclose about its investigation, which witnesses/lines of enquiry would the police 
object to us pursuing and the future timetable of the case. 

Yours 

Louise Povey 
Manager, Special Projects 

-----Original Message-----
i-·-·-· ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From: ! Code A i 
r~.·~--~--~--~--~--~-·:.·~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~-~-~~-~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~-·~--~-·J 

•
se n ~--= ___ }_0.. ___ ~~.!1-___ ?.Sl_Q.~----~~-.:.? 3 
ro: ! CodeA ! 
sub jLec-t·~·-·-Dr·-·s"ART'6&-~-·-·-·-' 

Mrs POVEY. 

I have recently returned from leave. 
I will be in London visiting the CPS on Tuesday the 6th July 2004. 
I understand that you work Tuesdays and Thursdays. 
Would you like to meet about 0900hrs to discuss ongoing investigations/timescales etc. 

Regards. 

Dave WILLIAMS. 
;-~-~-t:.~S::-~.~Y-~---~.!J.A:.~_f..._}_:f!.~~ e c tor . 

! CodeA ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

*********************************************************************************** 
This electronic message contains information from Hampshire Constabulary which may be 
legally privileged and confidential. Any opinions expressed may be those of the 
individual and not necessarily the Hampshire Constabulary. The information is intended 

1 
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2000/2047 
Dr J A Barton 

Chronology for GMC case (to 18 May 2004) 

27/07/00 Hampshire Constabulary notify GMC of allegation by Gladys 
Richards' family that she had been unlawfully killed as a 
result of treatment received at Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital and confirmed that Or Barton appeared to be 
responsible for her care. 

June 2001 IOC considered and made no order. 
,, 

February 2002 CPS decide not to proceed with criminal case. Disclosure 
to GMC of Crown's papers which included a report on the 
management of a further four patients at Gosport War 
memorial Hospital. 

. ~ ... 

21 March 2002 IOC considered again, including the additional information 
on the four patients, and made no order. " .. 

29 August 2002 PPC considered and referred the five cases to PCC. 

August 2002 Police send their case papers to CPS because of concerns 
by family members that there was no case to be raised 
against Or Barton. 

19 September 2002 IOC considered and made no order. 

19 September 2002 Hampshire and Isle of Wight NHS Health Authority sent to 
GMC a file of correspondence relating to concerns about 
the use of diamorphone on patients in 1991. GMC 
consulted Matthew Lohn as to whether this merited a further 
referral to IOC. 

9 October 2002 Matthew Lohn replies that " ... Screeners would be 
misdirecting themselves if, having seen the new papers, 
they were to refer the matter for further consideration by the 
IOC". 

September/October Police reopened their investigation and the GMC's 
2002 investigation put on hold. Police decide to investigate all 

deaths of patients under Or Barton's care at the Hospital. 
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30 Septern!K-;r 200::5 ice rneet \<Yith Urv.:hl Ou!nn, said that follovvlno 
·:) f"''t'P'~' '"'"' .,, .. .,.""ft<" 1·>v_:, fl' •1d· 1''.1"'"' ;<, ,.,~,<-~r·;-:">rA "'f. •h~> f)'-<{<r"'''.'-' · VI. -:,:,.-.,: ~ ... .-'1') :..~ 'j {;,.·,n.,t"J:;<.,._.:- -.....>~ ~~ ~~.. ~ ~ UV ~~ ~ ~ v..;..,.t-'J;.:.,.,..,...::, '\.~' ~.~ ~l .. t {,_._#,~-·~~~~ ~i.;,) 

clf.:aths ·vvere that 25%) \-Verf: optimal, 50"'/c; V.Jere sub-optlrnai 
but causation undear-, 2FY) causo of death uflc!ear {all 
ne·''''"''"'lt. ''>(1 ·~>-Q <:::<!)i"J. >'>''>X'b·,·v:<t~') 0<)ji,-,~.) ~.'<:':i..- i->d· ud·j'>t·hA•· t''l 1'' r,p<··,;) ~· ! v....._.~ .~~t)~~~'(..,r- ot;~~ ~~, < .;._.,t · H ~~f..:;:; ~.• ~ < t P ... ~~".: .. -...~...,;.:~-...,...,.. ¥'.6 ~ t,... ~ ~;..: ... d .. ~ v . ., ... -:.,';!."--" 

wou!d bf:: reconsidered by !OC on trm h·mb of this 
inforrnat.ion, but wouid not BtJH.YJ to disclose any of their 
r'·'~'''"·H"<..' ''""f''::SL'<::'=> t"l-,r._,v l .. ,..,"""' .H,c~•· (:~A(" ~~~<" ll,-~ '''cl"P t··p ec~*.J"'~~ .,) t .......... V~~ :(~ •. A:~~ '-~ ~r.: ... J ~-~ ~ .... -.. >')' u ~)~ ... ~- ... /~"'Y3 / ~·'1(::. ... -v ~ ... J ~~<:-V._.,. .._/ 

di<"-r'l,-,:::j:o tri ':l')('tC'r <f +•,r, ~""''-'>'> l~'r>r·e ii' >i<J t·''""'t. *.,., i('::C ......, ... ~ •.,"J V~~~) "aJ' ~.,• ~.~ ... t .... -.> ~ U ~ 0'/ ........ ~<;(.,_.) ........,~ ~ :( _./ ' ~~./ -:::.1•:.., ,1'<.<;,·"\..-f-.-, ::,,; .. r../ J..-." •' 

Octotn-:n: Matter referred to Sc.ret::ner, f:lll available lnforrnatlon. 
ScretmHr does not consider that H should go back to lOG. 

J<::tnuary 200 .. 4 LO requests upcbh-.; on progress frorn police. 

27 February 2004 

Police indicate that unahie to ''"'."""V 

that point 

LO to that Gb1C lnqu!ries on hold pending 
con<.::iugion of thelr fnvestigatlom:L 

Pau nwet~~ with CMO, at cr'<KYs request, tu 
Batton c.ase and Hk;hard f3t3kB:f's n:;;port {which PF' had not 
~ ,,..~ ~' n i ,., ;·::wl . ; '-' "('c., ')': <-<"" P t· i ;-y·< ', -.:-'~ .... :c. .. ~~·~~~ . ..:; ..... ~\.-:.~<~{_, ........ ~ .. :t ~~p ..... ~-:.,.o' d·~~}·. 

r\i~Pc<"i ir;q >-,..,_,j•MDf.'>>'J ~"P·'>{ d f'>l.·dj;,., j ::'"''i''" <:<rl·l;l·f'; pnd 'L· ir';j· '' -;;.,_...._ ... td ·~ t..-!'.;,~ .. ¥¥..._;.,~ ...... ~ \. <;C.,_~{ ~ H ~~·--' ~ ~_., \.):~ .. :r"i""'·' -....> ~L ~ ... ~~ ~ . C 0 

r·l < ' t.J, .. '" .. ~> -,."' .-~. ~,.,t. •. ,1~ ('ly){"'S l""f"'*t· ., [\t t\r: ,,,,,, "'·-.. ,. 'wlt.llnn }, ',;n .. p..:;,,)j, ('S COt r:::il.<:10L<~<.lf}' .. L'-...,<~ l(\1 d~ s, f> t i>lt<.:-::' di :0 

nnf.~ other) and FFVV {Matthew· Lohn). To summarbe 
no!ice's ):Jositlon. the\J were stiH invesUoatim.j. did not kno\:v ~ . ~ w .. ~ 

livhen th.cl invt:~stigatkm would be cornplete, dld not knovv 
vvhen the\/ ¥vould be ready to int.oPJimv Dr Barton . .:md were:. 

-J - - .~ ' 

not '<Villinq to uive the Gfv1C any lntormr:tkm/evidonce unless ...... ·v 

the GfdC nuamntced not to pass it on to Or E<:1rton 
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TELEPHONE NOTE (LF5l 

1. DATE: 18 May 2004 

2. TIME: 15:30 

3. FROM: Linda Quinn 

4. TO: Matthew Lohn, FFW 

5. RE: Or J A Barton (2000/2047) 

6. MESSAGE: 

Rang Matthew to discuss his request for a copy of the IOC transcript 
from September 2002 in respect of Or Barton. Reminded him that the 
GMC had said it would not disclose the t/s to the Police until it had a 
written request from them, with reasons, as to why they want it and 
why we should not be telling Or Barton that we had disclosed it to the 
Police. 

Matthew said he was not acting for the police in the matter for which 
he had accepted instructions from the GMC. He had been asked to 
seek a declaration on disclosure from Mark Shaw, and it was for that 
reason that he needed the IOC t/s. He said he is still acting for the 
Police in other ways, so I asked whether he would be obliged to give 
them the t/s. He said no, because they had not asked for it. At my 
further question, he said that if they did ask for it, he would return it to 
us, without copying it to them. 

I said I would forward t/s with the other documentation, hopefully 
today. 

7 TIME ENGAGED 5mins 
ON CALL: 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Linda 

And rew Wood i·-·-·-·-·-·c;c;·Cie_A_·-·-·-·-·: 
17 May 2oo~J:~E~tc~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~·-·" 
Linda Quinn i Code A ! 
FW: Barton '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

GMC1 0124 7-0214 

Please note Matthew's e-mail below. I would be grateful if you could discuss with 
Matthew direct, regarding information he requires etc 

Thanks 

Andy 

-----Original Message-----
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

From: Lohn, Mat thew l.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~.?..~'=--~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.1 
sent : 14 fi~_y ___ 2.._Q.9_~ ____ Q.?_:_;!._~---·-·-·-·-·-·, 
To : GMC - ! Code A i 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 
Subject: Barton 

I know you are obtaining for me the documents relating to the correspondence with the 
Police. Could you also when sending the material over provide me with a copy of the 
roe transcript and a short chronology of the GMC's handling of the matter. 

Many thanks 

Matthew 

MATTHEW LOHN 
Partner 
Public and Regulatory Law 

!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

I CodeA I 
i i 

;·w-ww-~-frw~·-c:om·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

********************************************************************************* 
Please read these warnings and requirements: 
This e-mail transmission is strictly confidential and intended solely for the 
addressee. It may contain privileged and confidential information and if you are 

~not the intended recipient, you must not copy, distribute or take any action in 
reliance upon it. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the 
sender or Administrator®ffw.com and delete the e-mail transmission immediately. 
Viruses: Although we have taken steps to ensure that this e-mail and 
attachments are free from any virus, we advise that in keeping with good 
computing practice the recipient should ensure they are actually virus free. 
Security Warning: Please note that this e-mail has been created in the 
knowledge that internet e-mail is not a 100% secure communications medium. We 
advise that you understand this lack of security and take any necessary measures 
when e-mailing us. 
Field Fisher Waterhouse reserve the right to read any e-mail or attachment 
entering or leaving its systems from any source without prior notice. 
A list of partners is available at www.ffw.com 

Field Fisher Waterhouse, 35 Vine Street, London, EC3N 2AA 
Tel: +44(0)207 861 4000 Fax: +44(0)207 488 0084 CDE: 823 
Field Fisher Waterhouse is regulated by the Law Society. 
Equity Incentives Limited, an incorporated legal practice wholly owned by Field 
Fisher Waterhouse, is regulated by the Law Society. 
********************************************************************************* 
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2000/2047 
Dr Jane Barton 

Date of PPC referral to PCC: 28 August 2002 

Considered by IOC on three occasions- June 2001, March 2002 and 
September 2002 - no order made 

GMC solicitors: None at present 

GMC101247-0215 

The GMC's case against Or Barton began in July 2000 following referral by the 
Hampshire Constabulary which had started an investigation into the circumstances 
surrounding the death of Gladys Richards, a geriatric patient at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital. The police investigation was subsequently extended to four other 
deaths, Arthur "Brian" Cunningham, Alice Wilkie, Robert Wilson and Eva Page. 

In February 2002, the Crown Prosecution Service decided against a criminal 
prosecution. At this point the relevant papers were disclosed to the GMC to decide 
on any issues of serious professional misconduct or seriously deficient performance. 
In August 2002, the case was referred by the GMC's Preliminary Proceedings 
Committee for hearing before the Professional Conduct Committee ('PCC'). 

The case has been referred to IOC on 3 occasions (June 2001, March 2002 and 
September 2002) for consideration of whether Or Barton's registration should be 
restricted prior to hearing before the PCC. 

On 28 May 2002, Mrs Mackenzie (daughter of the late Gladys Richards) wrote to the 
GMC. She copied the letter to David Blunkett MP, Hampshire Constabulary, Nigel 
Waterson MP, Peter Viggers MP, the Police Complaints Authority, the CPS and 
David Parry of Treasury Counsel. She was concerned about the failures of the 
police investigation. As a result, the police investigation was reopened. In July 
2002, the then Commission for Healthcare Improvement published a report entitled 
"Gosport War Memorial Hospital Investigation into the Portsmouth Healthcare NHS 
Trust". The report did not name Or Barton specifically, but referred to the criminal 
investigations and criticised the systems in place at the time. 

On 30 July 2002, Mrs Mackenzie informed the GMC that the police were seeking 
advice from the CPS about the investigations and as a result were reconsidering the 
5 cases. In November/December 2002, following discussions between the police 
and the CPS, it was decided that the police investigation should be continued and 
expanded, and FFW was asked to consider postponing the PCC hearing (which at 
that point was anticipated to take place in April 2003). Accordingly the case was 
removed from the GMC's lists. 

On 30 September 2003, I met with the police who reported that the review of all the 
deaths of patients under Or Barton's care at the hospital had suggested that the 
treatment of some 15 or 16 fell into the category of "negligence, cause of death 
unclear". At that point, the police anticipated interviewing Or Barton, once a second 
team of experts had reviewed these cases, which they believed would be January 
2004. They indicated that they were unable to provide full details of their 



GMC101247-0216 

investigation, as this could jeopardise further investigations and the proposed 
interview of Or Barton. 

Until end September 2003, the GMC had been represented by FFW in this matter. 
However as Matthew Lohn had by that time been appointed by the police to assist in 
the quality control check on the experts findings, FFW withdrew from the GMC side 
to avoid and conflict of interest. 

On 2 October 2003, I wrote to the police indicating that the GMC was considering 
referring Or Barton's case yet again to the Interim Orders Committee and requesting 
a detailed written summary of the evidence they had obtained, including any report 
prepared by the team of experts. The police replied on 6 October 2003, confirming 
the content of their discussions with me on 30 September 2003 and stating: " ... our 
primary concern always is the safety of the public. That said, we are also expected 
to investigate serious allegations such as those involved here in a professional and 
ethical manner. We therefore have to strike a balance between conducting our 
investigation in the appropriate fashion whilst realistically assessing the risk to public. 
Put simply, our ability to disclose information would need to be based on an 
assessment of the risk that was presented now by Or Barton." 

A Medical Screener of the GMC again considered the case with a view to referring 
Or Barton to the Interim Orders Committee in November 2003. However, the 
Screener felt that as a result of the lack of new evidence, the IOC would come to the 
same decision as previously. 

On 7 January 2004, I wrote to the police, asking for an update on progress. They 
replied on 28 January 2004, indicating that they were unable to provide any further 
information at that point. 

I wrote again on 6 February 2004 saying that the GMC had no further information 
about the case and that the GMC's inquiries were on hold pending conclusion of the 
police investigations. 

On 27 February 2004 there was a meeting between the GMC (Paul Philip, 
Jackie Smtih and LQ), Hampshire Constabulary (OCS Watts and 01 Niven) and FFW 
(Matthew Lohn). A summary of the police's position is that they were still 
investigating, did not know when the investigation would be complete, did not know 
when they would be ready to interview Or Barton, and were not willing to give the 
GMC any of the information they have so far unless we guarantee not to pass it on to 
the doctor (which they know we cannot guarantee). 

At Paul's request, Peter Steel wrote to the Hampshire Constabulary on 5 May 2004 
setting out our position and asking when they think their investigations will be 
concluded, with what result, and to reconsider whether there is any information they 
can release to us now. 

There is a patients' group in connection with Or Barton's case, and it is represented 
by Alexander Harris. 

Linda Quinn 
7 May 2004 
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GMC101247-0217 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

2002/·1345- mora diffcuH, ! htNe updated to c;rinHla! investi-gation umJ{lr-.. vay. but suspect thr:t this is still a screenin9 
~>t<~ge. Otht3f c~1ses <:1fF~irist Or B;:;rt<m have ake;Jidy been througr~ PPC but are on hoid due to police investigaEon, and 
this one also had to be put. on hold 

linda 

·····Qr:g:na! Message·-·-· 
Ftom: Kate Wi:llmsleyr·-·-·-·-·c<i<i_e_A ________ l 
~nt! 16 Apr 1004 1-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--
To:_· i.i11<:1a Qoln;o q Code A: 
C<:: Slake Ql)t•-::Ol~ ! 
Subjed: Ca-;;e needs: ujxl'al:fr'ig·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Importance: H1gh 

Dear Uncia, 

Thes-e cases are umjer your name but st:m in screening can yoll please update on FPD system today please or 
give a mason as to why it is still in a screening stage. 

: .. :·.· ::·· .. ··. · .. ·: · ... :f.· ::'• ::· ·· .. ·· .· .. :': ·.:.=·: ,j . . : .. ··· •':': .. ;·. :,:: ... 
: . . : . : : : :. . . .. : .. : . : : . . : ~ : :· . : : . . . . . . : . : : ~ :. : .. : . .. : . . .... : . . : : : :. : . 

• 

Kind Regards 
Kate 

l 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Linda, 

Paul Philip [~.-~.-~.-~.·~--~~-~~~~~--~--~--~--~_"] 
15 Mar 2004 15:52 
Linda Quinn :·-·-·-·-c-ocfe·-A-·-·-·-·-i Jackie Smith r-·-·-·-·-·coi:le·A"·-·-·-·-·-·: 
Re: Or Bartok"·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

GMC101247-0218 

Thank's for this. Could you chase up Mary in relation to her writting the letter I 
wanted to send to the police. 

Thanks 

Paul 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld 

-----Original Message-----.--·-·-·- ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. 
From : ! Code A i 
To : P ~ui·-·Phiii"p-·-··c:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~~~:~~:~:~:~=:~:~:=:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:=:~:r;·' Jack i e 

• [~~~~~:~:~:~~~~~~:~~:~:~~:~:~~~:~.]16 : 0 0 2 0 0 4 

smith i-·-·-·-·-·-·c:·a-Cie_A_·-·-·-·-·-·: 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.: 

Subject: Dr Barton 

Paul, Jackie 

I have checked the Barton files to ascertain what we know about Dr Barton having made 
a voluntary undertaing not to prescribe opiates and benzodiazepines. From our 
information, it does not appear that she is subject to any undertaking at present, 
although she has been in the past, as follows: 

We have a copy of a letter from Dr Old, Acting Chief Exec of the Health Authority, to 
Dr Barton, dated 13 February 2002, in which it is noted that Dr Old and Dr Barton had 
agreed on 12 February 2002 that she "would voluntarily stop prescribing opiates and 
benzodiazepines with immediate effect" and that "We were unable to put a timescale on 
these restrictions but agreed to review the situation monthly." On 21 March 2002 Dr 
Barton confirmed to IOC under oath that she was "not prescribing any opiates or 
benzodiazepines at the moment". 

At IOC in September 2002 Dr Barton's counsel informed the Committee that Dr Barton 
"continues to work full time as a GP subject to other matters. She does not routinely 
prescribe benzodiazepines or opiates." Counsel then referred to the condition Dr 

~Barton had previously agreed with the Health Authority and said that the HA had lifted 
the condition. He then noted that that was the only change in Dr Barton's 
circumstances since March 2002. 

We have had not information on this prescribing point since the last IOC meeting in 
September 2002. 

However I have recently clarified with Fareham and Gosport PCT Dr Barton's 
relationship with the Gosport War memorial Hospital. They have confirmed that Dr 
Barton was never an employee of the hospital, but that her GP practice is part of a 
bed fund (enabling local GP practices to admit their patients for appropriate care, 
supervised by the GP and paid for by the PCT. Approximately 19 months ago Dr Barton 
agreed voluntarily not to admit patients to the hospital nor supervise any patients n 
the hospital, and this is the current position. 

I will confirm to the police that Dr Barton has not made any voluntary undertaking to 
the GMC. 

Linda 

1 



GMC101247-0219 

u nda a u inn i·-·-·-·-·-·-cocie·A-·-·-·-·-·-1 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~------------------------

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Paul, Jackie 

Linda auinn :-·-·-·-·-·-co-Cie_A_·-·-·-·-·: 
1 5 Mar 20od:I5.]IL:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:-·-·' -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
Paul Philip i Code A ! Jackie Smith j Code A ! 
D r Ba rto n '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

I have checked the Barton files to ascertain what we know about Dr Barton having made a voluntary undertaing not to 
prescribe opiates and benzodiazepines. From our information, it does not appear that she is subject to any 
undertaking at present, although she has been in the past, as follows: 

We have a copy of a letter from Dr Old, Acting Chief Exec of the Health Authority, to Dr Barton, dated 13 February 
2002, in which it is noted that Dr Old and Dr Barton had agreed on 12 February 2002 that she "would voluntarily stop 
prescribing opiates and benzodiazepines with immediate effect" and that "We were unable to put a timescale on these 
restrictions but agreed to review the situation monthly." On 21 March 2002 Dr Barton confirmed to IOC under oath 
that she was "not prescribing any opiates or benzodiazepines at the moment". 

At IOC in September 2002 Dr Barton's counsel informed the Committee that Dr Barton "continues to work full time as 
a GP subject to other matters. She does not routinely prescribe benzodiazepines or opiates." Counsel then referred to 
the condition Dr Barton had previously agreed with the Health Authority and said that the HA had lifted the condition. 

-·-le then noted that that was the only change in Dr Barton's circumstances since March 2002. 

We have had not information on this prescribing point since the last IOC meeting in September 2002. 

However I have recently clarified with Fareham and Gosport PCT Dr Barton's relationship with the Gosport War 
memorial Hospital. They have confirmed that Dr Barton was never an employee of the hospital, but that her GP 
practice is part of a bed fund (enabling local GP practices to admit their patients for appropriate care, supervised by 
the GP and paid for by the PCT. Approximately 19 months ago Dr Barton agreed voluntarily not to admit patients to 
the hospital nor supervise any patients n the hospital, and this is the current position. 

I will confirm to the police that Dr Barton has not made any voluntary undertaking to the GMC. 

Linda 

1 



GMC101247-0220 

r.~c:. 

21-FEB-2002 14:47 FROM !OWP&SEH H~ CE OFFICE 
To r·-·-·-·-·c·o-de·A-·-·-·-·1 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

jP·-} 
Isle of Wight,_- Portsmouth and fi!/:fj 

South East Hampshire 

Direct Line :·-C·-·-·-·-·-·-d·-·-·-·-·-·-A·-·-·-·: 
Oirect Fax ! 0 e ! 

i...-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Our Ref: PO/JD/021302jb.doc 

13 February 2002 

Private & Confidential 
Or Jane Barton 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

' ' i i 

i Code Ai 
i i 
i i 
i i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Dear Or Barton 

Health Authority 

Finchdean House 
Milton Road 

Portsmouth P03 6DP 

Tel: 023 9283 8340 
Fax: 023 9273 3292 

Following our meeting last night I wish to set out the basis of our agreement. I have shared this 
letter with Dr I an Reid since it relates, in part, to the G.osport War Memorial Hospital. 

• We agreed that you would cease to provide medical care both in and out of hours for adult 
patients at Gosport War Memorial Hospital. 

• \ Ve agreed that you ;vould voluntarily stop prescribing opiates and benzodiazepines with 
immediate effect. 

" We were unable to put a timescale on these restrictions but agreed to review the situation 
monthly. · 

In view of the anticipated press interest, the Health Authority and Portsmouth HealthCare NHS Trust 
have prepared a draft statement which we have attached for your perusal. 

Many thanks for your co-operation. 

,/ 

I 

I 



GMC1 0124 7-0221 

Fareham and Gosport r1'/:bj 

~fECCfE~¥fEfD 
1 0 FF8 2004 

---------------

Ms Linda Quinn 
Senior Case Worker 
General Medical Council 
Fitness To Practice Directorate 
178 Great Portland Street 
LONDON 
W1W 5JE 

Dear Ms Quinn 

Primary Care Trust 

Unit 180, Fareham Reach 
166 Fareham Road 

Gosport 
P013 OFH 

Tel: 01329 233447 
Fax: 01329 234984 

9 February 2004 

Further to my telephone conversation with you today, I can confirm that the practice 
in which Dr Jane Barton (a local GP in the Gosport area) is based is part of a 'bed 
fund'. This fund is designed to enable local GP practices to admit their patients for 
appropriate care, supervised by the GP, paid for by the PCT as a service. 

Approximately, 18 months ago Dr Barton agreed voluntarily not to admit patients to 
the hospital nor supervise any patients in the hospital. 

This is the current position and it has not changed over time. 

As Dr Barton is a GP her relationship with the PCT is one of providing a service for 
which payment is made, consequently she is not an employee and the issue of 
suspension in any form does not apply in this case. 

I trust this clarifies matters. Please contact myself or Ms Fiona Cameron, Director of 
Nursing and Clinical Governance should you require any further information. 

Yours sincerely 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Code A 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Alan Pickering 
Deputy Chief Executive 

Char"auds Ltd. PMPOBB 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Linda 

Please see below. 

Jackie 

Jackie Smith r·-·-·-·-Code-A·-·-·-·-·: 
12 Feb 2004 b7:-.znr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Linda Quinn [.~--~--~--~--~~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~ 
FW: Dr Barton and a report from Prof Baker 

-----Original Mess'7:9.~.::-::..:::-._-:-_::. ___________________ _ 
From: Paul Phil ip L_·-·-·-·-·---~<?.~.~-~----·-·-·-·-·J 
Sent: 11 Feb 2004 2._L_Q_2_ ____ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
To: Neil Marshall i Code A i Sheila B~.n.n~.tJ; ___ I~~~~~~~~~~j;:;>~_e-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-i; 
Jackie smith r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c-Ode·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·-·TO"Ii-1 smerdon ~ Code A r;·-·-ch-rT-Stine 
Couchman r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c-Ode·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-B1-~ke Dobson r·-·-·-·-·-·L·-·co-Cfe·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·T·-·-·-·-·• 
Subject: Dr·-·B-a.rton·-·an:ct-·-a·' report from Pr~f·-·Bake·:r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

-Dear all 1 

GMC1 0124 7-0222 

I met the CMO this morning to discuss the case of Dr Barton. He agreed to share with 
me the report prepared by Prof Baker on this matter. He is doing so in complete 
confidence and without any concent for us to use it or in anyway disclose this to the 
doctor. This means that we cannot use it to trigger a further referal to the IOC 1 

which I understand would not be merited on its content in any event. 

Should this arrive whilst I am on leave please keep hold of it and do not in any 
circumstances put this into our process. 

Neil could you let Peter L know this and Jackie Linda Quinn. Likewise Blake with his 
CWMs. We must ensure this is not disclosed outside the GMC. 

Paul 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld 

1 



GMC101247-0223 

unda ouinn r-·-·c-o.d"e-·A·-·1 ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·:-------------------------
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Linda auinn r·-·-code·A-·-·: 
1 o Feb 2004'·T4·:sz·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Toni Smerdon r-·-·-·co-Cie)~··-·-·: 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-" 

Dr Barton 

I handed to you yesterday a recent letter from the police. Today I have had a telephone call from them and attach my 
note of that call. 

phone 
~-hampshire constab 

Linda 

• 

1 



GMC101247-0224 

GMC Legal 

TELEPHONE NOTE (LF5l 

1. DATE: 1 0 February 2004 

2. TIME: 12:00 

3. FROM: D I Nigel Niven, Hampshire Constabulary 

4. TO: linda Quinn 

5. RE: Or J Barton 

6 . MESSAGE: 

• 01 Niven rang to inform me that, following the categorisation of the 
deaths (see file note of 30.9.03) and the completion of the quality 
assurance check by Matthew Lohn, he would be contacting the 
families this week to inform them as to which category was applicable 
to their deceased relative. Some people had requested letters, 
others had requested personal visits. 01 Niven will send letters on 
Wednesday, 11 February 2004, and be making the personal visits on 
the Thursday. He has notified us as a courtesy, in case any of the 
families involve the press. 

01 Niven said that it is effectively the end of the process for some of 
the families, but he will be explaining that they may be asked for 
medical records etc by the GMC or the Nursing regulatory body in the 
future, and he said he would seek permission now, while informing 
people of decisions, to be able to pass on such documents in the 
future. 

We agreed that it might be useful for us to meet in March. 

7 TIME ENGAGED 5 mins 
ON CALL: 



GMC101247-0225 

.-·-·: 

..... 
······:._._.: .. -: ... ··· ... 

i .. · .. ·.< 
':f.'.··. 

·:;· 

.:) ...... -····· .... . 

' ... :~· .. . ::.···. 

. ... ········ 

.. ··· .. 



GMC101247-0226 

GMCLegal 

TELEPHONE NOTE 

1. DATE: 5 December 2003 

2. E: 

3. FROM: Toni Smerdon 

4. TO: Martin Smith, Blackstone Chambers 

5. RE: Barton 

6. MESSAGES: 

TS telephoning MS to ask whether Robert Englehart would be available to 
provide a separate advice on another case of similar urgency. RE will be 
available to deal with the papers and the file should be sent directly to him . 

• 7. TIME ENGAGED ON 6 minutes 
CALL: 



horn; 
Sent 
To: 
Subj<::2<:t 

f.)~rnon ~"'i::·rv\vc>e>d r·-·c·O-Cie-·A·-·-i 
Q:1. D<:~G 20tn 1 A ·Air-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
Linda ()u~nn r~:~:~:~~~~~~:~:~:~:J 
f.)r J<'li1<:~ Harton 

GMC101247-0227 

llht>WJht you ::-~r1ouU k.nQ\>V that l h<:'lv<; ha(1 <'J d;scwssion w:Ih Hiake Dobsun about H1:~> cas::; tocby_ ~~.;ho has b(;!:n 
<'lSKf.!d to br~;'.J Pa;J: Philip, in particu;ar atnut wh:t h<'iS been t1one to (>ee whlhe:· tb.s doctor 1::~ d risk tt) p<:ll.~ent~;, dl:tj 
'¥Vhi.~th::::::· r~r nnt th::.~ c~oetcr:· sf·~ou~d be ~:;u:spe:ndt~d~ 

l t·l<~d ~:l crlick look \rl:OUGh Ih.;~ p<::rxm~ <md confirnwd \NHh Ellake UH,l steps ihd had tJf:<;;r: l.c;l<en, md:Jdin9 tl-:r: n::Gent 
ref<.~rral k; Proi. S<w<:w;. wiU1 :·~.:-9<.Hd to iOC He ~isked V'>'heirler lh::;:·e harl bo;;,:;n any attempt b :iai;:;e with the D:·'s 
e;npk))lers to see vvh~~iher t~~~E~){. ra.:.;eded to consk}er su~;p(~rKiir:~_;_i u·u:: dock:n·. 1 ~;aid 3 could nrJt seE~ any H\tki~~~nee of thi~:., 
~l~tl-H:;;.i9h it s::r:or:orY;<:Jd tl-H!:tl';; \·Vt:b ;;1 '-/OlUJst<iry :;)<;p-r:o!~ft)<Cliti t·mt D:' B~Jnon would nul. f.l:\'$5etirx~ C(Ht;,lln drug:;;, 

• . ;: \~''>' • ~~n.o ;~;,;,,. ;,-., q.ekj '-'!'"H'l':·,;·; t•) t·h:<;· Y;·:'•l' 0[.('·l;·l··:l·b< ··:hc\<ji ''''''!(lj' ,·•t''!'l··::d '·0 •' 0 ,,.,;c·j·:<·l·o::"f"·l·:~o;·j "'llf·; "''<> ,.-l;··.o··(:·::·'<' <><)'1''11'·'.\{<>'>'' •. f'•'~•~ '•"'<:, . .. ~"-·''"..' ~ ...... (,...l,...~. ),~ t)!•"! '~'!':~ '•' ~t!>.~. ~·.'0:.• ._ N"o. (<:.• •y {:•<:.,..._,..._ ._~'.~C.~. ·L,..',J .• <_..._,..o, ,.:,I._,.. >!·>i~J· ·~ ,._,_,._..,.. . ...... .._.V'>;~·- tJ!,~'· ...,__,..__,.._~, '-'·'' .,_) ..._,.,,5 !'-"' '-~'~-.-"!"-:-);, 

pk:~.a-::;f} {~Ot}lc~ -·-tou ~1i~te E3;ake a f~uk;!l._ c.a;i:? 

....... 

··::-

.;: 

\ .· 

·:·:: 

.:'.-····· 

····.-,,·-: .·• -: .. 
-;.-:. 

. ··· .. 
·•.: 

'':···· .. 

. ... ··· .. : 

···:·· 
.-· ... :·· . . :·::·:.: 

:.::\ · .. -· .. • ...... · .. - ··:·' 
... ··... -:::·.. .• .. ·•, 

r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

I CodeA I 
! i 
! i 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 



GMC101247-0228 

GMC Legal 

TELEPHONE NOTE (LF5) 

1. DATE: 3 December 2003 

2. TIME: 14:20 

3. FROM: Linda Quinn 

4. TO: Mike Evans of DoH Investigation and Inquiries 
Unit 

5. RE: Or J A Barton 

6. MESSAGE: 



GMC101247-0229 

/\Tier nnsurino that Professor F<ichard Bake(s repmth:~udH in respect 
ol the Gosport VVar Metr1oda! HospitBl was not ::::.Jirea<}V wlth the G~viC, 
l telephoned f,Aike Evans as his narne accornpanied the 13 
Septen1ber ~W02 press releeme about the audit. l feft fl message and 
~ ~'L C • H > ' N1il\e c:vans suoseqm:mi<Y rano me •X.:lct\ 

l enquired about the report w1d by way of explanation, sald that my 
dlredor had been invited to m~~et wlH1 the Chk":t Medical Officer ''in 
the light of thn rr;porr·, 

f'<iiikn Evans was aware of this, He ec;nflrrned to me that the GfviC had 
not received the report, and f~(Jded that it would not be issued to us at 
this staqe, He said that thf; only paopln v1ho had copies were U'\O 
CL40 and hlrnseiL J expn::ssed surprise< havlng ear!ter bef:n told by 
the Hamp8l~1lre ConstF.Jbulary that they and !:he Strate9fc hiealth 
Authority had copies. hi!ke Evam:; then 8aid that thes1;.,~ hvo 
orpanisabons did rn fact havt::~· cc.:pln~'L HO\'Vfl\ter, !t :..vas not intended to 
publh'!,h the report, or to circulate it wider on a confidential basis~ One 
reasor1 qlven by tAlke Evans was that the Pcdice investigatlon must 
"'. <'t f"~~ l'~""~'Ll~-.·1, .. ,_~,(· 1 rc~n·l'''''''~r·,f,:,J t'-< '"t ;~· t':i"'' ,L·l l-~c.:: d lt'.j'ic··· :Jt t';f)>' l"l' H' (:ilr'"""'."' ~o .. ).,.. :.) ..... .)~-x.: ..... ; ,...~ .,,._......._~ .. J .. ~ ~~ ~··t~ ~~t-~~· to:.-...~_., ~;c~. ~3 . ..... ~M-t~>F.J ~ .... -=..-,.. \.,., t ,;"-'-> .. ... ~ -.. ... u~ ~ ~,.~~;-.;.>-......: 

t<"' P•··""''"l. <:.:;:>. l'J' ;,,.._.,r,l·r;' ,. tr, (ji"'('l'"''" ''''-"P.<..:tch:.' r.,t· t'r'"" fY:>nr.o·<· <f !.-...,., l.,..,.,r; ""'f')~· ;..,"'r~ ~.;~ ~ ~ <.=t\.A -.;oo~.~· ~-- ~~ ..;;.~ .... ~ ... L ~ .._~ h .. .: ~ ~0::) c.~._ _ _,.~.._..<;,, ""-"~.w ~.../~ ~..._.. . ...,,~{..,:;~::. ~ t ~-.t_: .. ~ H:.> .. ·A ~ h ~. ~H.~ .. .:: 

an opporiunlty to n::ad it 

fdlke Evans said the purposr: of the nwettno was for the ChAO to 
0. u·fl<nR H···e ;,-.,::..'(.'""~ "''dSe·'"l ''"~. thf• rC':J:C'i ~'rid 8(1r<'''<f-' '"'l''b p ,., ,l !H·;a [":';~iir ~n~ ~ ~ ~f:,...... ~-Jo......,< ;o;:~~~_...· ~ :::. ~_._ ...... '"- ~·~ • .• •· ..• · ·"t·' ;~ . x..::~ ... < ~;J "" ....... , ~)' i~ ~ ·~~·· ... d ~ ...._~ {Q .............. -..... ... 

t~i:::; ~ •• ,,.,,A <H~>v r,"):"*l':><·r• HP ,;,d,·jf;;/< ·H-.~t t'·1e· 'Rn"'•l"" ,,,,,.,,. ':::"' ·;.< "n<:.:! ,1 ... 1 (<'1' -,~..., ~ ~ ~·· ~ ... J.;: ... , ... :)~ '¥~ • .._;,.,_? ~ ..... , .t. \.~~ (.;,s~ d '· ""-~· :::::~.':.-A\. M~\.:t: H ~,...:... ~ ~· ~ W'3'···-'~ ..... l. "ii:.i<;..;;.:";) .7;1...;;< C'-.: ~ ............. ~~ ... -.:-~ .· ..... f ... ~-~~ 

audit of the papers, rather than an investignticHl, but it n:-;ached some 
lalrlv strono conclusions, The Ch40 wished to discuss with Paul the . .... ~ ..... 

thrust of Professor Baker's findings and whnthor they r::.~ise suffh.::.ient 
cause~ kJr concern for decisions already tahen to be reversed. lf so, 
hOiili \MOUld this bn dono. (! was not nntirdy sure to v<~hat he '>.NBS 

alludin9, but fo!lmNinG our next excflango it soomed to bn clear that 
he was talkinq about the !OC decrslons of no order.) 

~ . 

! poinb:xl out that Dr Barton was still practising and sald tllat t was 
aware that the n1eetln9 was currently sd for '12 January 2004, l 
asknd if, oiven Professor Baker's conclusions, decisions Oil tho wnv . w ' ~ 

fOf'<\<'ard and possible Gt~i!C actlon could :..vait untll then. Mike Evans 
said this had been considered and that an;/ such decrsfons could 
v .. mH, 

fvlike Ev,ans ernphasised that the rneetinq was for the Cr·AO to fmpsrt 
lntormation, and for Gl'v1C processes to be discussed ln a bnJad way, 
k:.l ascertain what further could be clone V·lhich flttod wltfl our 

l thanked Mike Evans for the infonnaUon, and safd that vJe rnay noed 
to Gt)niad him again (to Which he :..vas ver)l agreeable} 

Unda Ou\nn Code A 

2 



• 4, 

GMC Legal 

DATE: 3 Decernber 2003 

T!ME: 12:30 

FROM: OS Owen KENNY, Case Officer~ Hampshire 
Con stabu I ary r·-·-·-·-·-·code·A-·-·-·-·-·l 

~:=':~:=::1:~::[~~-:_:_:_:_:_:_:_~:::::::::::::::::::J 
TO: Unda Qu!nn 

5. RE: Dr J A Barton 

l :::~~L-·,,d J'f }·hrTF~<'lliff' f'....-;n•·k~h:..lklf\" h··d ·::t co·n, of thr< re{·,.·,rt l:w ~ ... -:~·f'·:.:~ ... _.~ {;. ?/~::- ,. .......... .;h-t. ·./ ~ _} 0:.-.t C ~ V 'j . ...... ~~~v~-l. .,, ,...'< 

On';f"<.\~'~'I}<" R"l"(·,>,.-~N~ g..-,!..·;::)r o<~ Kf:>i"'I["'V 'C<':l;d thr.)\1 r{ir! hr;j· ~h,;;t it ·w-~~' ~ ~::. . • oc_ .... -;;- .... ;.>....._.~ A~!.:~~tJ c:(r,......,~,. ':!: ........ ...,. •• ~.l ,.,~.;;,~~....,~ .. ~v·J -'!.. ... ~{ • .:~ ).;; .. • U~<.:t ... .;,:.,...,') 

h!ghiy contkientlal and c3 numbenx} copy had been Issued to 1hern. 
He a!so told me that a copy had been lssuod to thH StnAef~ic Health 
Authority. He did not think the Gf,.AC had a copy. On the front cover 
\tvas noted "Final Version, October 2003", DS Kenny sakl h.;;~ couki 
not copy his report to us. i assured him thnt l fully realised this, and 
said ! wc~uld approach the DoH about lt. 

As hn is Case Officer, we exchanned contact detailf:L 

7 TiME ENGA~ 
ON CALL~ 

5 rnins 

GMC101247-0230 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Linda auinnr·-·-·c·o-Cie-·A·-·-·l 
03 Dec 2003-·nr-rt-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
Blake Dobson i"c~d·~-A] 
Dr Barton ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Blake - a brief note to keep you posted. I will do a full phone note before I leave today. 

GMC1 0124 7-0231 

Having discovered that the Baker reporUaudit had been finalised only in October 2003, I tried everywhere possible 
within the GMC in case it was sitting in someone's tray, and then rang the DoH Investigations Unit. Mike Evans there 
told me that the GMC did not have a copy, and would not be given one. 

My fuller note will give you the reasoning behaind this, and my responses. 

I know the meeting is fixed for 12 Jan, so hope you don't mind waiting an extra hour or so! 

Linda 

1 



Uncia Quirm r-·-·-·c·ode--A·-·-·-! 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ol11o:~,·ooQQ:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::ooooo:-o:-:--o-~Y 

From: 
s~nt 
To: 
Subject: 

To: 
Subj~l<::t: 

B~~~k~~~ tk=·t~;{?r: (r-·-co-de·A·-·l(r. ·(n~=:~n 
G~;spc:ti: v~~2H' ~-.. ~~;;~?~~)t·TZ11·1:f~5~:r:-!i:t:~l 

GMC101247-0232 

to ~>i.:frH-r:;:::ri&e rny lnh;HY~st furth<:Jr tr".l ;'m invi-te to PHu! Phi!lp \o dlSO.<SS thi~• c~,~se '<':~ilh tha Gtv10 he <';~,k.~;d n-:£; to fine (JUt 
re .a n:p!y to our !~.;-Hm Gf 2/"10/0~1 to Hc.:mpshire police and the issu~: of the "Ha!q_l! H3()orl" 

they arE:~ ir"'~VE3~~n~j:::"3t~ng ~=~ s~(F1~t~c<:~r~t nur-nt)E:~r of c~eaths ~:~~ (-3·V:Jr,~1~-f 'i./here exf.H:~:ts h.~:q··./e t3kf:~n the './~t;:\~.i that c.c.::re 
{hnp~~(HJ l)r t5ertor~·s) ~-¥~~::; nf::~j~~fJf!nt 
they cannot di~>.dos<:: ,n!f.:;:·tnation to U(> ?lit will h turn be t:~isd<l~;~:~d l:o D: B, :;3:thcu9h lh<oly v:~culd ~:>p;:<:er,i.:'J;e 
rtH:~s~~ur;:u~c:e f:-oft= ~AS that ''/<,:~e c::o~.~k~ t:vok~ p~~s.~.:lr~f~ th~~:; ~r:h)tr:·~,;~l~f}f: t~; ;·HJr and on H1;s bask~ rn~~Jht ~~.fork r:·~orr:.?. c.;os~~:iy· 

~v~th {}S 

"' on thi~) b:;'l~);s thf$V think. iu:--ther ass~;,:::.:sr)-1\':mt is req~Ji:-;;~d h w?t?tkli~ to the r:~,* li"lBl o~ 8 pos;:;~> to pdier:ts. fj!ven ik::t 
~:h~~31r ~nVE3Shg<~tlc1:·~ {:·E~ntrE:d on]y <.3r: (3V"!..fh1~·{ 

" \rlat ~,ve v,·ouid tw ;:~wa:·e l.h2"Jt Prd Hidh:H·d f.%k<lr v-.:;:1s l::'JS<k~"'d '-Nhh c<rl·:{iw::tlnp son:e ::m<:Jysis by he Ctv10 'Nit!': <:l 

''{,vider rern·fi than tr~-t;ir~~ ar-~d G-utcu~nt:: un~<nO?·/n (tn the ponce) .. Th~:~ pt{>:H:-..~.e in·~.afJir:f.:d thut ar1y cnnclusk)ns hf: 
tB<:::f:.hB{~ rn~qht b~ (:~~~ff~.~~ ~o u:s ·in o~.:r deJrt·)e:-;:::hon~; 

"' They win need to inlerAew Dr 8 ~Jl k~nuth O:lf:l<'llrl 

;, They look L:Jr!o".:':;'lrd lo hearing fl"om w:; so w~~ u-:~n ck:;cus::-; ho'N to prog1·n:oss the md~E~r l"u:·H~m. 

Subseqt;t~nty, on 5lh NovF::nt;er, \i"\,/endv ""'creenez~ iil1~; caM:s :~'{;a:n fr.:: an lOC :t;!erra: .Jnd it:;lt n.rfenal !nappwpr!;de. 
assu:"ne V\fr~nriy ~~~~10 the ~~-=~tter ffon~~ the pc~~~ce in hef· po~;~~:t;~S~.tion? ···~ :···· 

'f'ou ar~e qr~~nri to le:. n~~f::: Kno·:/'./ ¥vhe~h~H' :.,"~(e h;;r·./~J tJ;;.s [S;;:-:k{;~f t'~3port on fik.: or not, ~f v'./O c~o~ ci;d \tJendy see ir? ;·f not~ is 
thl::·e :a.ny otr~-er refe~enee to h ">6i~H1h1 Hl~:~ p~)ptHs or· (j;a;fJS~UB \~<i-~h t.hH crv1()'s r.rfht:{·}? 

Given the pdicE;'s lnHm· we need to consk~e~ ho'N Wfi :w:,ponti r;uick!y. Pe:h;'>ps you could lfit r;){'l kno'N ho>N you 
ropOSB to rf:3Spon0? ~ (HT~ (:.L)nCOfn(:~J th~~t th~;:: pol:ce s;;.:y qwite ~k:;arl.}.f tt~a~ they u·-~;n~, 1\..;~thU~ ~~SS·(;·~srn~;~nt ~S roq:J~({::d ;;1 

ation to the :bk. po:::<ed k patients. pmsumeatdy thmuf.}' Dr 8 con~in:.ling to practise as a CF. lf vve diS8W€e v:e 
n(3(3d t~J be· c~~etH· Qfj \·Vh)/il'·lB t~is.agree. 



C;~;'it' ,i691HHH/2047 (t'd;mdH'SU:r} 
Rt:ceh:-t.'d 5. J l. 03. rrtunwd 6.1 l.G3 
Hl· n~~f'h~r~ v.;; lbmp~hit"t' CM1Stabubry 

pnstporwd ';Vhi lsl the Pdkx: conU.rnK' tht'k (;nquiries. This doct{:;r has alr<::ad)· bi:en 
ref;hTt:d :.n the!()(' in .h.<ne :?OCH n::'qx~o. or· :.)nG rc.<Sf, h Feb .?O{P \~hen th·.~ CPS 
decilk:d to tak;;~ no action but p<apcrs vven::~ disclosed tu the O:tvlC ahuw 4 f>H}knts <.vh<l 
had dit:~d ln flc~~~pz1rt \\/~It; >A:t;n~z)t~~~1 F~o;::;J>.lt~~ 1 tsn.d in Ser~tcn)b{::t 2~}t)2 b;.: fht~. Jirtsidt nt 
ni1er PPC had rdern:cl i<> PC'C hm. not KK· nnd on each o(c(;.sion no nn.k~t was nw.t.k. 

d~sf: kw~: i.W)thing \'ihir;h n~H} 
~~H:'>t~ lO f()(: Hf?<llH. 

Tlx~ d:.h:tnr is not ,., drnw.er in the pub1i>:: a:-:: sht h:•'lS ncv<:':t l":ud ar:.y C•)lnpbi:lts a.h:H.:t h(:r 
(;p \~\irk and sh~; hHS \'Ob.tnt;.\dJ)' agr~:ed tn rt;:strici ho;;r prescribing of C(:rtain dn;g:.>, 
Sht• h.:l.:> n.':>ig.n<:~d ih)m her post f}i (~{~:=>rh>li. Vv'c.~r \k::noda! l+.;spit'.!J 
!f and wb:.n the poJict' l:.h<lrg,;~ Dr Bartnn it v,'ould bl:': ft:<'l~;on;d;!t• tu so;:nd w H)(: but in 

abst~n~~:;; of.ntj\.v ~~\:idt~n.c.e ~ think th~ sarr~t~ il~.JviL:e. \~/Utdt~ corn::; tij~.Jrn ti--~e h::g{~] 

<'l;,j9.'Sf:l'f i:lS }K'fbn;: 

Code A Code A 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-,-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

·t. .. t,,?.{~:::;t<' 
~--.· 

GMC101247-0233 



r 
GMC101247-0234 

Memorandum To FTP Screener 

From Linda Quinn 
Conduct Case 
Presentation Section 
<t:~:~:~:~:~~E:~~~:~~~:~:~:~] 

Date 27 October 2003 

Copy Jackie Smith 

Dr J A Barton (2000/2047) 

1. I write to give you an update on this case and to seek your view as to whether 
the matter should be submitted to IOC. 

2. I attach a copy of the IOC item prepared for 19 September 2002, when the IOC 
determined not to make an order restricting Or Barton's practice (flag 4 ). 

3. I have recently met with the police who wished to provide the GMC with an 
update as to their investigations. My note of that meeting is at flag 1. 

4. I also attach, at flag 2, a memorandum from Toni Smerdon, In-House Legal 
Team: 

a. Paragraphs 2 to 11 give background to the current position, including the 
outcome of three referrals of the matter to IOC between June 2001 and 
September 2002; 

b. Paragraphs 12 to 17 cover the same information as the meeting note; 

c. Paragraphs 18 to 22 deal with issues surrounding a possible IOC referral at 
this stage. 

5. The Police have responded to my letter requesting more information/evidence 
and I attach their reply at flag 3. As you will see, the Police do not feel able to supply us 
with fuller information at present. 

6. Therefore I would refer you specifically to paragraphs 21 and 18 of 
Toni Smerdon's memo. 

7. I wou Id be gratefu I if you would consider whether Or Barton should be referred to 
IOC at the present time. An alternative is for the office to keep the matter under close 
review, continuing to liaise with the Police, and to contact the Screener again if the 
situation changes. 

r--c-ode---A--1 
i ! 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 



File note 

2000!2047 N Dr J A 8~1rton 

0~-:.tf~c!Jv~:: C~ ~-1~E;f ~~up~:~~dntr-.:ndt~nt -S t£-3\if~ VV ~-;tts 
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7. The police will not interview Or Barton until the second team of experts 
have reported, and they expect this to be January 2004 at the earliest. 

8. The police have informed Or Barton's solicitor (lan Barker of MOU) that 
they are concerned about a significant number of cases, but have not 
conveyed actual numbers. 

9. They also keep the families informed, through Alexander Harris, and on 
Friday, 3 October 2003 they are meeting with someone from the strategic 
health authority to update them on the investigation. 

10. The police asked LQ the case would be reconsidered by the IOC on the 
basis of the information they were supplying. They fully understood that 
any papers which were to be seen by IOC would also be disclosed to 
Or Barton and her solicitor. They emphasised that they were not able to 
provide full details of their investigations because this could jeopardise 
their further investigations and their eventual interview of Or Barton. 
However, OCS Watts said they would be able to provide a brief written 
summary of the current position if we so required. We would have to 
request it in writing, explaining they reasons for it and why it was in the 
public interest for the police to supply it, and what action we envisaged 
taking. 

Linda Quinn 
30 September 2003 
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Our investigation has only considered cases up to 1998 and all relate to the treatment of ratients 
at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital. All the cases of concern raise issues in respect of the use 
of opiates. My understanding at the present time is that Dr Barton is not allowed to work at the 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital, and is not authorized to prescribe opiates. 

On the basis of the above, I think more assessment needs to be conducted to quantify and clarify 
the risk that Dr Barton continuing to practice currently presents to the public safety. I would 
emphasize that our investigation has only concerned itself with issues within the Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital and not in any other area of practice by any medical staff. You will be aware 
that Professor Richard Baker was tasked with conducting some analysis by the Chief Medical 
Officer. His remit would have been wider than ours and although I do not know the outcome of 
his research, I would imagine any conclusions he has reached might assist you in your 
deliberations. 

It is probable that we will need to interview Dr Barton at length. The interview process is 
predicated upon a detailed strategy which will include a careful consideration of the information 
supplied to Dr Barton prior to interview. I note that your letter indicates that any information 
supplied to the GMC will in its totality be supplied to Dr Barton. Any uncontrolled disclosure to 
Dr Barton has the potential to detrimentally impact upon the investigation, and I therefore would 
be reluctant to disclose further information until the above issue of risk has been given thorough 
consideration. 

If I were reassured that material would not be passed to Dr Barton or her representatives, I would 
be willing to consider, at a future time, providing a more detailed disclosure of information to 
the GMC. We would be more than happy to discuss with the GMC 'Screener' how we may best 
achieve the maximum disclosure without a detrimental impact upon the investigation. 

Finally, in answer to your question, I can confirm that the patients that you name in the second 
page of your letter of 30 September were included in those reviewed by the team of clinical 
experts. 

I look forward to hearing from you so that we may progress this matter together. 

Yours sincerely ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
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Detective Chief Superintendent 
Head of CID 

Website- www.hampshire.police.uk 
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Memorandum To 

From 

Date 

Copy 

Or J A Barton (2000/2047) 

GMC101247-0243 

FTP Screener 

Linda Quinn 
Conduct Case 
Presentation Section 

(["_~-~-~-~-~~~~-~~-~~-~-~-~] 
27 October 2003 

Jackie Smith 

1. I write to give you an update on this case and to seek your view as to whether 
the matter should be submitted to IOC. 

2. I attach a copy of the IOC item prepared for 19 September 2002, when the IOC 
determined not to make an order restricting Dr Barton's practice (flag 4 ). 

3. I have recently met with the police who wished to provide the GMC with an 
update as to their investigations. My note of that meeting is at flag 1. 

4. I also attach, at flag 2, a memorandum from Toni Smerdon, In-House Legal 
Team: 

a. Paragraphs 2 to 11 give background to the current position, including the 
outcome of three referrals of the matter to IOC between June 2001 and 
September 2002; 

b. Paragraphs 12 to 17 cover the same information as the meeting note; 

c. Paragraphs 18 to 22 deal with issues surrounding a possible IOC referral at 
this stage. 

5. The Police have responded to my letter requesting more information/evidence 
and I attach their reply at flag 3. As you will see, the Police do not feel able to supply us 
with fuller information at present. 

6. Therefore I would refer you specifically to paragraphs 21 and 18 of 
Toni Smerdon's memo. 

7. I would be grateful if you would consider whether Dr Barton should be referred to 
IOC at the present time. An alternative is for the office to keep the matter under close 
review, continuing to liaise with the Police, and to contact the Screener again if the 
situation changes. 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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Memorandum To Paul Philip 

From Linda Quinn 

Date 30 September 2003 

Copy Jackie Smith 

Dr J A Barton (2000/2047) 

1. I have today met with two officers from Hampshire Constabulary who sought the 
meeting in order to update the GMC on the progress of their investigations. 

2. I attach my note of the meeting at flag A, and for background, I attach a copy of a 
memo dated 13 September 2002 at flag B. 

3. Consideration needs to be given to whether the information supplied by the 
police this morning (plus the written summary they could provide if asked) is 
sufficient fresh information for the matter to be referred to IOC. 

4. I note from the casefile that when we initially received the 1991 information in 
September 2002, it was not considered sufficient to go back to IOC with 
(Peter Swain's email of 24 September 2002- flag C). 

5. However, the police have now had 62 cases involving Or Barton analysed by a 
team of experts, and the finding in some 15 or 16 cases are "negligence, cause 
of death unclear". 

6. As can be seen from paragraph 5 of my note, the results are to be quality 
checked. 

7. If the case is to be reconsidered by IOC in the light of new information, it will be 
necessary to decide whether this should be done after the quality check on the 
first set of experts' findings, or whether it should be done after the second set of 
experts report to the police (possibly January 2004 ). 

8. Or Barton's case has been considered by IOC three times so far, and in each 
case no order was made. 

9. The police are updating Alexander Harris (for the families) this afternoon, and the 
strategic health authority on Friday 3 October 2003. These updates may 
generate inquiries to the GMC. 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
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File note 

2000/2047- Dr J A Barton 

Meeting with police on 30 September 2003 

Present: Detective Chief Superintendent Steve Watts 
Detective Constable Nigel Niven 
Linda Quinn 

GMC101247-0248 

1. I was contacted by DCS Steve Watts of Hampshire Constabulary on 
Monday afternoon, 29 September 2003. He said that he and a colleague 
wished to meet with me to give me some information about Or Barton. We 
agreed to meet Tuesday morning, 30 September 2003. 

2. The meeting commenced with DCS Watts outlining the background to the 
police investigation of the case and saying that, following the disclosure by 
Hampshire and Isle of Wight HA of the 1991 file of correspondence in 
September 2002, the police decided to investigate all the deaths on 
patients under Or Barton's care at Gosport War Memorial Hospital. 

3. A team of five medical experts was appointed -experts in the fields of 
toxicology, geriatric medicine, palliative care, general practice and nursing. 
The experts have now reported on the basis of whether the treatment 
provided to each of the 62 patients was optimal, sub-optimal, or negligent; 
and whether the reason for death/harm was natural causes, unclear, or 
unexplained by natural cause/disease. 

4. The medical experts' findings are: 

Optimal 25% (approximately) 

Sub-optimal but causation unclear 50% " 

Negligent, cause of death unclear 25% 
(DCS Watts said these give grave cause for concern) 

5. Matthew Lohn has been appointed by the police to run a quality control 
check on these findings. I understand that they will not become final 
conclusions until that check is complete. 

6. The police will then appoint further experts to examine in detail the 25% of 
cases (some 15 or 16) which fall into the category of "negligent, cause of 
death unclear". 
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7. The police will not interview Dr Barton until the second team of experts 
have reported, and they expect this to be January 2004 at the earliest. 

8. The police have informed Dr Barton's solicitor (lan Barker of MDU) that 
they are concerned about a significant number of cases, but have not 
conveyed actual numbers. 

9. They also keep the families informed, through Alexander Harris, and on 
Friday, 3 October 2003 they are meeting with someone from the strategic 
health authority to update them on the investigation. 

10. The police asked LQ the case would be reconsidered by the IOC on the 
basis of the information they were supplying. They fully understood that 
any papers which were to be seen by IOC would also be disclosed to 
Dr Barton and her solicitor. They emphasised that they were not able to 
provide full details of their investigations because this could jeopardise 
their further investigations and their eventual interview of Or Barton. 
However, DCS Watts said they would be able to provide a brief written 
summary of the current position if we so required. We would have to 
request it in writing, explaining they reasons for it and why it was in the 
public interest for the police to supply it, and what action we envisaged 
taking. 

Linda Quinn 
30 September 2003 
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Memorandum 

Dr Jane Barton 

To Paul Philip 

From Venessa Carroll 
CCPS 

Date 13/09/02 

Copy Jackie Smith 
Finlay Scott 
Stephanie Day 
Peter Swain 

GMC101247-0250 

1. At its meeting on 29 August 2002, the Preliminary Proceedings Committee 
referred this case for an inquiry by the Professional Conduct Committee. lt has 
today been referred to the Interim Orders Committee for a hearing on 
19 September 2002. This will be the third time that the IOC have considered 
the case having previously made no order. Below I have set out, under 
separate headings, the history of the case and what the case is about. 

The history of the case 

2. In July 2000, this case began as a police investigation into the circumstances 
surrounding the death of Gladys Richards, a geriatric patient at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital (GWMH), and was subsequently extended to 4 other deaths 
- Arthur 'Brian' Cunningham, Alice Wilkie, Robert Wilson and Eva Page. 

3. The case was first considered by the IOC in June 2001. At that time the police 
investigation was at an early stage and only Gladys Richards' death was being 
investigated. The information before the Committee was limited and it made no 
order. 

4. By February 2002 the police/CPS had decided against a criminal prosecution J(_ 
and their papers were disclosed to the Council to decide on issues of potential 0n 
spm/sdp. The case was screened in~ 2002 (Screener: Malcolm Lewis) who~~ 
referred it to the Preliminary Proceedings Committee and also referred the 
case back to the IOC. 

5. The IOC considered the case for the second time on 21 March 2002 and again 
made no order. 

6. On 28 May 2002, Mrs MacKenzie (daughter of the late Gladys Richards) wrote 
to the GMC copying the letter to David Blunkett MP, the police, Nigel Waterson 
MP, Peter Viggers MP, the Police Complaints Authority, the CPS and David 
Parry Treasury Counsel, concerned about the failures of the police 
investigation. I understand that it is because of Mrs MacKenzie that the police 
investigation has been re-opened. 
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13 September 2002 

7. The Rule 6 letter was sent to Or Barton on 11 July 2002 notifying her of the 
PPC hearing on 29-30 August 2002. The charge set out in the Rule 6 letter is 
set out below. 

8. In July 2002, CHI published a report titled "Gosport War Memorial Hospital: 
Investigation into the Portsmouth Healthcare NHS Trust". The report does not 
name Or Barton specifically but refers to the criminal investigations and 
criticises systems in place at the time. 

9. On 30 July 2002 Mrs MacKenzie informed the GMC that the police were 
seeking advice from the CPS about the investigation. We understand the 
present position to be that the CPS are reconsidering the five cases. 

What the case is about 

10. The Charge set out in the Rule 6 letter is set out below. You will see that the 
case relates to Or Barton's prescribing to five patients between the ages of 75 
and 91 between February 1998 and October 1998. These patients were 
attending Gosport War Memorial Hospital, mainly for rehabilitation. lt was Mrs 
Lack's concerns (who was an experienced nurse in elderly care) about the 
treatment of her elderly mother (Mrs Richards) in the ward, which precipitated 
the reviews of other patients. Or Barton was a visiting clinical assistant who 
was responsible for the day-to-day management of these five cases. Or Barton 
in her defence maintains that that overwork had apparently affected patient 
care. There have been expert reports and in his report, Professor Ford 
concludes that the prescribing regime was variously reckless, excessive or 
highly inappropriate. The view is that death appears to have been precipitated 
if not caused by the drug regime in each case. 

In the information it is alleged that: 

1. At the material times you were a registered medical practitioner working as a 
clinical assistant in elderly medicine at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital, 
Hampshire; 

2. a.i. On 27 February 1998 Eva Page was admitted to Dryad Ward at 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital for palliative care having 
being diagnosed at the Queen Alexander Hospital with 
probable carcinoma of the bronchus 

ii. On 3 March 1998 you prescribed diamorphine, hyoscine and 
midazolam to be administered subcutaneously via syringe 
driver 

2 
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b. Your prescribing to Mrs Page of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

a. i. 

i. she was started on opioid analgesia in the absence of prior 
psychogeriatric advice 

ii. the medical and nursing records do not indicate that Mrs Page 
was distressed or in pain 

iii. the specific reasons for commencing subcutaneous infusion of 
opiate and sedative drugs were not adequately recorded in 
medical or nursing records 

iv. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mrs 
Page's condition; 

On 6 August 1998 Alice Wilkie was admitted to Daedalus Ward 
at Gosport War Memorial Hospital for observation following 
treatment at the Queen Alexandra Hospital for a urinary tract 
infection 

ii. You prescribed diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam to be 
administered subcutaneously 

iii. These drugs were administered to Mrs Wilkie from 20 August 
1998 until her death the following day 

iv. Mrs Wilkie had not been prescribed or administered any 
analgesic drugs during her time on Daedalus Ward prior to 
this 

b. Your prescribing to Mrs Wilkie of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. insufficient regard was given to the possibility of alternative 
milder or more moderate treatment options 

ii. the prescription for diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam 
was undated 

iii. the specific reasons for commencing subcutaneous infusion of 
opiate and sedative drugs were not adequately recorded in 
medical or nursing records 

3 
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iv. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mrs 
Wilkie's condition 

c. Your management of Mrs Wilkie was unprofessional in that you failed to 
pay sufficient regard to Mrs Wilkie's rehabilitation needs; 

4. a. i. On 11 August 1998 Gladys Richards was admitted to Daedalus 
Ward at Gosport War Memorial Hospital for rehabilitation 
following a hip replacement operation performed on 28 July 
1998 at the Haslar Hospital, Southampton 

ii. Despite recording that Mrs Richards was 'not obviously in 
pain' you prescribed oromorph, diamorphine, hyoscine, 
midazolam and haloperidol 

iii. Although Mrs Richards did not have a specific life threatening 
or terminal illness you noted in the medical records that you 
were 'happy for nursing staff to confirm death' 

IV. On 13 August 1998 Mrs Richards artificial hip joint became 
dislocated and underwent further surgery at the Haslar 
Hospital, returning to Daedalus ward on 17 August 1998 

v. On 18 August 1998 you prescribed diamorphine, haloperidol, 
midazolam and, on 19 August 1998, hyoscine which was 
administered to Mrs Richards subcutaneously and by syringe 
driver until her death on 21 August 1998 

vi. Between 18 and 21 August 1998 Mrs Richards received no 
foods or fluids 

b. Your prescribing to Mrs Richards of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. you knew or should have known that Mrs Richards was sensitive 
to oromorph and had had a prolonged sedated response to 
intravenous midazolam 

ii. insufficient regard was given to the possibility of using milder 
or more moderate analgesics to control Mrs Richards pain 
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iii. opiate and sedative drugs were administered subcutaneously 
when you knew or should have known that Mrs Richards was 
capable of receiving oral medication 

iv. You knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mrs 
Richards' condition 

d. Your management of Mrs Richards was unprofessional in that you failed 
to pay sufficient regard to Mrs Richards' rehabilitation needs.; 

5. a. 1. On 21 September 1998 Arthur Cunningham was admitted to 
Dryad ward at Gosport War Memorial Hospital with a large 
sacral necrotic ulcer with necrotic area over the left outer 
aspect of the ankle 

ii. After reviewing Mr Cunningham you prescribed oromorph and 
later, via syringe driver, diamorphine, midazolam to which was 
added hyoscine on 23 September 

iii. Although Mr Cunningham did not have a specific life 
threatening or terminal illness you noted in the medical 
records that you were 'happy for nursing staff to confirm 
death' 

iv. Dosages were increased daily between 23 September 1998 
and Mr Cunningham's death on 26 September 1998 

b. Your prescribing to Mr Cunningham of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. insufficient regard was given to the possibility of alternative 
milder or more moderate treatment options 

ii. the reasons for the switch to subcutaneous infusion and the 
subsequent increases in dosages were not adequately 
recorded in medical or nursing records 

iii. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in 
Mr Cunningham's condition 

c. Your management of Mr Cunningham was unprofessional in that you 
failed to pay sufficient regard to Mr Cunningham's rehabilitation needs; 
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On 14 October 1998 Robert Wilson was transferred from to 
Dryad Ward at Gosport War Memorial Hospital for 
rehabilitation, following treatment at the Queen Alexandra 
Hospital for a fractured left humerus 

ii. Between 16 October 1998 and Mr Wilson's death on 18 
October 1998 you prescribed oromorph, diamorphine, 
hyoscine and midazolam 

iii. Diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam were administered 
subcutaneously to Mr Wilson via syringe driver from 16 
October 1998 

b. Your prescribing to Mr Wilson of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. the prescription for diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam 
was undated 

ii. the specific reasons for commencing subcutaneous infusion of 
opiate and sedative drugs and the subsequent increases in 
dosages were not adequately recorded in medical or nursing 
records 

iii. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mr 
Wilson's condition 

c. Your management of Mr Wilson was unprofessional in that you failed to 
pay sufficient regard to Mr Wilson's rehabilitation needs. 
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Fron •. 
Sent: 

Paul Philip c:~~~~:~~t\~:J 
24 Sep 2002 .EJJL._·-·-·-·-·, -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·
Peter Swain (i Code A i Michael Keegan i Code A i 
RE: or Bartor,-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

To: 
Subject: 

Peter, 

Thanks. I suggest we go ahead as you describe. Does someone need to tell whoever gave us the papers what is 
happening? 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----
From: Peter Swain L~~~~C..~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 24 Sep 200.2-1L1D..._.-·-·· 

To: Paul Philip l.-~~-~-~-~-.J Michael Keega{~~~~C..~~~~A~~~J 
Subject: RE: Or Barton 

These papers are from 1991 and demonstrate that nursing staff raised their concerns at that time about the extent 
to which diamorphine was used routinely and in considerable quantity for pain relief for terminally ill patients. it is 
said that some terminally ill patients died as a consequence of that prescribing - though when pressed the nursing 
staff seemed reluctant to name individual cases. The nursing staff were supported by the RCN representative and 
there followed some local meetings; but the outcome appears to have been an acceptance that ultimately 
prescribing is for the clinical judgement of the relevant doctor. 

These papers are supporting evidence for the substantive PCC case and as such they should be passed to our 
lawyers; but they do not provide sufficient grounds for us to invite the IOC to reconsider the case. 

Peter 

-----Original Message.,-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
From: Paul Philip i Code A \ 
Sent: 24 Sep 2002-·15:45-·-·-·-·-· 

To: Michael Keegan[~~~_o_Ci_e:.~~J Peter Swain L.~.9..~~~-~~-~-~ 
Subject: RE: Or Barton 

Peter, 

Can you have a look at these please. 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Keegan [~~:~:o:.Cf~!.\:.~J 
Sent: 23 Sep 2002 14:01 
To: Paul Philip r-·-C"ode_A ___ \Peter Swain !-·-·-c~d;;·Ji,-·-·! 
subject: ~--·-·orl3arta·n '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

We have now received from Or Simon Tanner, Director of Public Health at Hampshire and Isle of White 
Health Authority, a small file of correspondence, which was passed to the management of Fareham and 
Gosport Primary Care Trust by a member of staff on 16/9/02. 

lt includes copies of correspondence from the RCN Branch Convenor to various persons at the Trust and 
minutes and memoranda regarding meetings held with nursing staff to discuss their concerns about use 
of diamorphine in the unit. 

I will provide copies of the same if you wish. 

Michael. 

1 



GMC101247-0257 



GMC101247-0258 



GMC101247-0259 



GMC101247-0260 



GMC1 0124 7-0261 



GMC101247-0262 



GMC101247-0263 

FUn Note 
Dr J A Barton 
2000/2047 

Dr 8-::I(f(lt· l~ <' <.'j crp who· h<,+"l '-) riC::.rJ'~tl'YlE' <'lin'c~-'i 'F~'i"t'-'l'Jt r··llt-' in ei~·<r-:.,-[\; n'l~~·~-lhnP 11 ... ~~- · ... ' t ...3- C. :J . V~.., 'i.. t._.).Jo.·,, . ~ •• ,.. t....- ~ ~ .>~;.).. !r ..,')...,') ~ <;.-... ,\....,. ..... ~ ~ • .....,. .......... y ~ ... .-"-.. .:...- .~ <". 

Gosport VV'ar rviemorial Hospital (Daedaius and Dryad V>/f.Jrds). The Harnpshire 
cc~nstabu!ary orlrJ!nai!y reh~rn-:d thn informai.kH) for this case . 

.. l.l ., . . "'. ~ ! ·1 •. . l ~ -~ . . . . ' ~ . • 'le ahegatmns CC}nGem nl~]d !fYv'f3.8 ot {)pia .e ant; SOCcWVe Cit'Uf}S preS(:noeC! anG 

admlnlsk::red to E~lderly patients, ofteri try< syrin9e driver, most of \•vhom Wf3re ;::KlrnH:ted 
for rehabHirative and not pa!Hatlve care. 

The Ss::reener had a!n,::ady dosed cornp!alnts about Dr Bmion, failures of 
commurdcatlon at the hospital and other matters from n:laUves, fo!\mving local J 
Health Service Ornbudsrnarfs revjews \tdth independent rmxHcal fldv~se that raisfad 
no concJ~rns, as foHo\,vs: 

'•. 

2000/024 7!03 fvlike VVBson [::~~:~:~::~::::! 
2002/0553 Eislf; Devfne 

2002!1345 Stan!gy Carby 

2002/'lGOG Thl~> arose fn::n·n the CHl naport about the hTH:Jh::ent of ekk::~:iy p£::tients 
~'t'h~·l''<"-~"'' --l CK~H '·l•""1 2fl[t'l W!.··dr\-l rrl~-"i'~"-' •·;;;,f,;;,<·pl'lf~p tn ·i f'l '"")'·,·o;h..,<ni<:: ;.0. 'b0< Tf'J~l l.J,..~,f~t(~""~,..t~ ~..,_,./--...>~.-. 0:.~~~\J ........ ~~./ ~ f;~,. .. d .,; .. ~?"''~~,;·~ .. / ~M~.-....,~~-..,1 ._.. .... •· · .... 3 if , •• .._._,~~}~.~·.:A~!!•ii.·V' { :f.·.~~ .. · • \.-. .. 

{\Athlch are elther knovvTl or riot of concern to us). 

PPC eonsldcred matter on 29/08/~~002 in relation to the followin[~ pe~tiems, \<Vhose 
narnes ;::u·e shown atonqsJdE.l relatl\ieS with \Nhom 'NEf l-'H::JVf: been in contact: 

E .,_ P·· va, ago 

A.lke vVilkle 

/Vthur Curmin9harn 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
i ! 
i ! 

Bernard Pape I Code AI 
i ! 

Emlly 'feats (br hor mother, rvks fv1 Jackson) 
i ~· .. 

L.-·-·-·-·-·u:.~··c-·~-~-'7·-_i) 

(FFVV have been ai:>ked b .adv!i:>e on jnducEna the case ot tv1r Carbv undor F~ule 11 ,) 
~ .... ... ·' 

Scrermlncl closed a case concnrnin0 ~mtient Dul6:: l\A:ddleton madt-: bv fviario:le ..,:) cl ~·· .. .. 

Bulbeeic 
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Mike Gill, Regional Director of Public Health, took an early interest (as did the CMO) 
and suggested that the IOC reconsider the matter. The President subsequently 
referred the case to IOC, which considered it on 19/09/2002, but again made no 
order on the basis that no new material had come to light since its earlier decision. 
Simon Tanner of the Isle of White Health Authority then submitted a 'dossier' 
containing information about concerns raised by nursing staff about prescribing 
practices in the early 1990's that had, apparently, not been acted upon in any 
substantive way. Consideration was given to reverting to IOC but it was decided that 
they did not provide sufficient grounds for such a course (a view subsequently 
endorsed by Matthew Lohn at FFW). 

The CMO commissioned a clinical audit of the hospital to be undertaken by Prof 
Richard Baker. Police indicated that this was not likely to be concluded in the near 
future. 

Police inquiries, based on one case (Giadys Richards), were closed but then 
reopened, with an increasingly wide scope of inquiry with the backing of CPS 
counsel. Initially an additional four cases were considered and, in conjunction with 
Baker's audit, a larger number of deaths has, and is, being investigated. DCS Watts 
was appointed the Senior Investigating Officer following some criticism of the earlier 
SIO. FFW and I have had meetings with Dl Nigel Niven and OS Owen Kenny. 

A police investigation remains open and, hence, our inquiries are in limbo. 

Judith Chrystie at FFW is dealing and has visited CHI, who conducted a review of 
the hospital, to obtain records of interviews, etc. that might be of use when we can 
progress our investigation (in the event that the police investigation does not result in 
a conviction). 

All of the relatives of patients whose cases we are progressing are now represented 
by Messrs Alexander Harris. A number of the relatives were concerned that any 
GMC inquiry could potentially adversely effect on a criminal prosecution. I reassured 
them and then Alexander Harris that we had no intention of holding our inquiry until 
the criminal investigation had finished. Alexander Harris queried why we are dealing 
with this as an information case when the original concern was raised by relatives. I 
responded on 18/12/2002 that the information for this particular case (2002/204 7) 
came from the Hampshire Constabulary. 

The Police requested from FFW a number of documents, including a copy of the last 
IOC transcript, in which is recorded Or Barton's explanation of events. I asked FFW 
to ask the Police to make their request formally so that consideration could be given 
to that at a senior level. The Police, in turn, asked FFW to formally request that ! 
Police have also formally requested that we stay proceedings until the resolution of 
the criminal investigation. 

This case had been listed for PCC on 07/04/2003 but then removed from the list for 
the above reasons. If and when it is ready to be heard an initial pro-forma should be 
submitted. 

~---c-titie---A--1 
! i 
! i 

~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 2 
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~chael Keegan [~~~-~~:.~1:\:.~J 

From: Chrystie, Judith 

Sent: 16 Jan 2003 13:46 {w- (fl ( 

To: 'Michael Keegan["_~--~--~-~~-~~--~-~-.J 
Subject: RE: Or Barton 

Dear Michael 

r-·-·-·-·-·-: + 
!Code A! L. __________ i A.)l. •-lvVY~ 

;,j,(t!) 
Many thanks for your email. Sorry for the delay in responding: I have been over at CHI. r-·C-ode-·-A-·l 

'·-·-·-·-·-7-·-·z.:>"'"·..))' o-) 
I will update you next week as to the documents and information CHI held and any information Dl 
Niven passes to me on Tuesday. I will also ask him to make a formal request to us for the release of papers 
suggest that the request is comprehensive to include all the papers we hold - even those that you are content 
to release now -for the sake of consistency). 

See you at 2pm on Wednesday! 

Kind regards 
Judith 

-----Original Message-----

Fro m : M ich ael Keeg an l~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~<i.~~~A~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 4:39 PM 
To: Judith Chrystie (E-mail) 
Subject: Or Barton 

Dear Judith, 

I have had a chance to speak about disclosure to the Police of the IOC transcript in this case 
and consequently advise that the Police should make a formal, reasoned request for the same. 
That request can then be considered at a senior level. This is, as you can imagine, in light of 
both the sensitivity of this case and the lack of precedent of which we are aware. 

I should be grateful if you would communicate this to Dl Niven. 

Regards 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
o~rect une:r-·-c-ocfe-·-A·-·l 

D 1 rect Fax: j_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.l 

Email: ["_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~-~~~--~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~".! 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the 
use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this 
email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org General Medical Council178 Great 
Portland Street London W1 W 5JE Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 
3641 

16/01/2003 



F~esults from Form 1 of Pa9H forrns/ProforrnaChanrJe.htm 

Michael Ktu~gan r·-·-c"()"(ie._A ___ ] 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 

From: Midmei Kelo!{JHn [·c~d~-A·[ 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·• 

S€mt: 1 H Dec 2002 13;09 

To: Michael f<t'mgan fc~d~-A"·! 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-= 

Subject FW: Or ,J A Sart.on 

GMC101247-0268 

Page ·1 of2 

1 spoke to Gill and aqmed that, as this C<'lSf; was unlikely to be m<:1dy kw !)l;~wirl{J (foHowinn prJ!lcr.="J inquiry) for 
(potentially) years, it wa~~ better to t<=:ke it out of lists and, 1Nh(lfl rt~>:Kly, ~~ubrnH an 1nilk=il prt) tt>n·ntL 

Michae! f<eqJan 
1 £31'12/2002 

--,--Origin<d i'vl(:~:~;agc-······ 
From: PCC Li~J.s fC:nmmiH•x~) 
Stnl: 19 Del; 2(}02 13:06 
·r1:~: Mid!i>d K<:;egRn:-·-·-co-Cie·-p;-·-·: 
t)·: Pcc: List,;; {t:om~i1.rti;~c:r-·-·-·-·-·" 
Subject; RE: Or J A H;lflon 

HL 

Gill 

·· -·····Od.du,<ll.M.s.~55'l.l~.iL~:.~c~:: _________________________ _ 
From~ i Code A i 
. .. .. '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
Sent: 18 D1.x 2002 U:Ol 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

rl~~:L:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~<>:~!:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::t~:a~''j!''~J'2~11~'"~'!C!:L ....... ~~~~~ ........ J1 
··sil6fic£:·-r:,.w:·-J51 .. TXt!;;i~ii)!·;·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: Gtv1CWEB@GMC-UK.ORG[Sfv1TP.:GMC\NEB@GMC-UK. ORG] 
Sent: .~~~-~i!.~<::~::j_<'~~.c.Q(!E~:.!.~l~er 18, 2002 10:59:52 AM 
To: i Code A i 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

St.lbjt;lt::t: Or .J A Barton 
Aut-o forwarded by a Rule 

FPD _ Cas,~_Ref; 2000/2047 
Case\'\'Ork(•r: :tvlichacl Kcegan 
Doctor Nanu.~: Dr J A Ba1ion 
Pmvlgionaj__Listing_Jlate: 7 ;:.\pril 2003 
Cu ITent_EmpJoyer: Hampshire s~ Isle of \.Vhrte He<:dth A l!thority 
Ouratiou; ! 5 days 
l,oc:~tion ___ Practise: H>:unpshiri.:: 
Cmmril S Finn; Fidd Fislwr \Vatt~rhmlsc 
CotmdJ .. s .... N<:mw; Judith Christie 
Coundi~S _ Rd'en.~uf.~t~; 
.Od'Cnt:t~ S Finn: lVIDU 
Uefence S Na.me: !an Barker 
Defe nce ___ S ___ Refenm cc~ 
Ilefenn~ ... s Add m Inn): 

19/12/2002 
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Please adjourn sine die. Police investigations are ongoing and will not be complete in time for 
PCC to consider matters in April2003. 

Case_Summary 

lnapropriate I irresponsible prescribing. 

19/12/2002 



3 [k(unber 2002 
SJ4.36498932GH 

!~;-j-~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~i 
i ?8<202 (ir<::ut Portland St:·et·t 
I.CfNJ)()N 
Wl\\·' 5JE 

Dear \1iE~d~-A! 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

GMC101247-0270 

.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

! Code A i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Th<l Fkui Ne~:,;:;·urh 
Cu:>tz:nl<::r :::.t:p,·i<x (.:entrt 

C!ippo::·::: HJr~lf'~~ 
p(; Box 740 
SAL.f(JRD 

T:;;kplJ(mt: 01§4$7 74(1 7W 
\;.../ ~)l};; he ~-~:~j·:~~:-~~.:~}~:·:~J::n_:).l.~~~~;~~::1 
·'f\r~rphont? Of~-456 000 606 

eh· the deahmd lv,rd {)l'}l(~aring) 

Thunk you. Jbr your enquiry n:t~d vt~d on 18th Scpte:r:.bcr about n Special Ddi'.·cry iklrl of 
maiL, .1\'Jt~renee SJ43649H932GB, post<:d to: 

J A Ik1rton 

r·-·c-~·d·~·-·A·-·l 
l ___________________ j 
I t::<~.n Z.:imtl:rm that this ih~m \vas deE-ven;d to that addrcs~< on 13th Scpk:rnb·~r 2002 and a 
photocopy ofthl':'" sigrw.turt; vve obtained is encksetL 

Postl,v<Hd1;. tlx:" independ<;;nt consurner bndy t<>r postal servh::t·~;, exists to n::pn:.s,-::tH custi.mwrs' 
intcrc:-;ts, !f you Yvou!d Ek<:: further infornuuion, Uwy om be contaeted on 08456 0 .l J 265 or al 
Fn::cpo:>t Po~:.twatch. 

!"-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

i Code A! 
' ' i i 

'·-c1isT)ii1ci.scr\'~~(~-z;·}~dvi sor 

To~~~~~:.:~--~: th;~t ~~_;{: :-~~~~H~,;~~3;~ ~1h: b~ghes~ pos::5hk: s~.:md:;_rds;: tl:~:- =~(::·-:.:~.:.>~: ~.).:t' p?·<~~·i:d~: u~ '{<)(: i:::. :n.t::::i~~><"•:··d ·-~~~ (~~u h::l~~::fh~- {~ r:::;.~·;ss:..·:~ ~~~~o~ ... ~~ :·:·;~::-.-:~, ~;:onth 
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FILE NOTE 

15/10/2002 

RE: DR BARTON 

I spoke to Judith Christie 15 October 2002. 

I acknowledged receipt of Matthew Lohn's letter re IOC. 

I advised that I had asked for PCC date;' to be changed to 7 April. 

She said she would review CHI report and then we could discuss that documents we 
really wanted . 

She said that she had had difficulty in setting up meeting with police, but would carry 
on trying and let me know. I told her my current dates to avoid. 

She will also look at the papers for the two new files and we can discuss their 
possible inclusion under Rule 11 (2). 

Michael Keegan 
15 October 2002 



Form Confirmation 

6orm Confirmation 
Thank you for submitting the following information: 

FPD_Case_Ref: 2000/2047 
Caseworker: Michael Keegan 
Doctor_Name: BARTON, Jane Ann 
Provisionai_Listing_Date: 17 March 2003 
Current_Employer: 
Duration: 15 days 
Location Practise: Hampshire 
Councii_S_Firm: FFW 
Councii_S_Name: Judith Christie 
Council_ S_Reference: 
Defence_S_Firm: MDU 
Defence_S_Name: lan Barker 
Defence_S_Reference: 
Defence_S_Add_lnfo: 
Amber: 
Submit_B: Submit 

Correspondence_Add 

see IRS 

New_IOC _Hearings 

Other_Changes 

Please relist for 15 days beginning 7 April 2003. 

Case_ Summary 

• inappropriate/irresponsible prescribing 

Return to the form. 

http://gmcweb/intranet/fpd/_vti_bin/shtml.dll/forms/ProformaChange.htm 

GMC101247-0280 

Page 1 of 1 

11/10/2002 
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" Results from Form 1 of Page forms/Proformalnitial.htm Page 1 of 2 

4-ichael Keegan [~~~g~~~~~~A~~~J 

From: PCC Lists (Committee) 

Sent: 07 Oct 2002 12:05 

To: Michael Keegan [~~~-~~-~~~J 
Cc: PCC Lists (Committee) 

Subject: RE: BARTON, Jane Ann 

Michael, 

I have listed this case for 17 March with the location preference as London. 

Hope that is OK 

Thanks 

Gill 

-----O~_giP:_a._l_M~.~~'!g_~.:~-~.:::. ______________________ , 
Fromt__·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·---~c:>.~~-~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.J 
Sent: 04 Oct 2002 12:05 
f!~-=-~A<!~.~l!.~~t_tj_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~9~~g-~~d·~~--i~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~·.J?._gg_~i~!.~.-(g~~i!!e._e)f·§~~~~--~··1 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Subject: FW: L.-·-·-·-·-·---~~-c!~.-~----·-·-·-·-·-.1 

From: GMCWEB@GMC-UK.ORG[SMTP:GMCWEB@GMC-UK.ORG] 
Sent: Friday, October 04, 2002 11:04:12 AM 

To: [.~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~~~-~~~~-~-~-~-~-~-~_! 
Subject: BARTON, Jane Ann 
Auto forwarded by a Rule 

Doctor_Name: BARTON, Jane Ann 
REGNO: 1587920 
FPD Case Ref: 2000/204 7 - -
Mult Doctor Case: - -
Mult Doe REGNOs: 
Caseworker: Michael Keegan 
Field of Practise: General Practice 
Employer: Hampshire and Isle of Wight Practitioner and Patient Services Agency 
Specialty: General Practice 
Location_of_Events: Gosport, Hampshire 
Provisional_ Listing_ Date: 
Is_Doc_Practicing: YES 
Duration: 15 days 
Date_PPC_Hearing: 29 August 2002 
Dates to A void: 
IOC_Hearing_Date: 21 June 2001,21 March 2002, 19 September 2002 
Case_Type: Conduct 
Case Source: Information 

07/10/2002 



• Results from Form 1 of Page forms/Proformalnitial.htm 

Doctor _previously_ appeared: 
Previous_ PCC _Appearance: 
High_Profile: YES 
Council S Firm: FFW 
Council S Name: Judith Christie 
Council S Reference: 
Council S Phone: 
Defence S Firm: MDU 
Defence S Name: Ian Barker 
Defence S Reference: 
Defence S Phone: 020 7202 1500 
Defence S Add Info: 
Screeners: Dr Lewis 
Submit B: Submit 
Remote User: GMC_HQ\mkeegan 

Correspondence_ Add 

see IRS 

Location of Practise 

Hampshire 

Members Interests 

GMC101247-0282 

Page 2 of 2 

Mr Bob Nicholls, Professor Roger Green, Dr Richard Kennedy, Sir Roddy MacSween and 
Professor Nigel Stott, Dr Sheila Mann 

Other Comments 

Please list for 17 March 2003 onwards or as soon as possible thereafter. 

07/10/2002 



Menwrandum 

Or Jane Barton {1587920) 

Ref: 
To: 

2000/2041 
Venossa Carrol 
!\!t~9h$(d ·l(~ega rt 

Copy: Peter Swain 

Date: 3 October 2002 

GMC101247-0283 

---------------------r- ~ """" ___ , 
Out f3.ack ! 

------ . ·--·1 l 

PeterNenessa -- we spoke ana agreed that ! would provide a sun1mary of all 
the 'Barton--related' issues that scmt=ming 1s aware of but which did not feature 
in the recent PPG !tern papers, 

The PPC considered charges against Dr Barton based on her rnanagenu·:mt of 
5 elderly patiHnts (Eva Page, A!ice Wllkie, Gladys Rictnlrds, Artllur 
Cunning ham and RQbert Wilson) on Daeda!us/Dryad Wards at Gosport War 
Memoria! Hospital between February and October 1 HHS. These cases were; 
rE:ferred to the GMC by Harnpshire Constabulary with each case study being 
supported by an indepe11dent expert opinion(s) critical of Dr Barton . 

In addition to the 5 'police' cases, the followinf.} information was or has also 
been brought to our attention: 

1. {.2000/0247f03)- ln (date} Mr Mike Wilson wrote to the GMC about the 
death of his mother, Mrs Purnell, who died on Dryad \Nard on (date) 
following her transfer to the Gosport War Memorial Hospital for · 
rehabilitation. 

Mr Wl!son's complaint concerns failures in comnwnicatlon ~Jy hospital 
staff and as weH as hts mother's clinical car, particularly re!atlng to 
prescribing. Although speclfical!y naming Or Barton in his complaint, 
the available records appeared to show that Or Barton was only one of 
a number of doctors who reviewed and prescribed for Mrs Purne!L 
Unfortunately only limited r-ecords are available as a section of the 
records were erroneously destroyed by ttle Trust during microfilming in 
April 1999. 

By the time Mr Wilsan wrote to ttle GMC Mrs Purnel!'s care had 
already been reviewed both locally and by the Health Service 
Ombudsnmn. Both reviews sought independent medica! advice and 
both cons!den~d Mrs Purne!!'s treatrne-nt to have been acceptable in 
the cir,curnsMnces_ On the lnformaUon available, the screeners 
considered that the corn plaint raised no issue of spm on the part of 
Dr Barton. 



- . 

2. (2002/0553)- In February Mrs Ann Reeves wrote to the GMC about 
the death of her mother, Elsie Devine, who died on Dryad Ward in 
November 1999 a few weeks after being admitted for respite care. 

GMC101247-0284 

Whilst specifically naming Or Barton in her complaint, Mrs Reeves 
complains of failures in communication by hospital staff as well as her 
mother's clinical care. By the time Mrs Reeves wrote to the GMC 
Mrs Devine's care had already been reviewed both locally and by the 
Health Service Ombudsman. Both reviews sought independent 
medical advice and both considered Mrs Devine's clinical treatment to 
have been acceptable in the circumstances. On the information 
available, the screeners considered that the complaint raised no issue 
of spm on the part of Or Barton. 

I should add that Mrs Reeves is currently seeking legal advice with a 
view to a possible civil claim. Her solicitors have requested that should 
we need to contact Mrs Reeves, we do it through them: 

Alexander Harris Solicitors (contact Lisa Elkin), Ashleigh House, Ashleigh 
Road, Altrincham, Cheshire WA14 2DW 

3. (2002/1345)- In June 2002 Mrs RE Carby wrote to the GMC 
concerning the death of her husband, Stanley Carby, who died on 
Daedalus Ward in April 1999 shortly after being admitted for 
'rehabilitation'. After her husband's death Mrs Carby met with 
representatives of the Trust to discuss her concerns but was not 
satisfied with their responses. 

Whilst specifically naming Or Barton in her complaint Mrs Carby writes 
mainly of inconsistencies or inaccuracies in her husband's medical and 
nursing records and failure's in communication by hospital staff. Of 
perhaps more concern to the GMC would be the wide range of drugs 
written up for this patient by Or Barton shortly after his admission and 
whether the manner of her prescribing was in any way inappropriate of 
irresponsible. 

In order to properly assess whether this case raises any issues of spm 
against Or Barton (or any other doctor) I would suggest we would need 
to obtain an expert opinion. 

't,o& 
it'. (2002/1.068)- In July 2002 CHI published their report into the treatment 

of elderly patients at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital between 1998 
and 2001. Whilst the report criticised a failure of Trust systems to 
ensure good quality patient care during this period, the Report does 
not apportion blame to specific individuals or mention them by name. 

However, page 5 of the report makes reference to 1 0 complaints made 
to the Trust since 1998. We requested details of these complaints and 



GMC101247-0285 

discovered that the majority were either made but individuals who 
subsequently wrote to the GMC or were about matters not related to 
our case. Only one complaint, made by a Mrs Batson in 2000 
concerning the death of her mother, Mrs Gilbertson, on Dryad Ward in 
December 1999, appeared relevant and we recently requested and 
received further details. Whilst the complaint raises a number of 
different issues, Mrs Batson does raise the issue of pain relief (oral 
morphine) and mentions Dr Barton by name. 

lt would appear however that Mrs Batson was satisfied by the 
response of the Trust to her complaint and chose not to pursue the 
matter further. 

Matters 1 and 2 are brought to your attention for background information only. 
With regard to matters 3 and 4 I understand that it may be open to us to 
consider adding these cases under Rule 11 to those matters already referred 
up by the PPC? 

Should you have further any questions concerning any of the above, please 
don't hesitate to contact me. 

Code A 
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Memorandum 

DrBarton 

To Paul Philip 
Peter Swain 

GMC1 0124 7-0291 

From Venessa Carroll 
Conduct Case 
Presentation Section 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

! CodeA i 
i ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

Date 25/09/02 

Copy Michael Keegen 

1. In a letter of 19 September 2002, Hampshire and Isle of Wight Health Authority 
have provided a file of correspondence passed by nurses to the management 
of Fareham and Gosport Primary Care Trust. 

2. I have listed and summarised the relevant documents contained in the file 
below. I have not referred to documents that I do not consider relevant. 

3. The information relates to concerns that were raised in 1991 by nursing staff 
about the use of diamorphine. Although Or Barton is not personally criticised, 
she was, with other doctors (Or Logan), prescribing the diamorphine. 

4. lt would seem from the information that the nurses were extremely concerned 
and contacted both the RCN (Royal College fo Nursing) and Mrs Evans, the 
Patient Care Manager. The RCN was clearly concerned and questioned the 
actions of the hospital in dealing with this. lt seems that by the end of 1991, the 
staff were satisfied that the matter had been considered and was resolved. 

5. In considering whether this case should be referred back to IOC, one could 
consider that despite concerns being raised in 1991, Or Barton did not address 
these as shown by the allegations in current case (1998). This suggests 
possible lack of insight and the possibility that this inappropriate practice 
continued from 1991 to 1998. However we have no information to support this 
and we have no information about Or Barton's practice since 1998. 

Information provided in File 

6. Summary of Meeting on 11 July 1991 following concerns expressed by 
some staff at the prescribed treatment for terminal patients. 

This was a meeting arranged for staff on unit and attended by nurses and patient 
care manager, Mrs Evans. Or Barton does not appear to have attended. The main 
concern was use of diamorphine on patients, with the nurses concerned about it 
being used inappropriately. Reference is made to not all patients given 
diamorphine having pain, no other forms of analgesia being considered, patients 
deaths hastened. Mrs Evans told the nurses that Or Barton and another Or, Or 
Logan would consider the nurse's views so long as they were based on proven 
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25 September 2002 

facts. Although Or Barton is not specifically criticised, the suggestion is that the 
nurses were complaining about her, and possibly Or Logan. lt was agreed that 
more information would be obtained about diamorphine 

7. 31 October 1991 -Report of a visit to unit by community tutor in 
continuing education, Ms Whitney. 

Purpose of visit was to discuss administration of drugs following a request for 
information from nurses. In attendance were a number of nurses (not Or Barton). 
During this meeting the nurses identified particular cases of concern (e.g. pt 
prescribed diamorphine via syringe driver, when not in pain) and indicated concern 
that diamorpine being prescribed indiscriminately. lt is noted that there are a 
number of cases causing nurses concern but too many to mention. Again Or 
Barton is not named. 

8. 4 November 1991 - Letter from community tutor enclosing copy of her 
report dated 31 October 1991 

Also sent to General Manager and Patient Care Manager at Gosport Hospital, as 
well as Principal at Solent School of Health Medicine and staff nurse at the 
meeting. 

9. Memo from Mrs Evans dated 7 November 1991 to all staff at unit incl Dr 
Logan and Dr Barton. 

Indicates that there is still concern about prescribing of diamorphine, which she 
has discussed with Or Barton. Nurses asked to provide names of patients that they 
have concerns about so cases could be reviewed. 

This memo was copied to Steve Barnes, RCN Officer. 

10. Letter to Mrs Evans from Steve Barnes dated 22 November 2001 
SB indicates that RCN office had been aware of concerns from early/mid 1991 and 
RCN had understood that concerns would be addressed and clear guidance/policy 
would follow as a result of very serious concerns. He is clearly concerned that 
actions have not been take to address concerns and states that they expect a 
clear policy to be agreed as a matter of urgency. 

11.2 December 1991, letter from RCN to Nurse Tubbritt confirming that they 
have the support of the RCN 

12. Letter dated 2 December 1991 to St Mary's Hospital, Portsmouth, asking 
for advice on dealing with this matter 

13.Letterfrom RCN to Nurse Tubbritt dated 10 December 1991 indicating that 
unless it is confirmed that a policy will be drawn up, then grievance procedures 
wi 11 be started 

2 
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25 September 2002 

14. Notes of a meeting held on 17 December 1991 attended by nurses, Mrs 
Evans and Dr Barton. Purpose of meeting to discuss concerns about use of 
diamorphine. At the conclusion of this meeting it was agreed that if nurses had 
concerns about particular cases they could approach Dr Barton or the Sister for 
an explanation. Staff were asked if they felt there was a need for policy relating 
to nursing practice and it was agreed that it was not necessary. Mrs Evans 
stated that she was concerned about the way in which these matters were 
raised, making people defensive. Agreed that a further meeting would be 
arranged to ensure problems had been resolved. 

15.11 January 1992 letter from RCN concerned that problems still there. 

3 



GMC101247-0294 

MichaeiKeegan[~~! ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Fr. Michael Keegan :-·-·--cc;·Cie-·A·-·-·: 
Sent: 23 Sep 2002 14:2~r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

To: Venessa Carroll L.~.~~~~~-~~~.J 
Subject: FW: Or Barton 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Keegan r-·-Code_A_·-·: 
sent: 23 Sep 200.f_.14_:_Q_:c~~·-·-·-·-·-·' 
To: Paul Philip L.-.~~SI~-~---J; Peter Swain r-·-·co-Cie)~··-·: 
Subject: Dr Barton '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

We have now received from Or Simon Tanner, Director of Public Health at Hampshire and Isle of White Health 
Authority, a small file of correspondence, which was passed to the management of Fareham and Gosport Primary 
Care Trust by a member of staff on 16/9/02. 

lt includes copies of correspondence from the RCN Branch Convenor to various persons at the Trust and minutes and 
memoranda regarding meetings held with nursing staff to discuss their concerns about use of diamorphine in the unit. 

ewill provide copies of the same if you wish. 

Michael. 
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Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ms Chrystie, 

Code A 

Michael Keegan [~~~~j~~-~~~A~~~J 
,.1.~--§_~p_?.9_Q?.J.9~.~4 
L-·-·-·-·---~1?.~.~-~---·-·-·-·J 
FW: Dr Barton 

I have recently been appointed as a Senior Caseworker with the CCPS in the GMC. 

I understand that you have been instructed by the Counil in relation to Dr Barton. 

GMC101247-0295 

I have been asked to arrange an early case conference with you involving Peter Swain, Venesa Carroll and I. May I 
suggest the week after next. 

If you wish to discuss the matter please telephone me on the number below. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Peter Swain C~~§~~i.X~~J 
Sent: 19 Sep 2002 10:12 ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
To: V~nessa Carroll ~--C-~d~-A·] Paul PhiliPL._.~~~-~--~·-·-i 
Cc: M1chael Keegan! : 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Venessa 

Thanks. We will have to consider the tactics of this. Usually, we hear the substantive case first, and then assess on 
the basis of the findings whether others have a case to answer for not reporting concerns earlier. However, this runs 
the risk that witnesses in the substantive case will not give evidence for fear of incriminating themselves. We 
overcame this in the Bristol case by charging the Chief Exec at the same hearing as the other doctors. 

We need some early dialogue with the instructed solicitors. Please keep me informed; I will want to attend all case 
conferences for this case. 

Peter 

-----Original Message-----
From: Venessa Carroll r-·-c·ode_A ___ ] 
Sent: 19 Sep 2002_Q~)§~~~~~~~~~~~~·-·-·' ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Peter Swain i Code A i Paul Philipi Code A i 
cc: Michael Kee9anr--c-a"'d';A-·-·: -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
Subject: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Importance: High 

Peter and Paul 

I have just spoken with Simon Tanner, Director of Public Health f.~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~~-~~e~-~~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~.J) at Portsmouth 
Health Authority regarding a further development in this case. 

On Tuesday (17th) following the announcement about the CMO audit, ST met with Dr Barton to ensure that she 
was not working at the moment. Sir Liam Donaldson had indicated that voluntary restrictions on Or's prescribing 
should be reintroduced. I understand that the vol undertaking had ceased following last decision of IOC to place 
no order. ST assured that Dr currently on sick leave. 

Followign his mtg with Dr B, ST met with the staff at Gosport Hospital when 2 nurses handed over a dossier of 
files/letters which refer to concerns about the Or's prescribing back as far as 1991 (as you know the current allegs 
relate to 1998). Included in the file are copies of minuted meetings, correspondence with the Royal College of 
Nursing and the Chief Executive. The report names individuals for example the CE of East Hants PCT. What this 
report suggests is that concerns were raised back as far as 1991 and people failed to act. By way of example, ST 
told me that the first page of the report which relates to a nurses mtg in 1991 refers to patients being given 
diamorphine when they had no pain, indiscriminate use of a syringe driver, and patients' deaths being hastened. 

1 
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The report has been copied to the Police and the CMO and a copy will be sent to me. 

anformed ST that the IOC is today considering Dr B's case and I would notify him, as well as Mike Gill, of the 
Wtcome. 

Venessa 
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-FILE NOTE -18/9/02 

RE: DR BARTON (2000/2047) 

Further to my fax to CS J James, to which no response had been received, I called 
Superintendent Paul Stickler at 4.30pm on 18 September 2002. He was at home 
and so unable to respond to my query in writing. He also indicated that nobody else 
I could speak to would be able to assist more than he. 

I asked what the current 'state of play' was. 

He said that his involvement was limited to having disclosed to the CPS additional 
papers that had not been considered re: Mrs Richards only. 

He had been asked to do this following some criticism of C S James from the 
families of the deceased. 

He said that the papers had been sent yesterday and the CPS's response was 
awaited, but that it would not be received before next week. 

He also indicated that Steve Watts (CID) would be taking a leading role in the matter. 

Michael Keegan 
18/9/02 
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• 
Memorandum 

Or Jane Barton 

To Paul Philip 

From Venessa Carrell 
CCPS 

Date 13/09/02 

Copy Jackie Smith 
Finlay Scott 
Stephanie Day 
Peter Swain 

GMC101247-0300 

1. At its meeting on 29 August 2002, the Preliminary Proceedings Committee 
referred this case for an inquiry by the Professional Conduct Committee. lt has 
today been referred to the Interim Orders Committee for a hearing on 
19 September 2002. This will be the third time that the IOC have considered 
the case having previously made no order. Below I have set out, under 
separate headings, the history of the case and what the case is about. 

The history of the case 

2. In July 2000, this case began as a police investigation into the circumstances 
surrounding the death of Gladys Richards, a geriatric patient at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital (GWMH), and was subsequently extended to 4 other deaths 
- Arthur 'Brian' Cunningham, Alice Wilkie, Robert Wilson and Eva Page. 

3. The case was first considered by the IOC in June 2001. At that time the police 
investigation was at an early stage and only Gladys Richards' death was being 
investigated. The information before the Committee was limited and it made no 
order. 

4. By February 2002 the police/CPS had decided against a criminal prosecution &..__ 
and their papers were disclosed to the Council to decide on issues of potential D. . . ' 
spm/sdp. The case was screened in~ 2002 (Screener: Malcolm Lewis) who~~ 
referred it to the Preliminary Proceedings Committee and also referred the 
case back to the IOC. 

5. The IOC considered the case for the second time on 21 March 2002 and again 
made no order. 

6. On 28 May 2002, Mrs MacKenzie (daughter of the late Gladys Richards) wrote 
to the GMC copying the letter to David Blunkett MP, the police, Nigel Waterson 
MP, Peter Viggers MP, the Police Complaints Authority, the CPS and David 
Parry Treasury Counsel, concerned about the failures of the police 
investigation. I understand that it is because of Mrs MacKenzie that the police 
investigation has been re-opened. 
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• 
13 September 2002 

7. The Rule 6 letter was sent to Or Barton on 11 July 2002 notifying her of the 
PPC hearing on 29-30 August 2002. The charge set out in the Rule 6 letter is 
set out below. 

8. In July 2002, CHI published a report titled "Gosport War Memorial Hospital: 
Investigation into the Portsmouth Healthcare NHS Trust". The report does not 
name Or Barton specifically but refers to the criminal investigations and 
criticises systems in place at the time. 

9. On 30 July 2002 Mrs MacKenzie informed the GMC that the police were 
seeking advice from the CPS about the investigation. We understand the 
present position to be that the CPS are reconsidering the five cases. 

What the case is about 

10. The Charge set out in the Rule 6 letter is set out below. You will see that the 
case relates to Or Barton's prescribing to five patients between the ages of 75 
and 91 between February 1998 and October 1998. These patients were 
attending Gosport War Memorial Hospital, mainly for rehabilitation. lt was Mrs 
Lack's concerns (who was an experienced nurse in elderly care) about the 
treatment of her elderly mother (Mrs Richards) in the ward, which precipitated 
the reviews of other patients. Or Barton was a visiting clinical assistant who 
was responsible for the day-to-day management of these five cases. Or Barton 
in her defence maintains that that overwork had apparently affected patient 
care. There have been expert reports and in his report, Professor Ford 
concludes that the prescribing regime was variously reckless, excessive or 
highly inappropriate. The view is that death appears to have been precipitated 
if not caused by the drug regime in each case. 

In the information it is alleged that: 

1. At the material times you were a registered medical practitioner working as a 
clinical assistant in elderly medicine at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital, 
Hampshire; 

2. a.i. On 27 February 1998 Eva Page was admitted to Dryad Ward at 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital for palliative care having 
being diagnosed at the Queen Alexander Hospital with 
probable carcinoma of the bronchus 

ii. On 3 March 1998 you prescribed diamorphine, hyoscine and 
midazolam to be administered subcutaneously via syringe 
driver 

2 
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3. 

GMC101247-0302 

13 September 2002 

b. Your prescribing to Mrs Page of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

a. i. 

i. she was started on opioid analgesia in the absence of prior 
psychogeriatric advice 

ii. the medical and nursing records do not indicate that Mrs Page 
was distressed or in pain 

iii. the specific reasons for commencing subcutaneous infusion of 
opiate and sedative drugs were not adequately recorded in 
medical or nursing records 

iv. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mrs 
Page's condition; 

On 6 August 1998 Alice Wilkie was admitted to Daedalus Ward 
at Gosport War Memorial Hospital for observation following 
treatment at the Queen Alexandra Hospital for a urinary tract 
infection 

ii. You prescribed diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam to be 
administered subcutaneously 

iii. These drugs were administered to Mrs Wilkie from 20 August 
1998 until her death the following day 

iv. Mrs Wilkie had not been prescribed or administered any 
analgesic drugs during her time on Daedalus Ward prior to 
this 

b. Your prescribing to Mrs Wilkie of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. insufficient regard was given to the possibility of alternative 
milder or more moderate treatment options 

ii. the prescription for diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam 
was undated 

iii. the specific reasons for commencing subcutaneous infusion of 
opiate and sedative drugs were not adequately recorded in 
medical or nursing records 

3 
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13 September 2002 

iv. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mrs 
Wilkie's condition 

c. Your management of Mrs Wilkie was unprofessional in that you failed to 
pay sufficient regard to Mrs Wilkie's rehabilitation needs; 

4. a. i. On 11 August 1998 Gladys Richards was admitted to Daedalus 
Ward at Gosport War Memorial Hospital for rehabilitation 
following a hip replacement operation performed on 28 July 
1998 at the Haslar Hospital, Southampton 

ii. Despite recording that Mrs Richards was 'not obviously in 
pain' you prescribed oromorph, diamorphine, hyoscine, 
midazolam and haloperidol 

iii. Although Mrs Richards did not have a specific life threatening 
or terminal illness you noted in the medical records that you 
were 'happy for nursing staff to confirm death' 

iv. On 13 August 1998 Mrs Richards artificial hip joint became 
dislocated and underwent further surgery at the Haslar 
Hospital, returning to Daedalus ward on 17 August 1998 

v. On 18 August 1998 you prescribed diamorphine, haloperidol, 
midazolam and, on 19 August 1998, hyoscine which was 
administered to Mrs Richards subcutaneously and by syringe 
driver until her death on 21 August 1998 

vi. Between 18 and 21 August 1998 Mrs Richards received no 
foods or fluids 

b. Your prescribing to Mrs Richards of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. you knew or should have known that Mrs Richards was sensitive 
to oromorph and had had a prolonged sedated response to 
intravenous midazolam 

ii. insufficient regard was given to the possibility of using milder 
or more moderate analgesics to control Mrs Richards pain 
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13 September 2002 

iii. opiate and sedative drugs were administered subcutaneously 
when you knew or should have known that Mrs Richards was 
capable of receiving oral medication 

iv. You knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mrs 
Richards' condition 

d. Your management of Mrs Richards was unprofessional in that you failed 
to pay sufficient regard to Mrs Richards' rehabilitation needs.; 

5. a. i. On 21 September 1998 Arthur Cunningham was admitted to 
Dryad ward at Gosport War Memorial Hospital with a large 
sacral necrotic ulcer with necrotic area over the left outer 
aspect of the ankle 

ii. After reviewing Mr Cunningham you prescribed oromorph and 
later, via syringe driver, diamorphine, midazolam to which was 
added hyoscine on 23 September 

iii. Although Mr Cunningham did not have a specific life 
threatening or terminal illness you noted in the medical 
records that you were 'happy for nursing staff to confirm 
death' 

iv. Dosages were increased daily between 23 September 1998 
and Mr Cunningham's death on 26 September 1998 

b. Your prescribing to Mr Cunningham of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. insufficient regard was given to the possibility of alternative 
milder or more moderate treatment options 

ii. the reasons for the switch to subcutaneous infusion and the 
subsequent increases in dosages were not adequately 
recorded in medical or nursing records 

iii. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in 
Mr Cunningham's condition 

c. Your management of Mr Cunningham was unprofessional in that you 
failed to pay sufficient regard to Mr Cunningham's rehabilitation needs; 

5 
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13 September 2002 

On 14 October 1998 Robert Wilson was transferred from to 
Dryad Ward at Gosport War Memorial Hospital for 
rehabilitation, following treatment at the Queen Alexandra 
Hospital for a fractured left humerus 

ii. Between 16 October 1998 and M r Wilson's death on 18 
October 1998 you prescribed oromorph, diamorphine, 
hyoscine and midazolam 

iii. Diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam were administered 
subcutaneously to Mr Wilson via syringe driver from 16 
October 1998 

b. Your prescribing to Mr Wilson of opiate and sedative drugs was 
inappropriate and/or unprofessional in that 

i. the prescription for diamorphine, hyoscine and midazolam 
was undated 

ii. the specific reasons for commencing subcutaneous infusion of 
opiate and sedative drugs and the subsequent increases in 
dosages were not adequately recorded in medical or nursing 
records 

iii. you knew or should have known that opiate and sedative 
drugs were prescribed in amounts and combinations which 
were excessive and potentially hazardous to a patient in Mr 
Wilson's condition 

c. Your management of Mr Wilson was unprofessional in that you failed to 
pay sufficient regard to Mr Wilson's rehabilitation needs. 

6 
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MichaeiKeegan[~~~-~~--~~J~. ---------------------------------------------
From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Michael Keegan i-·-·-coCie·A·-·-·: 
13 sep 2002 1 o :,o:r~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~" ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· .-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
Venessa Carroll L-----~1?.~~-J.:\_. ___ jPeter Swain i Code A :; Paul Philip i Code A ! 
Michael Keegan (7915 7437) '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Subject: Dr Barton 

Rachel Dixon of the Chief Medical Officer's office called today to advise that a statement is being released today (copy 
to be faxed to Paul Philip's office) that a clinical audit is to be commissioned into the mortalities at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital. 

This has arisen as a result of concerns that the various police, CHI, etc. reports have not been adequate. 

She advised that Sir Richard Baker had been commissioned to conduct the audit and that this will probably inflame 
press interest, as he was involved in the Shipman inquiry. 

Rachel Dixon's tel no's are: (m)i·-·-·-·co"cie-A·-·-·-·v (w) i·-·-·-·co.de-A·-·-·-·1 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Michael 

1 
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Code A 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·r 

From: Paul Philip i Code A i 
Sent: 12 Sep 200Z.lZ:f-!r:~:~:~:~:~.---·-·-·- .-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·

V~nessa Carroll! Code A i Peter Swain L. .. f.~.c!~--~---·j 
M1chael Keegan ! : 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: Inquiry re: DrTEfartcin·-·-·-

Peter, 

Can we discuss please. 

Paul 

-----Original Message----- ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: Venessa Carroll L. .. 9.0..<!~.A ... J 
Sent: 12 Sep 2002 10:07 
To: Peter Swain C~§.ii~~~~J ....... , ,·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-, 
Cc: Michael KeeganL. .... ~S'!l~ .. A.. ..... JPaul Philip l. .. ~-~~~--~·-·J 
Subject: RE: Inquiry re: Dr J Barton 

I have now spoken with Mike Gill who informed me in confidence that the CMO has now loooked at all the papers 
in this case having been notified by a whistleblower (not identified to me). The CMO wants a full investigation into 
the deaths in that hospital, the handling of which is going to be difficult and public as the whistleblower is likely to 
go to the press in a matter of days. 

I informed Mike Gill that the police were again involved with this case and that Superintend. Paul Stickler was 
responsible for the case. Mike Gill indicated that he would contact the police. 

MG is concerned that the IOC considered this case and made no order. I indicated that it was possible for IOC to 
reconsider if new information was placed before it. He will discuss this with the police. MG is concerned that when 
this becomes public, questions will be asked about Or being allowed to continue to practise. MG used the 
expression "institutional euthanasia". 

lt was left that MG would speak to the police. 

If the police are going to proceed or there is going to be an inquiry then this of course may affect any action the 
GMC takes. 

Venessa 

-----Original Message--~=~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
From: Peter Swain i Code A ! 
Sent: 12 Sep 2002 'i5!Ff3·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· .--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
To: Scott Geddes! Code A ! Paul Philip i Code A ! Venessa Carroll ! Code A ! 
Cc: Michael KeeganL~--~--~~~C[~--~~--~·.J '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Subject: RE: Inquiry re: Dr J Barton 

Venessa 

This case was allocated to Michael under your mentorship. Please could you telephone Mike Gill this morning. 

Peter 

-----Original Message----- ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-, 
From: Scott Geddes! Code A ! 
Sent: 12 Se_R 2002 d~foif-·-·~:~:~:~:~:~·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Paul Philip L~~~~~~~~~-~J Peter Swain L ... ~.<:?.c:!.~.f..-... .i 
Subject: Inquiry re: Dr J Barton 
Importance: High 

Mike Gill, Regional Director of Public Health, SE region, telephoned thismorning (M{~~~ji.~-~~~~~~~~~J to 
discuss a serious matter relating to the case of Or J Barton, who was apparently referred by PPC to PCC 
end of last month. 
MG asked if we could get back to him before 10:30 thismorning. 

Scott 

1 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael, 

Jonathan In kpen r-·-·-·c-oiie_A_·-·-·i 
12 Sep 2002 09:4o·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Michael Keegan ~~~~~:.~~~~.iS~~J 
Dr Jane Barton 2000/204 7 

GMC101247-0308 

I took a call from Rachel Dixon of the CMO's office. She wanted to know whether or how much of the PPC's decision 
to refer Dr Barton to PCC was in the public domain as Dr Barton's employers were not aware of it. 

I checked with Remi and told Miss Dixon that you had only just been allocated the case and as far as I could see no
one had been notifed yet. Therefore none of the info was in the public domain, I also said we would only tell people 
who had a legitimate interest, but the employers would be told. 

I said you would be sending out the letters asap but I did not know when as I had no idea what had to be done 
procedurally when notifying a doctor of a forward referral. 

If you want to speak to her her number is[j~~-~-~~A~jShe's not expecting you to call) . 

• ny queries give me a shout. 

! ·-·-c-o-Cie--A-·-·-·-·-·i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Fitness to Practise 
Direct line:L~:~:~:~:§~:~:~x:~:~:~J 
=~~~;.·~~~f~~~1~:~-:~-:~-:~-:~.~~~~-~-~A~--~--~--~--~--~·.J 
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~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ! i 

i CodeA ! 
Ve nfJS sa C a rro! ~ r·-·c-ocie-·A·-·j l.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
t:::mcec::o:c::c::c::::::::mc::::o::c:::::c:::· ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-··~i'coo:c-:>O<:o .. :lc"'lr""-ecr""erc""-rt'"""""'"""""""""'""""'""""""""crcrr"'sr""r """'"""'""""'"""""""'""'""""""""""""'""'""""""""""'"""'"""""""'"""'""*"""'"""""'e:c>OOccooccc>O<:c>OOccoom>OC:: .. ::OO<m>OO:: .. mOO<:e"'ecooecc>O<ccoocccOO<cc"':cooee-co«-:-cri.is""""""""'"""'""""''"r,.;, """"'"""'"""..,.""""" 

From: 
s~nt: 
'1'"1.:<-: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Mikr'' t>il P<'•c<ir·lrv=<1 ''>k"'f'tr:r nf p, t:lie He;t*l~ SF ''<"ninn rpl(>n1H'f1"'d U~l·~'·)"lt'n''l''' ,\·M r·-·-·-·code-·A·-·-·-·1 jo ,~,,~n i''S ~\ ~~ ~. '' • ~-~;:)•~·· -.,.-. .. · ~., .~ .... •'• •' 'i..-" _. _. •· ,._ ' •i • •• ' ··~:~ •' •: ,. --' -"~·' .~, ~.~.· '..,.,.., ~~ '' 't$ . ·'L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ .. '-~1 '"-~ • . .._~-- · 

serk:;u~> maHm (f}l<.ltin9 to Uw case of Dr ,J B;:J:·ton, who ·vvas aptmn::niiy' r<:;f{~n·l::rl tly PPG to PCC er:d nf Us( 1nontrl. 
fv1(1 a~>kr:~d ~-F \N{'~ cotdf~ ~Jt~t tH:~t:h. to h:itn t)f:d.or·f:~ ·1 (L30 thh~~:--norn;n~l· 
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Police probe 13 hospital deat!J.5.. 
Lols Rogers 
Medical Correspondent 
POLICE are investigating the 
deaths of 13 elderly hospital 
patients who relatives believe 
were killed with overdoses of 
powerful drugs, including the 
painkiller diamorphine. 

On Friday Liam Donaldson, 
the chief medical officer, 
ordered an audit of the hospi
tal's death rates, which will be 
carried out by the same expert 
who analysed mortality among 
patients of the GP Haro\d Ship
man. 

Shipman, who was sentenced 
to life two years ago, is 
believed to have killed more 
than 250 elderly people by giv
ing them overdoses of diamor
phine, the pure form of heroin 
that is used as a painkiller but is 
lethal in overdose. 

All 13 of the Hampshire 
patients were admitted to Gas
port War Memorial hospital be
tween 1997 and 2000 to recover 
from various operations and 
treatments. None of their fami
lies was told at the time of 
admission that their relatives 
were expected to die. 

Jane Barton, a GP who was in 
day-to-day charge of medical 
care at the hospital until July 
2000, was referred to the Gen
eral Medical Council's profes
sional conduct committee last 
week. A consultant geriatrician 
and seven nurses are also the 
subject of complaints about the 
dead patients' treatment. 

However, there is no sugges
tion that Barton, who has re
fused to comment, or any of the 
others who worked on the 
wards deliberately caused harm 

lo any patient. 
Among the cases being 

probed are the deaths of: 
0 Elsie Devine, 88, who was 
admitted to the hospital to re
cover from a kidney infection. 
Her relatives were urged to 
leave the hospital shortly before 
she died. They were stunned to 
discover she had been given 
large doses of diamorphine. 
0 Leonard Graham, 75, who 
was recovering from pneumo
nia. His wife was "told" to ring 
her daughter while a drug dose 
was administered. He died 
shortly afterwards. 
0 Betty Rogers, 67, who was re
covering from a chest infection. 
Her daughter was urged to go 
home having been told her 
mother was not near death. Fif
teen minutes later she received 
a call saying she had died. 

Other deaths under investiga
tion include Stanley Carby, 65, 
Eva Page, 88, and Dulcie Mid
dleton, 85. 

Among those who are help
ing the police with their inquir
ies is Jim Ripley, a 76-year-old 
gout sufferer who was admitted 
to Go sport War Memorial hos
pital in April 2000. He nar
rowly escaped death after fall
ing into a painkiller-induced 
coma on one of the three wards 
now under investigation. It took 
five hours for an emergency 
doctor to arrive after he lost con
sciousness at hospital. He was 
transferred to the nearby Haslar 
hospital where staff soon estab
lished he had not had a stroke, 
as was first suspected, but was 
in an "analgesic coma". 

A number of families were ad
vised to take holidays during 

2 

their relatives' last hours. "Why 
did they tell me to go on holi
day? Surely they knew he was 
going to die," said Dorie Gra
ham, whose husband Leonard 
died in 2000. She complained to 
the police more than a year ago. 

Edna Purnell, 91, entered the 
hospital for rehabilitation after 
a hip replacement. She was put 
in a darkened room and heavily 
sedated, according to Mike Wil
son, her son. Wilson consulted 
a solicitor and tried to get her 
moved to a private hospital. He 
was then himself rushed into 
hospital after a heart attack and 
whill'" he was there she died. 

The medical notes of Alice 
Wilkie, 88, record her as having 
died twice on the same day. Her 
granddaughter Emily Yeats be
lieves this is because her files 
were mixed with those of Gla
dys Richards, 91, who died 
hours later. Both received cock
tails of painkillers that in
vestigations by the Commis
sion for Health Improvement 
(CHI) revealed should not have 
been used together. 

A Cm report into the hospi
tal's practice, published in July, 
criticised the use of diamor
phine combined with a strong 
anaesthetic, and another drug · 
usually used to treat schizophre
nia. This combination, the re
port said, "could carry a risk of 
excessive sedation and respira
tory depression in older 
patients, leading to death". 

The cm was originally 
asked to investigate the hospital 
by the police, who had begun a 
criminal investigation into the 
1998 death of Richards, after 
her family alleged she had been 

unlawfully killed. 
Although the CHI report said 

it could not look at any particu
lar death, it found doses of up to 
200 milligrams a day of mor
phine were being administered 
through pumps into patients' 
bloodstreams. Prescriptions for 
morphine and other potent 
drugs were regularly written in 
advance, so that nurses could 
administer them unsupervised. 

Ian Piper, the chief executive 
of the Gosport and Fareham pri
mary care trust, which now 
administers the hospital, said he 
could not comment on individ
ual cases. The trust has just sent 
its first draft of proposals to 
meet the 22 recommendations 
for change in the CHI report. 
Standards of care at the hospital 
had improved, said Piper. 

Families of 10 of the dead 
patients attended a meeting 
called by Ian Readhead, deputy 
chief constable of Hampshire, 
last week. Police said a file on 
the affair will be sent to the 
Crown Prosecution Service this 
month. The Nursing and Mid
wifery Council said it was inves
tigating disciplinary pro
ceedings against several nurses. 

Donaldson has commis
sioned Richard Baker, profes
sor of clinical governance at 
Leicester University, to repeat 
the statistical analysis he con
ducted into Shipman's practice. 

Donaldson said previous in
quiries into patient concerns at 
Gosport had not established 
whether patterns of death were 
"out of line with what would be 
expected". Baker will seek to 
answer the question fully. 
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Shipman-style inquiry into 50 deaths at hospital 

By Mlchael Horsnell 
and Russell Jenklns 

AN EXPERT in the use of 
diamorphine, the heroin
based painkiller, is to be ap
pointed by police conducting 
an investigation into the suspi
cious deaths of more than 50 
elderly patients at a commun
ity hospital. 

Relatives allege that the 
drug, used by Haro\d Shipman 
to kill many of his patients, 
was over-prescribed at the Cos
port War Memorial Hospital 
in Hampshire. Detectives are 
preparing to interview rela
tives of those who died at the 
180-bed hospital amid claims 
of unlawful killing. 

Many patients died while 
receiving recuperative care 
under a regime in which pre
scriptions for morphine and 
other potent drugs were regu
larly written in advance so 
that nurses could administer 
them unsupervised. 

Ann Alexander, a solicitor 
who represented more than 
300 families in the Shipman 
inquiry, had a two-hour meet
ing with Detective Otief Super
intendent Steve Watts of 
Hampshire police and his dep
uty Nigel Neven yesterday. 

She said: "It was a very pro
ductive meeting. They have 
completely reassured me 
about their intentions to do 
whatever they can to get to 
the bottom of whatever has 
been going on at this hospital." 

After complaints by some 
relatives that police had failed 
to respond fully to initial con
cerns, it was disclosed that 
officers will examine how 
Greater Manchester Police 
put together the Shipman in
quiry, notably its use of expert 
witnesses. Ms Alexander said: 
"Police want to see every sin
gle family that wishes to see 
them. They are hoping that an
yone who has not been in 
touch and who has concerns 

should come forward." 
The meeting, at her office in 

Altrincham. Greater Manches
ter. came after worried fami
lies contacted a helpline estab
lished by health managers. A 
total of 57 people attended a 
public meeting held by Alexan
der Harris, solicitors, on Sun
day to hear concerns about 
treatment at the hospital dat
ing back to the early 1990s. 

The law finn represents rela
tives of 27 elderly patients who 
died at the hospital and one 
who survived, but there are 
believed to be at least as many 
again whom detectives want 
to contact. 

Among the cases under in
vestigation are those of Leon
ard Graham, 75, who was re
covering from pneumonia. 
Another, Betty Rogers, 67, was 
recovering from a chest infec
tion. Her daughter was urged 
to go home, having been told 
her mother was not near 
death. Fifteen minutes later 
she received a call saying her 
mother had died. 

Other deaths under investi
gation include those of Stanley 
Carby, 65, Eva Page, 88, and 
Dulcie Middleton, 85. 

The hospital has already 
been the subject of an investi
gation by the Commission for 
Health Improvement, which 
criticised its prescribing prac
tices. Although! a commission 
report said that it could not 
look at any particular death, it 
found doses of up to 200 milli
grams a day of morphine were 
being administered by pumps. 

In September the govern
ment's chief medical officer 
commissioned a clinical audit 
Professor Richard Baker, who 
worked on the Shipman in
quiry, was appointed to exam
ine death rates at the hospital. 

In the same month the chief 
execu~es ~~le f~r ~-
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agmg the hospttal at the time 
of the deaths were suspended. 
I an Piper, of Fareham and G<Js
port Primary Care Trust and 
Tony Home, of East Hamp
shire Primary Care Trust, were 
redeployed to other duties. 
The suspensions were prompt
ed after internal documents 
from 1991 - prior to the 
deaths - were uncovered 
which highlighted concerns 
about prescribing practices at 
the hospital. The hospital has 
moved to reassure current 
patients by appointing an expe
rienced senior nurse from 
another area to oversee and 
review patient care. 

Jane Barton, who was in 
charge of the day-to-day treat
ment of some elderly patients 
at the hospital until July 2000, 
was referred to the General 
Medical Council in September. 
A consultant geriatrician and 
seven nurses are also the sub
ject of complaints about the 
dead patients' treatment 

There is no suggestion that 
Or Barton, who has refused to 
comment, or any of the others 
who worked at the hospital, 
deliberately caused harm. 

The Hampshire and Isle of 
Wight Health Authority said: 
"lt is important to note that 
whilst the CHI investigation 
had some serious concerns 
about services in the past, it 
conducted that policies and 
procedures are now in place to 
ensure safe standards of care 
at the hospital." · 

Hampshire police said: "De
tective Chief Superintendent 
Steve Watts today had a meet
ing with Alexander Harris in 
Altrincham who are represent
ing the families of people who 
died at the G<Jsport War Me
morial Hospital. Senior mem
bers of his investigating team 
were at the meeting. 'The inves
tigation is ongoing." 
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elatives tell of their anguish 
Case History 1: 

ANNE REEVES would have 
lookeD after her mother at her 
home in Fareham, Hants after 
the elderly widow completeD 
successful treatment for a kid
ney infection at Queen AJexan
dra Hospital, Portsmouth_ 

But her own husband was 
also in hospital, having a bone 
marrow transplant for leukae
mia So it seemerl a sensible 
idea for Elsie Devine, 88, to re
cuperate at the War Memorial 
Hospital in Gosport She died 
on November 21, 1999. 

Mrs Reeves said: "She had 
been doing very well. Then on 
November 19 my brother Har
ry visited and was met by Jane 
Barton who said mother was 
in kidney failure and had 36 

hours to live_ 
"She couldn't speak and 

couldn't open her eyes_ She 
was just lying there." 

Mrs Reeves, who has ob
tained her mother's drug 
charts, addeD: "She had been 
put on a cocktail of sedatives 
and, in the end, it killerl her. I 
don't know why, because she 
wasn't in any pain." 
Case History 2: 

FORMER dockyaro worker 
Jim Ripley, 78, went into the 
hospital for recuperation from 
arthritis and bursitis in April 
2000 but after a couple of days 
he starteD hallucinating. 

On the morning of April 8 
he became unconscious and 

despite calls by hiS WJ!e 1-'aule 
at 830am for a doctor to see 
him, he was not seen until af
ter 3pm that day. The doctor 
originally suspecteD he had suf
fereD a stroke but, after he was 
transferreD to another hospi
tal, he was diagnosed as hav
ing suffered an analgesic coma 
caused by overprescription of 
morphine, according to M rs 
Ripley. She said: "l am ex
tremely angry but very lucky 
that my husband is alive and 
so very, very sorry for every
one else that lost their family. 
My husband had turned from 
being a strong elderly man to a 
frightened old man and it was 
pitiful to see." 

The 18()..-.bed Gosport War Memorial HospiW: 50 deaths COI'I.Sidered :ruspldous are being lnVf:Stig:ated 
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November 07, 2002 

Shipman-style inquiry into 50 deaths at 
hospital 
BY MICHAEL HORSNELL AND RUSSELL JENKINS 

AN EXPERT in the use of the heroin-based painkiller diamorphine is 
to be appointed by police conducting an investigation into the deaths 
of more than 50 elderly patients at a community hospital. 

Relations allege that the drug, used by Harold Shipman to kill many of 
his patients, was overprescribed at the Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital near Portsmouth. 

Detectives are preparing to interview relations of those who died at 
the 180-bed hospital amid claims of unlawful killing. Many patients 
died while receiving recuperative care under a regime in which 
prescriptions for morphine and other potent drugs, it is claimed, were 
regularly written in advance so that nurses could administer them 
unsupervised. 

Ann Alexander, a solicitor who represented more than 300 families in 
the Shipman inquiry, had a two-hour meeting with Detective Chief 
Superintendent Steve Watts, of Hampshire police, and his deputy, 
Nigel Neven, yesterday. 

She said: "lt was a very productive meeting. They have completely 
reassured me about their intentions to do whatever they can to get to 
the bottom of whatever has been going on at this hospital." 

After complaints by relations that police had failed to respond fully to 
initial concerns, it was disclosed that officers will look at how Greater 
Manchester Police organised the Shipman inquiry, notably its use of 
expert witnesses. Ms Alexander said: "The police want to see every 
single family that wishes to see them. They are hoping that anyone 
who has not been in touch and who has concerns should come 
forward." 

The meeting, at her office in Altrincham, near Manchester, came after 
worried families contacted a helpline set up by health managers. A 
total of 57 people attended a public meeting held by Alexander Harris, 
a firm of solicitors, on Sunday to hear concerns about treatment at the 
hospital dating back to the early 1990s. 

The firm represents relations of 27 elderly patients who died at the 
hospital and one who survived, but there are believed to be at least 
as many again whom detectives want to contact. Among the cases 
under investigation are those of Leonard Graham, 75, who was 
recovering from pneumonia. Another, Betty Rogers, 67, was 
recovering from a chest infection. The patient's daughter was urged 
to go home, having been told that she was not near death. Fifteen 
minutes later she received a call to say that her mother had died. 

Other deaths under investigation include those of Stanley Carby, 65, 

http://www.timesonline.eo.uk/printFriendly/O,, 1-2-4 71948,00.html 
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Eva Page, 88, and Dulcie Middleton, 85. 

The hospital has already been the subject of an investigation by the 
Commission for Health Improvement, which criticised its prescribing 
practices. Althought a commission report said that it could not look at 
any particular death, it found that doses of up to 200 milligrams a day 
of morphine were being administered by pumps. 

In September, the Government's Chief Medical Officer commissioned 
a clinical audit. Professor Richard Baker, who worked on the Shipman 
inquiry, was appointed to examine death rates at the hospital. 

In the same month, the chief executives responsible for managing the 
hospital at the time of the deaths were suspended. lan Piper, of 
Fareham and Gosport Primary Care Trust, and Tony Horne, of East 
Hampshire Primary Care Trust, were moved to other duties. The 
suspensions were prompted after internal documents from 1991, 
before the deaths, were found which highlighted concerns about the 
hospital's prescribing practices. 

lt has sought to reassure its present patients by appointing a senior 
nurse from another area to review patient care. 

Jane Barton, who was in charge of the day-to-day treatment of some 
elderly patients at the hospital until July 2000, was referred to the 
General Medical Council in September. 

A consultant geriatrician and seven nurses are also the subject of 
complaints about the dead patients' treatment. 

There is no suggestion that Or Barton, who has refused to comment, 
or any of the other people who worked at the hospital, deliberately 
caused harm. 

The Hampshire and Isle of Wight Health Authority said: "lt is 
important to note that, while the (Commission for Health 
Improvement) investigation had some serious concerns about 
services in the past, it concluded that policies and procedures are 
now in place to ensure safe standards of care at the hospital." 

Hampshire police acknowledged that a meeting between Mr Watts 
and Alexander Harris, representing the families of people who died at 
the Gosport hospital, had taken place. 

http://www.timesonline.eo.uk/printFriendly/O,, 1-2-4 71948,00.html 
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i The Committee initiaJiy was informed by the Committee Secretary that the 
case of patient Gladys Richards has been referred back to the CPS. 

!t noted that: the r--ase related to five patients between the ages of 75---91 
who were attending Gosport War Memorial Hospital, mainly for 
rehabilitation. One person (Mrs Lack) who was an experienced nurse in 
eldedy care was concerned about the treatment of her elderly mother (Mrs 
Rlchards) in the ward, whlch precipitated the reviews of other patients. The 
Committee note.d the fairly brief report of Or Mundy, and Professor Ford's 
report which looked at all five cases. n noted the background to the case as 
a whole, whtch was that Or Barton was a vislting cHnlcal assistant who was 
responsible for the day-to-day management of these five cases,. H noted 
that overwork had apparently affected patient care. lt noted that ln the case 
of Mrs Richards she had lost a heari aid and her s and was 

\ 
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brought in in an agitated state, probably because of sensory deprivation. 
She became ambulant with a Zimmer, but her hip replacement became 
dislocated following a fall. This patient was prescribed the same set of 
drugs which was used in each of the other cases: Oramorph, hyoscine and 
midazolam. lt noted that some patients had up to 60-80 mg in 24 hours via 
subcutaneous injection with a syringe driver. Patient Richards received no 
foods or fluids between 18- 21 August and died because of the 
combination of lack of nutrition and sedation. The Committee considered 
that the administration of these drugs may have shortened the patient's life 
{which was not the same as suggesting that it killed her). Professor Ford 
says that the prescribing regime was variously reckless, excessive or highly 
inappropriate. lt noted with concern that the medical records are not signed 
regarding the subcutaneous drugs regime. lt noted the pattern in which an 
elderly group of patients, dealt with by a clinical assistant, were the subject 
of apparently reckless and inappropriate prescribing. Death appeared to 
have been precipitated if not caused by the drug regime in each case. 

The Committee noted that Dr Barton's post was supervised by a consultant, 
Dr Lord, who must therefore assume some responsibility for the events. lt 
noted that palliative care is now a well-developed clinical area. If death is 
accelerated as a result of carefully titrated, good symptoms control, then as 
a side-effect it may be acceptable. This did not appear to be the case here, 
and the Committee was of the view that the matter unequivocally needs to 
be tested by the Professional Conduct Committee. Dr Barton moved 
patients very quickly onto a regime where they were receiving terminal 
care, and ignored the recommendations regarding doses in the BNF, 
rapidly prescribing excessive doses. lt noted that there was a major public 
interest in the case. lt asked that we look at charges 2 {b) ii) and iii) 
regarding Eva Page, as these would not raise an issue of spm (ask 
solicitors to look at charges). lt noted that the case had been before the 
IOC which had made no order. The Committee considered that the case of 
Dr Lord should be screened if it hasn't already been. lt further suggested 
that if the allegations against Dr Lord have already been screened, we 
might now have more information than the screener had at the time, and it 
may need to be re-screened. lt considered that the nurses involved were 
open to criticism for withholding nutrition and for failina in their own whistle-
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b!owlng responsibHities, and should be referred to the UKCC, lt noted that 
there has already been a CHI report 

The Committee noted that !he documentation which was not inch.Jded may 
contain information about the identity of the nurses concerned, and that a 
Nurs.e Ph1Hp Beed is flamed at: p236. If we cannot identify other nu:ses we 
should ask me Trust for the names so they can be reported to ttle UKCC. 
We should also warn the press office about the case given the potential 
public interest, mentioning that other· doctors and nurses might become 
involved. The Commitiee would like the case to be fasHracked. Professor 
MacSween requested that a charge be added at 5 a. lii to reflect the 
inappropriate use of the word qhappy" in the context of confirming death as 
thls was at best inappropriate and reflected an attitude whlch caused 
considerable concern. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Importance: 

Code A 

Ct'J r-istine Payne r-·-·-co-Cie·:ic-·-: 
29 Au9 2002 1 o:q~f_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~·.: 
Venessa Can·oll i Code A ! 
or aarton-u RGEt'tf"-m-es.sage 

High 

You should probably tell the PPC about the information re point 2 below> Thanks 
C11rls1ine 

···--Orlgin:~\ M!~~sage······· 
Ffcm: M<chad Hi.ldSpith r·-·-c~d~x·-·! 
sent: 2"9 Aug zooz w:o-3·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
To: Chtlstlne P.aym> r·-·-C"~~~~·A·-·-~ 
Subject: FW: Ptlcn~, m~l~>siijiis:-·-·-·-·-·-

GMC101247-0323 

Please see point 2 for info in c~~se of June Barton. Gil!ian McKenzle is the daughter of pat:inet Gtadys Richards. 

Mike 

Mike 

! took two calls for y'Ou yesterday. 
. . . :: :· : .: : .. . . ~ .. . : •' : :: :' : .: : : : . : : .: :", :' . : . : . :: :' :' : . : •' : : : : .: . : : : . . . : : . . : •' .. . : . :: : : :' :: :' . :' .. •' . : . : . . : .. . : : : :' . :" : : : :' . :: . .. . : :- :" : •' . :' : . . :: . . : 

. •, ··: ~ :.: . : : . . . ~ ... •, . . : .. . ... : : .. ·: .. : :· ; .. : . : ..: : . : :: : : . .. : : .. . :· . : . . : . : ··.. . : .. : : . . . . ·: .. . .. : .: ·. ·:: . . . . : :· .. :· .... ·· .. :· ·: : .. : . .: :. : :· .. : : . : . : :: . : . . .. . . . . . . . : :· : : .. :: . . . . : 

... ·. ~ :. :.: .: :.:·.::.: .. :: ····.·:. : :.::·.::·: .. :: :: :; :.::-. ·. : . . ~·. : .. :·. ·:· :.:: . : ... ···: .. ::·:. · .. ·.~ .··.·:.: : ·.:: . ·::::.: : .. : . :: .:.: · .. : .. :.··: .. · : . ::· :: : .. ·. 
. . .. . . : . ~ . . . : : . : . :: : .. :· . . . .. :· ... : ... : . . . : . . : : : .. :· . : : : . : : . : : . :: : . : . . . . : . . . : . . . :· . :: . . . :· . . :: . . . . : . .. . : . : : .. : : .. . . ~ . . . .. . . : . : . : .. :· . . : : :· ~ . : . . :· . :· : : . : . : : :· . . .. : .. : . . : . . . : . . . . : ·: . : . : ... ·. 

She wlll keep yo<,l updated on further developments. 

2. Gl!lian Mackenzie phoned to say that she has had a letter from Police HQ in Winchester to say her papers re: Or Barton 
are be1ng referred back to the CPS, She wondered if you had been flOt\fied of th\s. 

Thanks 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Christine Payne C~:~~~~:~~~~:J 
28 Aug 2002 10:24 
Venessa Carroll r-·-·-·-c·oCie-·A-·-·-·-: 
RE: Or Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

GMC101247-0324 

I have spoken to lan Barker- he is content that CHI report is flagged up as being available to Chairman. I will place on file 
(Barton has its won box!) 
Christine 

-----Original M~.l?.l?.£1.9.~:~:::.~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·, 
From: :._·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~.'?.~~-~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
Sent: 27 Aug 2002 14:~~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
To: Christine Payne L-·---~~c:!~.A ____ j 
Subject: RE: Or Barton 

okay. thanks 

-----Original Message-----
From: Christine Payne r·-·-·cod-e-·A-·-·: 
Sent: 27 Aug 2002 14)-'7.:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-
To: Venessa CarroiiL. ____ ~PSI~-~----·J 
Subject: Or Barton 

Venessa 
This case is in PPC day 1. CHI have prepared a report which has just been sent to us. lt does not name Or Barton 
specifically but refers to the criminal investigations and criticises systems in place at the time. I have a call out to 
lan Barker at MOU to see if he wishes for report to be made available to PPC; if not it can be on file but I am not 
sure how necessary it is for PPC to know about it- it could be flagged up to Chairman though. 
Christine 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

For information 

Code A 

Ch ristine PaynC·-·c·o-de_A_·-·-·: 
27 Aug 2002 16:tJ"3-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Venessa Carroll i-·-·-·c:·ode·A-·-·-·: 
FW: Dr Jane BarfonTPPc-·29708/02) 

-----Original Message----- ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: Michael Hudspith i Code A i s '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

ent: 07 Aug 2002 13;.4.~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
To: Christine Payne! Code A ! 
Subject: Dr Jane Barton (PPC.29768T02) 

Christine 

GMC101247-0325 

Please see message below for information. Mrs McKenzie is the daughter of Gladys Richards, one of the patients whose 
death we are looking into. Her contact details are on the case file. 

Should the case proceed to PCC our solicitors may wish to be aware of other possible complaints with a view to possibly 
adding these in. 

ers McKenzie has also requested that when looking at the case the PPC also be asked to consider referring the matter 
back to the police and ask them to re-open their investigation. I have informed Mrs McKenzie that I have never heard this 
done and was not sure that it would even be appropriate in this case as 

1) the information came from the police in the first place and they have already deceided (on advice from CPS) not to bring 
charges 

2) the CPS's area of expertise is criminal law and ours is professional conduct and performance. lt is not our place to 
advise or suggest to the CPS that their original decision was flawed and should be revisited. 

Hope this is clear. Any questions please ask. 

Mike 

-----Original Message----- ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: Seaton Giles! Code A : 
Sent: 30 J ul 2002 1~{42-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
To: Michael Hudspitti·-·-·coCie·A·-·-i 
Subject: Phone call L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

.orinfo: 

Gillian McKenzie called re: Dr Barton & Gosport War Memorial Hospital. She wished to inform us that the Deputy Chief 
Constable of Hants Police was seeking further advice from the CPS regarding the investigation into Dr Barton's actions. 
She also stated that following publicity, she is now aware of a further 6 cases. 

Thanks 

Seaton 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Venessa 

Code A 

Christine Payne [~~~~~~~~~~~t.\~~~J 
27 Aug 2002 14}.!.. ___________________ .. 
Venessa Carroll i Code A ! 
Or Barton ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

GMC101247-0326 

This case is in PPC day 1. CHI have prepared a report which has just been sent to us. lt does not name Or Barton 
specifically but refers to the criminal investigations and criticises systems in place at the time. I have a call out to lan 
Barker at MOU to see if he wishes for report to be made available to PPC; if not it can be on file but I am not sure how 
necessary it is for PPC to know about it- it could be flagged up to Chairman though. 
Christine 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Tina 

Andrew Wood :-·-·-·-·-·coCie·A·-·-·-·-·-: 
26 May 20o4 o9:o.!r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Tina Long "·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
Linda Quinn i Code A ! 
RE: or Barton-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

I faxed copy to Mark as requested 

Andy Wood 

-----original Message-----

~~~~ ; ~~ n~~ y T ~ ~~ 4 c~~~:~:~;:~~:~:~:~:~~?~~~7~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~J 
To : GMC - Andrew wood i-C"ocie·A·i ; GMC - Linda Qui nn :-·-·-·-coCie·A·-·-·-·: 
Subject: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Importance: High 

-Andrew, Linda 

GMC101247-0328 

Mark Shaw QC has just been on the phone in connection with the roe transcript. Our 
copy stops at page 16 but it looks as though there are more pages. 

Matthew has a conference with counsel first thing tomorrow morning - please can you 
fax over a complete copy of the roe transcript as soon as possible to Mark Shaw at 
Blacks tone Chambers - fax no. 1."~.-~.-~.-~.-~?."d~~)~~--~--~--~J 

Thank you for your help. 

Tina 
********************************************************************************* 
Please read these warnings and requirements: 
This e-mail transmission is strictly confidential and intended solely for the 
addressee. It may contain privileged and confidential information and if you are 
not the intended recipient, you must not copy, distribute or take any action in 
reliance upon it. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the 
sender or Administrator®ffw.com and delete the e-mail transmission immediately. 
Viruses: Although we have taken steps to ensure that this e-mail and 

~attachments are free from any virus, we advise that in keeping with good 
~computing practice the recipient should ensure they are actually virus free. 

Security Warning: Please note that this e-mail has been created in the 
knowledge that internet e-mail is not a 100% secure communications medium. We 
advise that you understand this lack of security and take any necessary measures 
when e-mailing us. 
Field Fisher Waterhouse reserve the right to read any e-mail or attachment 
entering or leaving its systems from any source without prior notice. 
A list of partners is available at www.ffw.com 

Field Fisher Waterhouse, 35 Vine Street, London, EC3N 2AA 
Tel: +44(0)207 861 4000 Fax: +44(0)207 488 0084 CDE: 823 
Field Fisher Waterhouse is regulated by the Law Society. 
Equity Incentives Limited, an incorporated legal practice wholly owned by Field 
Fisher Waterhouse, is regulated by the Law Society. 
********************************************************************************* 
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Lmda Quinn 
C.~(}U.dtJt~t (:'<;~t~t; r~resent~=-tti(JH sc~.:~bon 

Fltr;:;::,;s to ljudi~>>: Dirc;.'torat<.' 
Go:<.'rai \·t<::di<:aJ (\')un,~il 

l7,'.: CiH:at J\.>rtbnd Stn:et 
L.<n;don \V l \V 5JF 

Dr J A f:larton 

TJ::;,mk 

GMC101247-0329 

,. ··.·.·.:;.·::.-.:·::.··::::: 

V/{lb rdi·rerk:<.' ((: your thHll p:'lr<'lgraph, and the disdo::-urc f>i. th<:: roe· :.rtr::.f;::.c:ipl to '!lK. my 

UiH.k:r:;U.ihling :.d. ph~S(:nt );; that tlw pn1k<.: me not sc<:king t'lb<.::h:>~:ur<:: of !hi::; docu:n'.':J:I. and ll:t:r~:h.H"Z'' f 

an~ und~~r ·no nbl~?::ation to tLt~:. ·polite. 

l h;,~v<: spoken to Lkt<xliv(: Sup::.:-rintendent Stcv,;; WnHs. ~vho i~; k<ldl1:~;; Hk in,=<:::~ligMion. !:k has 

<.'idorscd tlk' (i\1('':=; 1nitbtivt in tHking ;:dvicc \n r<::~:p<::ci of' di;;dosun;; '~~: \H.= bc;.:lk:vt.;s it wit be of 

Y (Hlrs sincctd '-/ 

r-·-c-c;·<ie·-'A-·-·! 
i i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Matthew Lorm 
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FPD/LQ/2000/2047 ln reply please quote 

Please address your reply to 
Conduct Case Presentation Section, FPO 
Fax r·-·-·-·-·-·c·oCie·A-·-·-·-·-·1 

Ci ENEI\Al 
M_EI)ICAL 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' C:CJlJ.NC: lL 
18 May 2004 

Matthew Lohn 
Field fisher Waterhouse. 

Dear Matthew 

DrJ A Barton 

Andy has asked me to Gopy to you correspondence with the police in connection 
wiU1 Or Barton's case and I therefore enclose: 

my letter to Hampshire Constabulary (HC) of 2 October 2003; 
HC letter of 6 October 2003; 
my letter of 7 January 2004; 
HC letter of 28 January 2004; 
my letter of 6 February 2004; 
HC letter of 11 March 2004; 
my letter of 16 March 2004; 
HC letter of 21 April 2004; 

Peter Steel's letter of 5 May 2004. 

I also enclose a brief chronology. Please !et me know If you need more 
information than it contains. 

Lastly, I rang you concerning the IOC transcript, because the GMC had 
previously said this should not be disclosed to the police until we had a written 
request from them with reasons, including why we should not tell Dr Barton of the 
disclosure. You confirrned that as you were acting for the GMC in regard to 
obtaining Mark Shaw's opinion, you were under no obligation to copy the 
transcript to the police. Therefore I enclose a copy of the 19 September 2002 
transcript (that is the last time IOC considered Dr Barton's case). 

;Y.Q!J.f?_.flLO.G.G.mJy_ ______________ ., 

I CodeA I· 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Linda Quinn 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 
Direct Line: r-·-·-·-·-Code-A·-·-·-·-·-! 
E-rna l! add res·s-:r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-coCi~-p:·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

i..--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

. . . 
\. ~ 1 o1; • ' ~ • '\ , , I • , ~ <..\ "> ~ • 
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DrJ A Barton 
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Chronology for GMC case (to 18 May 2004) 

27/07/00 Hampshire Constabulary notify GMC of allegation by Gladys 
Richards' family that she had been unlawfully killed as a 
result of treatment received at Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital and confirmed that Or Barton appeared to be 
responsible for her care. 

June 2001 IOC considered and made no order. 

February 2002 CPS decide not to proceed with criminal case. Disclosure 
to GMC of Crown's papers which includeda report on the 
management of a further four patients at Gosport War 
memorial Hospital. 

21 March 2002 IOC considered again, including the additional information 
on the four patients, and made no order. 

29 August 2002 PPC considered and referred the five cases to PCC. 

August 2002 Police send their case papers to CPS because of concerns 
by family members that there was no case to be raised 
against Or Barton. 

19 September 2002 IOC considered and made no order. 

19 September 2002 Hampshire and Isle of Wight NHS Health Authority sent to 
GMC a file of correspondence relating to concerns about 
the use of diamorphone on patients in 1991. GMC 
consulted Matthew Lohn as to whether this merited a further 
referral to IOC. 

9 October 2002 Matthew Lohn replies that " ... Screeners would be 
misdirecting themselves if, having seen the new papers, 
they were to refer the matter for further consideration by the 
IOC". 

September/October Police reopened their investigation and the GMC's 
2002 investigation put on hold. Police decide to investigate all 

deaths of patients under Or Barton's care at the Hospital. 



GMC101247-0332 

30 September 2003 Police meet with Linda Quinn, GMC, and said that following 
a review by experts, the findings in respect of the patients' 
deaths were that 25% were optimal, 50% were sub-optimal 
but causation unclear, 25% cause of death unclear (all 
percentages approximate). Police asked whether the case 
would be reconsidered by IOC on the basis of this 
information, but would not agree to disclose any of their 
papers because they knew that GMC would have to 
disclose to doctor if the case were to go back to IOC. 

October 2003 Matter referred to Screener, with all available information. 
Screener does not consider that it should go back to IOC. 

7 January 2004 LQ requests update on progress from police. 

28 January 2004 Police indicate that unable to provide further information at 
that point. 

6 February 2004 LQ confirms to police that GMC inquiries on hold pending 
conclusion of their investigations. 

February 2004 Paul Philip meets with CMO, at CMO's request, to discuss 
Barton case and Richard Baker's report (which PP had not 
seen in advance of meeting). 

27 February 2004 Meeting between GMC (Paul Philip, Jackie Smith and Linda 
Quinn), Hampshire Constabulary (OCS Watts, 01 Niven and 
one other) and FFW (Matthew Lohn). To summarise 
police's position, they were still investigating, did not know 
when the investigation would be complete, did not know 
when they would be ready to interview Or Barton, and were 
not willing to give the GMC any information/evidence unless 
the GMC guaranteed not to pass it on to Or Barton. 

5 May 2004 Peter Steel wrote to Hampshire Constabulary. 
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GMC101247-0333 

Dr Barton Page 1 of 2 

Li n d a a u inn r-·-·-·-·-·-co(ie-·A-·-·-·-·-·-1 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

From: Ti m m s, M a ry f·-·-·-·-·-·-c-o.cfe--A-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Sent: 15 Mar 2004 16:55 

To: GMC- Linda auinni-·-·-·c;c;(fe·A·-·-·-i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Cc: Lohn, Matthew 

Subject: RE: Dr Barton 

Linda 

I think Matthew is having a word with Jackie about this. My understanding is that because we act for the police 
we have a conflict of interest and it would not be appropriate for us to draft the letter. I did mention a possible 
conflict to Paul and I think Matthew touched on it with him but perhaps they had not fully talked it through. 

Perhaps you could check with Jackie whether Matthew has managed to speak to her yet 

kind regards 

e mary 

-----Original Message-----

From: GMC {:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~~:~~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 
Sent: Monday, March 15, 2004 4:08 PM 

To: Timms, Mary ,--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
Cc: GMC - Jackie Smith i Code A ! 
Subject: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Mary 

Paul was wondering if you have been able to draft the letter to the police yet? 

Linda 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for 
the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received 
this email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org 

General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street London W1 W 5JE 
Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 
Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 3641 

********************************************************************** 
Please read these warnings and requirements: 
This e-mail transmission is strictly confidential and intended solely 
for the 
addressee. It may contain privileged and confidential information and 
if you are 

16/03/2004 



Fax 

To Matthew Lohn 

Fax number :·-·-·-·-·-·-co.cie·-p:·-·-·-·-·-·: 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

GMC101247-0334 

From Linda Quinn 

GENERAL 
M_EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protecting patients, 

guiding doctors r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·• 

Direct fax 

i i 

i Code Ai 
i i 
i i 

Direct Dial 

i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

No. of pages 5 e (inclusive) 
Time 14:30 Date 12 February 2004 

Dear Matthew 

Dr J A Barton 

Further to our conversation, I attach a copy of my letter of 2 October 2003 
to the police, and you will see that in the first paragraph on the second 
page I did ask for a detailed written summary of their evidence. In the reply 
from DCS Watts dated 6 October 2003 (also attached), he says "If I were 
reassured that material would not be passed to Dr Barton or her 
representatives, I would be willing to consider, at a future time, providing a 
more detailed disclosure of information to the GMC. " He goes on to 
suggest discussing matters with the screener to achieve maximum 
disclosure. You are of course aware that we could not give the required 
reassurance to the police, and I believe that they understood this. The 
correspondence was submitted to the screener for her view. 

Until September 2003, contact with the police in this case appears to have 
mainly been through FFW. I would suggest that it would be useful to ask 
Judith Chrystie if she has any records of having asked directly, on behalf of 
the GMC, for information from the police. 

r·XQ.!:![§ __ §_io.~J~fe I y 

i Code A! 
! i 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 
Linda Quinn 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 
Direct Line :i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c-c;·Cie-·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
E-m a i I add res"sT-·-·-·-·-·-·-co-de·-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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In reply please quote FPD/LQ/2000/2047 

Please address your reply to 
Conduct Case Presentation Section, FPD 
Fax l".~--~--~--~--~--~--~~-~-.A~--~--~--~·.J 

2 October 2003 

Detective Chief Superintendent Steve Watts 
Police Headquarters 
Hampshire Constabulary 
West Hill 
Winchester 
Hampshire 
S022 508 

Dear Mr Watts 

Dr J A Barton 

GMC101247-0335 

GENERAL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
f~r,_ '[ .. 'L. [ Ul.j rd· { !...' .' d . 

.'fll!,.!tn~i ~t.'l l ,r, 

I refer to our meeting on 30 September 2003 when you informed me of the stage 
reached in the Hampshire Constabulary's investigations in this case. I have now 
had an opportunity to discuss that information within the GMC. 

In order for Or Barton's case to be referred to the Interim Orders Committee 
(IOC), prima facie evidence is required which is cogent and credible and raises a 
question as to whether Or Barton should have a restriction placed on her 
registration. This information would then be considered by a medical member of 
the GMC (the screener) with regard to a referral to the IOC. For example, if there 
is evidence that Or Barton has been prescribing in an inappropriate and 
irresponsible manner, and the screener refers this to the IOC, it would be open to 
the IOC to place a condition on her registration restricting her prescribing. The 
Committee also has the power to suspend a doctor's registration. 

The IOC may make an order when it determines that it is necessary for the 
protection of members of the public or is otherwise in the public interest or the 
interests of the doctor. As well as protection of the public, the public interest 
includes preserving public confidence in the medical profession and maintaining 
good standards of conduct and performance. 

From the information that you provided on 30 September 2003, we consider that 
it is likely to be in the public interest that the matter is screened. However, we 
cannot give a final decision without further information. 



• 

GMC101247-0336 

Therefore could you please supply us with a detailed written summary of the 
evidence you have in this case to date, including any report prepared by the 
team of experts. The decision on referral of the information to IOC rests with the 
screen er. If the information supplied is very brief, while it is likely that it would be 
passed to the screener, there is a possibility that the screener would not refer it 
to the IOC. 

As we discussed on 30 September 2003, if Or Barton's case is referred to the 
IOC, the documentation you provide will be disclosed to her and her legal 
representatives. 

Could you please confirm whether the 62 individual cases scrutinised by your 
team of experts include the five which are already known to the GMC, as follows: 

Gladys Richards; 
Arthur Cunningham; 
Alice Wilkie; 
Robert Wilson; 
Eva Page. 

We are grateful to you for keeping us informed of the progress of your 
investigation, and would ask that you continue to do so. 

Please let me know if you require any further information from me before 
responding to this letter. 

Yours sincerely 

i-·-·-·c·o-a-e-·-·A-·-·-·1 
l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Linda Quinn 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Fitness to Practise Directorate 

Direct Line: i·-·-·-·-·-·-·cSotie·-A·-·-·-·-·-·1 
Fa X: r·-·-·-·-·-·-ct;Cie·A-·-·-·-·-·-r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

E-m ~f("a-dd-ressf~~~~~~~-~-~-~:.~:.~~~~~] 

Prorcct in,'} f'Lll ic'IJ/S, 

Huit!inH ,/odtlfi 

2 



S Watts MSc DPM MIMgt 
Detective Chief Superintendent 
Head of CID 

Your ref: 

Our ref: SW /chm 

Ms L Quinn 
General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street 
London W 1 W 5JE 

Dear Ms Quinn 

GMC101247-0337 

TitiECIEOVIE ~ 
r"'l• 1 3 OCT 2003 

~ 

Hampshire Constabulary 
Police Headquarters 

West Hill 
WINCHESTER 

Hampshire 
S022 5DB 

Tel: 01962 871404 
Fax: 01962 871130 

Telex: 47361 HANPOL 
eman: r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·co.(fe--A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

6th October 2003 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital- Operation Rochester 

Thank you for your letter dated 2 October 2003, following our meeting on 30 September 2003 
regarding the above matter. 

I note your comments, in particular the processes by which the GMC may consider the matter of 
registration. 

The summary which we provided you in respect of our investigation, indicated that a team of 
clinical experts had examined hospital records in respect of 62 patients at Go sport War 
Memorial Hospital, under the care of Dr Barton. In a significant number of those cases, the 
experts take the view that there was negligent care and that the causation of death is unclear. As 
my colleague DI Niven and I explained, much further work needs to be done to validate and 
develop these very provisional findings. We took the view, however that the GMC and the 
relevant Strategic Health Authority should be appraised of this information. 

As we explained to you, our primary concern always is the safety of the public. That said, we are 
also expected to investigate serious allegation such those involved here in a professional and 
ethical manner. We therefore have to strike a balance between conducting our investigation in 
the appropriate fashion whilst realistically assessing the risk to the public. Put simply, our ability 
to disclose information would need to be based on an assessment of the risk that was presented 
now by Dr Barton. 

Website- www.harnpshire.police.uk 
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GMC101247-0338 

Our investigation has only considered cases up to 1998 and all relate to the treatment of patients 
at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital. All the cases of concern raise issues in respect of the use 
of opiates. My understanding at the present time is that Dr Barton is not allowed to work at the 
Gosport War Memorial Hospital, and is not authorized to prescribe opiates. 

On the basis of the above, I think more assessment needs to be conducted to quantify and clarify 
the risk that Dr Barton continuing to practice currently presents to the public safety. I would 
emphasize that our investigation has only concerned itself with issues within the Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital and not in any other area of practice by any medical staff. You will be aware 
that Professor Richard Baker was tasked with conducting some analysis by the Chief Medical 
Officer. His remit would have been wider than ours and although I do not know the outcome of 
his research, I would imagine any conclusions he has reached might assist you in your 
deliberations. 

It is probable that we will need to interview Dr Barton at length. The interview process is 
predicated upon a detailed strategy which will include a careful consideration of the information 
supplied to Dr Barton prior to interview. I note that your letter indicates that any information 
supplied to the GMC will in its totality be supplied to Dr Barton. Any uncontrolled disclosure to 
Dr Barton has the potential to detrimentally impact upon the investigation, and I therefore would 
be reluctant to disclose further information until the above issue of risk has been given thorough 
consideration. 

If I were reassured that material would not be passed to Dr Barton or her representatives, I would 
be willing to consider, at a future time, providing a more detailed disclosure of information to 
the GMC. We would be more than happy to discuss with the GMC 'Screener' how we may best 
achieve the maximum disclosure without a detrimental impact upon the investigation. 

Finally, in answer to your question, I can confirm that the patients that you name in the second 
page of your letter of 30 September were included in those reviewed by the team of clinical 
experts. 

• I look forward to hearing from you so that we may progress this matter together. 

Yours sincerely ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Code AI ; 
; 
; 
; 

;.;y·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-s-tev:e-·waffs·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

Detective Chief Superintendent 
Head of CID 

Website - www .hampshire.police. uk 
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GMC101247-0339 

RE: Or Jane Barton Page 1 of 3 

Li n d a Qui n n [~:~:~:~:~.~:~.~~~~:~~:~:~:~:] 
-~~-·~·~··--~------~--·~-~·-·~-~~-~~~~------~----------~ 

From: Lohn, Matthew r·-·-·-·-·-·-Code-A·-·-·-·-·-·-! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Sent: 11 Feb 2004 19:23 
To: GMC- Linda Quinnr-·-·-·c-oi:le._A ______ i 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Subject: RE: Or Jane Barton 

Hopefully about 10.30 

-----Original Message----- -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·
From: GMC - Linda Quinn i Code A i 
Sent: Wednesday, February.Ii~-·2a6~f"4~2.5._.PJ'::'L. ___________ _ 

To: Lohn, Matthew; GMC- Linda Quinn L ____ ~C?.~-~--~---·_i 
Cc: Chrystie, Judith 
Subject: RE: Dr Jane Barton 

Yes, I am around in the morning. What time were you thinking of? 

Linda 

-----Original Message-----
F ram: Lohn, Matthewr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·code-·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 
Sent: 11 Feb 2004 16:27 
To: GMC - Linda auinni-·-·-'Co(ie·A-·-·-r 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
Cc: Chrystie, Judith 
Subject: Or Jane Barton 

Are you around tomorrow morning for 5 mins to discuss this case? 

I am over at the GMC and could pop round 

Regards 

Matthew 

Matthew Lohn 
Field Fisher Waterhouse 
0 i rect ~-~QE?.~ i-·-·-·-·-·co.de-·~--~--~--~--~"_] 

Mobile i Code A , 
r·l,.,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,....,.....,:_. _______________ ) 

Email:f Code A ! 
www. ft=W~com-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

12/02/2004 



GMC101247-0340 

From: Chrystie, Judith L~:~:~:~:~:~~~~:~~:~~:~:~:~:~J 
Sent: 11 Feb 200419:11 
To: 
Subject: 

GMC- Linda Quinnr-·-·-·c;;;·Cie_A_·-·-·: 
Out of Office AutoRepfy:-iS-r-J"iine·"sarton 

I am out of the office until 13 February 2004 

Sh~~).9-___ Y?..~.--_:r.::~g_~-~-fe any urgent assistance, please contact my secretary L.~.~-~-~-~-~~-~~~.A~.~-~-~.J 
on! CodeA ! 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

********************************************************************** 
Please read these warnings and requirements: 
This e-mail transmission is strictly confidential and intended solely for the 
addressee. It may contain privileged and confidential information and if you are 
not the intended recipient, you must not copy, distribute or take any action in 
reliance upon it. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the 
sender or Administrator®ffw.com and delete the e-mail transmission immediately. 
Viruses: Although we have taken steps to ensure that this e-mail and 

~attachments are free from any virus, we advise that in keeping with good 
,_,computing practice the recipient should ensure they are actually virus free. 

Security Warning: Please note that this e-mail has been created in the 
knowledge that internet e-mail is not a 100% secure communications medium. We 
advise that you understand this lack of security and take any necessary measures 
when e-mailing us. 
Field Fisher Waterhouse reserve the right to read any e-mail or attachment 
entering or leaving its systems from any source without prior notice. 
A list of partners is available at www.ffw.com 

Field Fisher Waterhouse, 35 Vine Street, London EC3N 2AA 
Tel: +44(0)207 861 4000 Fax: +44(0)207 488 0084 CDE: 823 
Field Fisher Waterhouse is regulated by the Law Society. 
Equity Incentives Limited, an incorporated legal practice wholly owned by Field Fisher 
Waterhouse, is regulated by the Law Society. 
********************************************************************** 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Matthew, Alex 

Linda Ouinn r·-·-·coCie--A·-·-! 
22 sep 2003LT6_::~tc~~~~~~~~~~~~----·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 
Matthew Lohn;i Code A i 
Or Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

GMC101247-0341 

Regarding the police request that we do not tell Or Barton if we give the police the IOC transcript, we are able to agree 
that. However, in order to release the transcript we do need the request, with reasons, in writing - direct from the 
police. 

Linda 

1 
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__ 1_0_1o_s_· 0··-3 _1_9,_: 2_2 _FA_X __ --~----__;;FIELD FISHER WAT 141001 

• 

• 

FIELD FISHER WATERHOUSE 

THE EUi!CI'E:ANIUEiAL 

AlLIANCE 

fax 
To: Linda Quinn I Fax: ! CodeA ! 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

At: General Medical Council Pages including this one: 5 

Frorn: Judith Chrystie [Date: 10 September 2003 

Copy: [Fax: 

Our ref: JZC/00492·1474212486013 v1 I Your ref: ~arton 

The inrormatlon contained in thi~ tax Is confidential and may be legally prlvlle5J8d. 1~ is intended only for the aCII;lressee. Rights to ~onndandallty and pr'Miege 
<>re oot waived. If you are tu~! the lnlendad recipien~. ple3se advise the sander immellilltely; any disclcS\Jre, copying or di$\l'ibullon Is prohibited anCI 
m<ly be unlawful. 

DearLinda 

Or J Barton 

Following our telephone conversation today, please find attached: 

l. My letter to Michael Keegan dated 9 January 2003; 

2. Email from Michael to me dated 15 July 2003. 

Flold Fisher Waterhouse 35 VIne Street London EC3N 2AA 

Tal +44 (0)20 7661 4000 Fax +44 (0)20 7488 0084 Hllail info@ffwlaw.com london@lhealliancalaw.com 
www.ffwlaw.com www.theallianeelaw.com COE 823 

London Bertin Dublin DOsseldorf Edinburgh Essen Frankfurt Glasgow Hamburg Munich Paris 

Rceul~~d by lhe l>lw Socletv. A liST or lhe n~mos of lh~ p~rtn .... ot FFW and lhelr proresalon;l qu~Ufic:>Ucns I• open 10 lnepe~qon :OL lhD ~b- ornce. 
Tll8 j)8nnoo; :oro oll!lcr ""li:;IIDnl or nogiOIBr'ed lotekjn la"'f8n!o 
The eiuropeen L~a:ol AIO.noc 15 ~n ~lb.,noe ol lnde~endfOllla"' ITnne 



GMC1 0124 7-0343 

10/09 '03 19:22 FAX 
- -- ---.. 1-- -- --·------· 

--· FIELD FISHER WAT 

I am waiting for a written request from, or on behalf of, Hampshire Constabulary for a copy of the 
IOC transcript dated 19 September 2002 to be released to them for use in the criminal enquiries. 

Whist we are waiting, please could you arrange for a new transcript to be obtained. As I explained 

during our telephone discussion today~ page 12 in the document sent to us relates to an entirely 
different matter! 

Kind regards 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

I Code A I 
i i 
i i 

;-·-·-J\tgrnr-cnrystlr!·-·-·-·-·-·1 
' ' 

Assistant ~Qti.~I~-A:::J 
Direct Line:! Code A -·: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 

Email r·-·-·co-Cie-·A-·-·-·: 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

;2486013 v1 

~002 
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10/09 '03 19:22 FAX 
----- '-- --·--

______ .FIELD FISHER WAT 141003 

.. 

• 

DrBarton 
Page 1 of 1 

Chrystie, Judith 

From: Chrystie, Judith 

Sent: 16 January 2003 13:46 

To: 'Michael Keegan i-·-·-C-od~-A·-·-·i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Subject: RE: Dr Barton 

Dear Michael 

Many thanks for your email. Sorry for the delay in responding: I have been over at CHL 

1 will update you next week as to the documents and information CHI held and any information Dl 
Niven passes to me on iuesday. I will also ask him to make a formal request to LIS for the release of papers 
(I suggest that the request is comprehensive to include all the papers we hold - even those that you are 
content to release now - for the sake of consistency) . 

See you at 2pm on Wednesday! 

Kind regards 
Judith 

-----Original Message-----r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

from: Michael Keegan !___·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- Code A i 
sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2oo:f4:3-9·-pr~r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

To: Judith Chrystie (E-mail) 
Subject: Dr Barton 

Dear Judith, 

I have had a ch?mce to speak about disclosure to the Police of the IOC transcript in this case 
and consequently advise that the Police should make a formal, reasoned request for the same. 
That request can then be considered at a senior level. This is, as you can imagine, in light of 
both the sensitivity of this case and the lack of precedent of which we are aware. 

I should be grat.eful if you would communicate this to Dl Niven. 
I 

Regards 

Michaet Keega':l 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct un e: r-·-·-···-co.Cie-.4.·-·-·-·-·-i 

~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Direct Fax:! Code A i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Em ail: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-C-ode-A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

This email and any files transmitted with jt are confidential and intended solely for the 
use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this 
email in erroriplease notify gmc@gmc-uk.org General Medical Council178 Great 
Portland Stre~t London Wl W SJE Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 
3641 : 
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10/09 '03 19:23 FAX ~~D FISHER WAT 
-------------

FIELD FISH ER WATER HOUSE 

Our ref: JZC/HJA/00<~92-14742/21~07l:Z vI 
YOLil' rcf: MK'2000/2047 

Mr M Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street 
London W I W 5JE 

9 January 2003 

Dear Michael 

Dr. Jane Barton 

l refer to the above matter. 

.., ... 

GMC101247-0345 

141004 

YHEcURO~E~NLEGAL 

ALLIANCE 

Since my letter through to you dated 17 December 2002 I have attempted to forward the missing 

enclosures through e-maiL Each time I have done so a few days later I receive an indication that the 

documents have not been received with you! My last effort was on 24 December 2003 and I returned 

to the office yesterday- my fil'St day back in the office since the Christmas break -· to find another 

rejection advice_ 

I have checked the e-mail carefully and am using the following address: c.·~--~--~--~--~-~-~~~-~-~-~--~--~--~--~--~_} J 
wonder if the documentation 1 am supplying occupies too much 'space' to be allowed through the 

GMC's firewalls. As technology has failed me, I enclose hard copy versions and apologise for the 

earlier omission. 

As I indicated, a copy has been forwarded through to Detective Inspector Nigel Niven. Nigel has 

indicated that they wish to clarify certain aspects of the note. I await his amendments for inclusion in 

the note and for· discussion with you. 

As you are aware. John and I are scheduled to attend at the offices of CHI next week and we shall 

update you at our meeting on 22 January 2003. Would a time of2.00pm be suitable for you? Unless 

I hear frorn you to the contrary, llook fo1ward to meeting with you again then at our offices. 

FieldFisherWaJerhouse ,,,,,·.,; .. ,.I, 1. '1:,_.•, · . .-. 

r~.-r .. ·-~ l. ': \ .... ·, : i, I F;~~ !.; :,',. ,·.:: -..... _I (i~-11"..~!1! .1 :•.•l/': ,, !,'\ ,· \: lt";ncl.""'!"".~! !l.~c'1llt:tr1~·t;.,,, I .!"Jl 

'~N\''.t 1 ·. ',I I '•JWI\•j.' i.\l!hii':.IJ :• , .• lt CDF .• _.1 
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141005 

In your letter dated 18 December 2002 you request my thoughts on the inclusion of Mr Carby's 
complaint under a Rule 11 (2) referraL 1 thought that I had addressed this issue with you at our pre

meeting on 20 November 2002 at which T indicated tha~ the other matters received by the GMC did 

appear appropriate to be considered under Rule 11(2). 

I do not, however, consider that it would be appropriate for us to undertake any investigation at the 

moment as this may prejudice the enquiries being undertaken by Hampshire Constabulary. To 

determine definitively whether the complaint should go through to the PCC (if, indeed, we end up 

following a charge of serious professional misconduct as opposed to a criminal conviction), further 

enquilies will need to be undertaken and e:xpert evidence obtained to dete1mine the exact validity of 

the complaint. 

One of the issues mentioned at our meeting in November was whether the police should receive all 

documentation the GMC hold in relation to this matter. My initial advice to you was that it would be 

appropriate for the material, in particular the documents considered by the PPC, the letters received 

on behalf of Dr. Barton, the transcript of the IOC hearing and the additional papers received regarding 

the incident in 1991 to be disclosed. I confirm this advice. Within the Medical ~et 1983 (as 

amended) the GMC made disclose "to any person any information relaring to a practitioner's 

professional conduct, professional performance or fitness to practise which they consider it to be in 

the public interest to disclose" (Section 35B). 

Are you content that it is in the public interest to disclose the material I have identified above? 

Should you confirm that the GMC consider it to be in the public interest, I shall pass the relevanr 
documentation through to Detective Inspector Niven. 

I hope that you had a restful Christmas and New Year break and that the move into your new home 
went smoothly. 

See you next week! 

Kind regards, 

Yours sincerely 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
' ' 

;--------------.! Code A ! ! code A !'.Ju-d"iftl"_c_fi"i.Ystie ___________ j 
; _____________ ! oirer;;t unto;~_r·-·c;c;-d·e--A·-·: 

Email~ Coae--A·-·-r·' 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Linda 
The police are continuing their investigation into this matter, I will of 
course keep you fully updated regarding their investigation. The FFW 
solicitor in the case is Judith Chrystie. 
regards 
John 

-----Original Message-----
F ram: Lind a Qu inn r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·col:fe-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
Sent: Friday, M ay o'~~C26cf3·-:'Efi:ri=>Kr·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: r-·-·-·-·-·-c·oCie_A_·-·-·-·-·-: John Offord 
sub]eicF"t5r<fA"E3arlail 

Just to let you know that I have inherited this case now that Michael Keegan 
has joined the Committee Development Team. 

I have had a look at the latest correspondence and the PPC papers, and had a 
word with Michael. I understand that nothing is happening on the GMC case 
because we await the outcome of police investigations. 

Please keep me updated! 

Linda 

********************************************************************** 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and 
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they 
are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify 
jad@ffwlaw.com 

Field Fisher Waterhouse 35 Vine Street London EC3N 2AA e Tel: +44(0)207 861 4000 
Fax: +44(0)207 488 0084 
CDE: 823 

Regulated by the Law Society in the conduct of investment business 
********************************************************************** 
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Or Jane Barton Page 1 of 2 

ichael Keegan r-·-·-·c·od_e_A_·-·-r 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

From: Chrystie, Judith 

Sent: 15 Apr 2003 11 :51 

To: 'Michael Keegan C~:~:~~:~~~:~:~:~:J 
Subject: RE: Or Jane Barton 

Hi Michael 

I have been out of the office on other work matters until today so apologies for the delay in responding. 

I have not had any further substantive meetings with the police. They are in the process of arranging a 
weekend with their experts on 26 April 2003 regarding the experts' view and I will try to get an update for the 
new case worker after that date. The police say that this meeting will give them a good indication about 
timescales. 

In this regard, however, I understand that the police hope to be in a position to determine whether and how to 
proceed towards the end of the year. 

I am conscious that there are a number of other non-urgent matters I hoped to attend to on the file, 
notwithstanding, the fact that the matter cannot proceed overtly. Owing to the pressures of other work and 
fact that these are low priority, I am afraid that I have yet to finalise them. I shall endeavour to do so after 
Easter. 

I shall, in two separate emails, send you the meeting note from my meeting with the police in January and 
you in February which I don't think you have for your file. I shall send them separately owing to the difficulties 
we have experienced previously- please let me know if they do not arrive. 

I shall be out of the office from later today until 1 May on annual leave. 

Good luck in the new post! Please can you let me know who has the onerous task of taking over the matter 
from you! 

Kind regards 
Judith 

-----Original Message-----
From: M ich ael Keeg an :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c;c;i:Je--A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2<fo:ri2:-s-s·-prv;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
To: Judith Chrystie (E-mail) 
Subject: Dr Jane Barton 

Dear Judith 

I will be leaving the Conduct Case Presentation Section on 23 April 2003. 

As part of my effort to pass files over to colleagues in a reasonably tidy format I was going to 
write to the relatives of patients whose cases we are investigation, or to Messrs Alexander 
Harris on their behalf. 

I should be grateful to know, therefore, whether you have had any contact with the Police further 
to our last meeting on 21 January. Is there any timesclae for the likely completion of Police 
inquiries that I could include in my letters to relatives and note to the colleague who inherits this 
case? 

Thanks for your help in this case. I'm staying with the GMC and so you'll probably see me again 
sooner or later. 

Kind Regards 

17/04/2003 



Or Jane Barton 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line r-c·-·-·-·-·-·-d·-·-·-·-·-·-A·-·-·-·: 
Direct Fax:! 0 e ! 
Email: :-·-·-·-·.!""""""""E~"ci;-7C""""""""";__ ___ i 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

GMC101247-0349 

Page 2 of 2 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the 
use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. Ifyou have received this 
email in error please notify gmc@gmc-uk.org General Medical Councill78 Great 
Portland Street London Wl W 5JE Tel: +44 (0) 20 7580 7642 Fax: +44 (0) 20 7915 
3641 

17/04/2003 
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Meeting Note 

Judith Chrystie I Call type: Meeting 

Att: Hampshire Constabulary I From: 

Duration: I Date: 21 January 2003 

Or Barton - Meeting with Hampshire Constabulary (Meeting No.2) 

Attendees 

FFW: 
Police: 

Meeting 

Judith Chryste - JZC 
DI Nigel Niven- NN 
DC Chris Yates - CY 

GMC101247-0353 

JZC thanking NN and CY for attending FFW's office in order to provide an update as to the progress 

on the criminal investigation since their meeting in November 2002. 

NN advising that he was happy to do so and as he had reassured JZC in November, he would 

continue to do so. He wished to liaise with all stakeholders involved in the matter. 

NN stating that the police investigation had expanded through to 1998-1989. This was the period in 

which Dr Barton had started undertaking work at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital (GWMH). 

CHI Investigation 

JZC advising NN and CY that she and JHO had recently visited the offices of the Commission of 

Health Improvement (CHI) in order to examine the documents and statements that had been taken by 

CHI during their investigation last year. 

2223853 v.1 
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e JZC advising that there was only one statement in which concern was raised regarding the prescribing 

habits of Dr Barton. This was a nurse who had initiated a grievance. JZC apologising for the fact 

that she did not have the documentation with her at the meeting but indicating that she would send her 

file note of analysis to Hampshire Constabulary. 

JZC advising that there were a number of individuals that she wished to interview and she appreciated 

that she could not do this until the conclusion of the policy enquiry. Advising that she would, 

however, JZC indicating that she wished to obtain copies of the statements and documents relating to 

those interviews. JZC explaining that CHI did not want to pass on the statements without informing 

the witnesses that copies of the statements had been passed to the GMC. JZC commenting that CHI 

had, upon taking the statements, indicated that it might be necessary to pass those through to the 

GMC or the police and, consequently, CHI had already identified the possibility with each witness. 

JZC advising, however, that Julie Miller (of CHI), did wish to advise each individual that this had 

happened and JZC querying whether this would affect the police investigation. 

NN stating that he was entirely "neutral" as to whether the witnesses were notified that their 

statements had been passed to the GMC. He felt that this was an entirely reasonable request 

particularly as JZC was confirming that she had no intention to approach the witnesses directly or 

take live evidence from any individual. JZC confirming that this was the position and advising that 

she would copy NN into any correspondence. 

IOC Decision - Dr Barton's interpretation 

JZC advising that she had seen a letter from Dr Barton to the Personnel Director of the Portsmouth 

Healthcare Trust. This letter contained comments regarding the IOC decision not to suspend or place 

conditions upon Dr Barton' s registration prior to the PCC hearing. JZC advising that Dr Barton 

suggested that the IOC decision meant that the GMC's view was that there was no case to answer 

and, moreover, that the GMC did not consider that she has done anything wrong. 

JZC stating that this was not the decision of the IOC hearing and she wished to obtain GMC 

instructions to write through to Dr Barton advising her that she could not continue to make such 

statements as this was not the position; the IOC had determined it was not in her interests nor the 

public interest to make an interim order but that the PCC would decide whether there was any 

criticism of her practice. 

JZC querying whether, if the GMC provided her instructions to contact Dr Barton, this would have 

any impact upon the police enquiry. NN confirming that Hampshire Constabulary had made no 

efforts to conceal the fact that there was an investigation. The investigation of Dr Barton had been 

widely flagged up in the press. It was clear that the police were seeking to establish whether a crime 

had been committed and, if so, by whom. NN indicating that, from his perspective, he felt that it was 

only right and proper to notify her that it was inappropriate to make statements interpreting the IOC 

decision in this way. 

NN commenting that it may be appropriate for the GMC to be able to write to Dr Barton and indicate 

that a police investigation was continuing and, therefore, the disciplinary action would not be 

2223853 v.l 
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e advanced until the conclusion of the criminal enquiry. JZC and NN discussion the fact that this 

would show that the GMC were not delaying matters unnecessarily and avoid potential arguments of 

abuse of process. In summary, it was clear that the GMC were holding disciplinary proceedings in 

abeyance whilst the police were undertaking their own enquiries. 

Disclosure 

JZC advising that there were a number of documents that she wished to pass through to the police. 

These documents related to the papers that had been considered by the PPC and the IOC. Advising 

that the GMC had the ability under Section 35A of the Medical Act 1983 (as amended) to pass on 

documentation to other parties in the public interest JZC indicating that the GMC were happy that it 

would be in the public interest to pass the documentation through to the police but were concerned 

that passing on documents such as the transcript of a private IOC hearing should be a document that 

was formally requested by Hampshire Constabulary. 

JZC and NN discussing the fact that Hampshire Constabulary would be happy to make a formal 

request. NN asking JZC to ask him formally for those documents. 

Police Investigation 

NN advising that the police were investigating approximately 62 deaths. In each of these deaths it 

would be necessary for experts to analyse and review the medical notes. NN advising that in respect 

of the deaths, the families were involved and had expressed concern about the care their relatives had 

received. 

NN stating that he was establishing a panel of experts to meet in the next few weeks. The panel of 

experts would be headed up by Professor Robert Forest. In addition, he would be joined by an expert 

in palliative care, geriatric care, general practice and epidemiology. 

JZC was asked to check with the GMC as to whether Dr Barton had completed a palliative care 

course. JZC queried whether the GMC would have access to this information but indicating that she 

would ask the question. JZC advising that such courses may not be registerable matters. 

NN stating that each of the experts would have access to the patient records. It may be that these 

were placed on CD to allow each expert to work remotely. He was, however, hopeful that a meeting 

could be arranged to allow all experts to discuss the case. He anticipated that the experts report may 

be completed in three/six months. 

NN stating that the issue of causation was an issue which would be considered specifically by the 

experts. In addition, the experts would be asked to look at a mechanism for analysing the deaths on a 

medical and a scientific basis. NN stating that he wished to consider the statistical and mathematical 

basis for the significant number of deaths and for the experts to identify those deaths which cause 

concern from those that did not raise any issues for investigation. 

2223853 v.l 
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e NN indicating that there was a question as to whether it would be necessary to exhume any of the 

bodies. His current view was that exhumation was unlikely benefit the investigation but he wished 

his team of experts to confirm this point. 

JZC querying whether the experts would be considering the appropriateness of the treatment. Stating 

that if there was no criminal basis for an investigation then, clearly, the GMC would be looking for 

the adequacy of the treatment regime. NN confirming that if he received evidence regarding any 

medical practitioner he would be obliged to disclose the material. 

JZC advising that any expert report passed to the GMC prior to the conclusion of the criminal 

enquiries would lead to disclosure issues. JZC discussing the need to disclose evidence upon which 

the GMC wished to rely and, say, an IOC hearing. NN appreciated the disclosure issues and advising 

that he had to consider the key points of risk to patients when acting in the public interest. NN 

advising that he was aware of these issues and to the need to secure patient safety. 

The police would then have to interview appropriate witnesses. He did, however, anticipate that, 

using 'due diligence', he did not anticipate the investigation taking 2-3 years as JZC had feared. NN 

advising that he hoped to have a clear idea about where the police investigation would be going by 

the end of 2003. He hoped to have completed his investigation and sought legal advice on the points. 

He was anxious to move as quickly as possible. 

Family Solicitors 

NN advising that he continued to have a good relationship with Ann Alexander of Alexander Harris 

who was acting for many of the families of the deceased relatives. He hoped that he would continue 

with such a relationship, it appeared that Ann Alexander shared the same view regarding rebuffed 

approached in any dealings with the media. Ann Alexander had indicated that she would not 

approach the media. 

NN stating that he had a meeting with a family group on 5 February 2003. Alexander Harris and the 

other patient groups would be attending this matter which was designed as an open forum. 

NN querying whether JZC would be happy for NN to mention that Hampshire Constabulary were 

liaising with the GMC on a regular basis and keeping them fully informed of the circumstances 

surrounding the investigation. 

Conclusion 

All parties confirming that the meeting had been useful as an updating exercise and reiterating their 

intention to continue to have regular meetings throughout the duration of the criminal enquiries. 

2223853 v.l 
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Dr Barton Page 1 of 1 

1\l!ichael Keegan r-·-·-c·ocfe-A·-·-·1 - '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

From: Chrystie, Judith 

Sent: 1 0 Jan 2003 15:38 

To: 'Michael Keegan[·.~--~--~~-~-~~~--~--~".J 

Subject: RE: Dr Barton 

Dear Michael 

Thank you for this and for your letter 7 January which I received this morning and which will have crossed with 
the letteri-c~d~-·A"Kmy secretary) was able to 'pp' to you yesterday. 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

I had a call from Nigel Niven today and have scheduled a brief meeting with him on 21 January 2003. I shall 
be able to update you the following day. 

Thank you for your instructions regarding the documents. I do feel that it would be important for the police to 
review the explanation provided by Jane Barton at the IOC hearing. I shall, however, await your instructions 
on this point. lt would be helpful to have your instructions prior to the 21 January so that I may had the 
material to Nigel Niven at our meeting. 

Kind regards 
Judith 

PS Hope this gets through! 

-----Original Message-----
Fro m : M ichael Keega n f·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Code·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
Sent: Friday, January io-;-·2m5~fiE:rt"A"fvf-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
To: r-·-·-·-·-·-c<>Cie_A_·-·-·-·-·-·i 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Subject: Dr Barton 

Dear Judith, 

Thank you for your letter of 9 January 2003. 

You have my correct email address, so I've no idea why your messages have not been received. 

I look forward to meeting with you and John at 14:00 on 22 January 2003 at your offices. 

I will write to Mr Carby indicating that we are unable to make to a final decision on Rule 11 inclusion or 
otherwise of his complaint while Police inquiries are ongoing, and that the Police are aware of the 
details of the complaint. 

I agree that it is in the public interest to disclose to the Police nearly all the material you mention. I 
remain concerned about the IOC transcript, however, and will revert to you on that specifically as soon 
as possible. 

Finally, I have checked and, according to our records, Dr Barton's qualifications are: BM BCh 1972 
Oxfd. Perhaps you could pass this on to the Police. 

Kind Regards 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line: r·-·-·-·-Code·A-·-·-·-·: 
Direct Faxfo..u.Code·Auu .. ] 

Em ail: [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~-~] 

13/01/2003 
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tl your letter dated 18 December 2002 you request my thoughts on the inclusion of Mr Carby's 

complaint under a Rule 11(2) referral. I thought that I had addressed this issue with you at our pre

meeting on 20 November 2002 at which I indicated that the other matters received by the GMC did 

appear appropriate to be considered under Rule 11(2). 

I do not, however, consider that it would be appropriate for us to undertake any investigation at the 

moment as this may prejudice the enquiries being undertaken by Hampshire Constabulary. To 

determine definitively whether the complaint should go through to the PCC (if, indeed, we end up 

following a charge of serious professional misconduct as opposed to a criminal conviction), further 

enquiries will need to be undertaken and expert evidence obtained to determine the exact validity of 

the complaint. 

One of the issues mentioned at our meeting in November was whether the police should receive all 

documentation the GMC hold in relation to this mattt~r. My initial advi~e to you was that it would be 

appropriate for the material, in particular the documents considered by the PPC, the letters received 

on behalf of Dr. Barton, the transcript of the IOC hearing and the additional papers received regarding 

the incident in 1991 to be disclosed. I confirm this advice. Within the Medical Act 1983 (as 

amended) the GMC made disclose "to any person any information relating to a practitioner's 

professional conduct, professional performance or fitness to practise which they consider it to be in 

the public interest to disclose" (Section 35B). 

Are you content that it is in the public interest to disclose the material I have identified above? 

Should you confirm that the GMC consider it to be in the public interest, I shall pass the relevant 

documentation through to Detective Inspector Niven. 

I hope that you had a restful Christmas and New Year break and that the move into your new home 

went smoothly. 

See you next week! 

Kind regards, 

Yours sincerely 
!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i CodeA i 
!"-·-·-·-·-·! i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
' ' icodeAi Judith Chrystie 
' ' L _________ j Direct Line:i-·-·-·c·ode·-A-·-·-·1 

Email: [~~~~§~~~~~~~~~~~r·-·-·" 
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--------------------- -------------

FIELD FISHER WATERHOUSE 

Meeting note 
Name: Judith Chrystie I Call type: Meeting 

Duration: I Date: 20 November 2002 

Barton - Meeting with Hampshire Constabulary 

Attendees: 

GMC: 

FFW: 

Police: 

Meeting 

Michael Keegan - MK 

Judith Chrystie- JZC 
John Offord- JHO 

DI Nigel Niven - NN 
DC Owen Kenny- OK 

GMC1 0124 7-0361 

THE EURDPEAN LEGAL 

ALLIANCE 

The attendees agreeing that JZC would make a brief minuted note of the meeting for circulation to all 

parties. 

The parties introducing themselves and explaining their involvement in the case. 

JZC explaining the situation within the GMC. Advising that the GMC would not proceed if NN 

indicated that to do so could prejudice any policy enquiry. JZC explaining the difference between 

running the case as a conviction matter and one in which we had to prove serious professional 

misconduct. JZC indicating the criminal rules of evidence were applied in GMC proceedings. 

MK updating NN and OK as to the current position of the GMC enquiries. Indicating that the matter 

had both been screened and placed through the PPC. 

2137965 v2 
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41tc clarifying that the papers that the screener and the PPC had seen had been provided by Acting 

Detective Superintendent Burt. Noting that these papers had been forwarded through to the GMC 

when it appeared that the police were no longer pursuing any criminal investigation. NN advising that 

when, in 1998/1999 concern was raised by the death of Gladys Richards, an investigation had taken 

place which the police admitted was not as effective as it should have been. Advising that the CPS 

had considered the investigation and, in particular, the report prepared by Livesley on the Richard's 

case and had taken the view that causation could not be made out. 

NN explaining that following the CPS's conclusion, the families of the elderly patients stated that 

they considered the police had been too quick to conclude the matter and that as a consequence four 

other cases were "dip sampled" by a new investigating officer, Detective Superintendent James. 

Those other cases were considered by two alternative experts Ford and Munday. 

NN indicating that he was concerned about the issue of causation and whether proving causation may 

be just outside of the Constabulary's reach. Noting, however, that although the file had been 

prepared again for the CPS (by DI Stickler) and contained information on all five cases, there were a 

number of other incidents which still required full investigation. NN indicating that on statistical 

analysis and a similar fact basis it may be possible to establish causation. Noting that there were 

significant arguments about the appropriateness of the prescribing regime and the instructions left by 

clinical staff. The attendees noting that this was a particular issue for professional regulation given 

that it was not necessary to show that causation resulted in death merely of the inappropriateness of 

the prescribing regime amounted to bad practice. 

NN advising that there were 50 other cases that the police may consider. One of the issues that would 

have to be resolved was whether a policy decision should be made to look at the hundreds of 

individuals who had died at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital. Noting that from 1994 to the period 

in which Dr Barton resigned from the hospital, there were thousands of deaths, 600 of which had 

been certified by Dr Barton. There were further cases in which Dr Barton had provided the care 

although the death may have been certified by a different practitioner. 

Given the number of cases and the provisional views being provided by an alternative expert 

instructed by NN, Professor Robert Forest, NN stating that he was increasingly moving towards the 

view that he was entitled to argue that causation could be made out. NN noting, however, the 

difficulty in showing that death through bronchial illness of pneumonia was a consequence of 

diamorphine. Although it was noted that excessive diamorphine could cause respiratory difficulties, 

the victims were elderly patients who were, therefore, vulnerable in any event. 

NN commenting that although there was a theme developing through the cases to suggest that Jane 

Barton had relied on diamorphine and syringe drivers, the police had to investigate the practices of 

the other practitioners working at Gosport Hospital. The attendees agreed that Jane Barton could not 

be seen to be persecuted alone. 

JZC noting that the environment in which Dr Barton was working in which there were no prescribing 

policies may have allowed her to operate undetected. 
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&_ identifying the fact that in 1991 concerns had been raised regarding the use of diamorphine by 

junior nurses. MK and JZe advising OK that these papers had been provided to the GMe but did not 

take the matter further in terms of the interim procedures. OK advising the circumstances in which 

the concerns had been made by the junior nurses and the fact that the medical practitioners and senior 

nurses had been opposed to any questioning of the clinical decision making. Noting that the fact that 

concerns had been raised some years previously did suggest that there was something amiss with 

James Barton's practice over a period of years. 

NN noting that there appeared to be a lack of motive. OK was continuing to look at this element. 

NN advising that Liam Donaldson had asked Professor Baker to consider the issues raised by the 

cases identified by the police. NN had persuaded Professor Baker to also expand his enquiries into 

Dr Barton's GP practice. NN noting that Professor Baker's analysis of the statistics would take some 

time. 

JZe advising that the GMe had the power to make an interim order suspending or placing conditions 

upon a medical practitioner's registration notwithstanding the fact that he or she had not been found 

guilty of serious professional misconduct. Stating that in this instance the roe had determined not to 

place any interim order upon Dr Barton's registration. Noting that this was based on a convincing 

argument by Dr Barton explaining the lack of resources and supervision and the poor conditions 

under which she had had to work. Stating that given that the police were suggesting that there was 

potentially hundreds of deaths caused by Dr Barton and were actively assessing whether a murder 

charge could be prosecuted, JZe would be concerned to protect the patients and the public interest by 

presenting new evidence to an roe Panel. 

The parties discussing the disclosure requirements for GMe. Noting that the GMe would be forced 

to disclose any document which they wished to present to an roe hearing in reliance of a request for 

an interim order. 

NN appreciating the vulnerability of the GMe to criticism if a patient was killed at the hands of Dr 

Barton when the GMe could have taken action to prevent her from practising. He was, however, 

concerned regarding disclosure of material which he would not wish revealed to the doctor at too 

early a stage. NN stating that it would possible for him to write a letter for the GMe indicating that 

police investigations were continuing and that there were a minimum of 50 patients whose deaths 

would be analysed. The letter could also advise that early medical advice suggested that the deaths 

had been hastened by the prescribing regime provided by Dr]3art;on. The attendees agreeing that the 

letter from NN would also formally request that the GMee~;~y\r proceedings. 

JZe expressing concern that the defence could argue that Dr Barton was no longer working at 

Gosport War Memorial Hospital and, therefore, patients were not at risk from diamorphine 

prescriptions or syringe drivers. OK noting in this regard that Dr Barton's private practice would 

include elderly patients. JZe commenting that although she appreciated that it had not yet been 

determined whether the criminal enquiry should consider the private/GP practice, it would be helpful 

if the fact that investigations may be expanded in this direction could be included within the letter to 

the GMC. NN stating that whilst he would wish to assist the GMe as far as possible, it may be 
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4tmcult for him to add this element to any letter. Noting that Professor Baker had agreed to expand 

his analysis to include Barton's private practise, but this was not part of his specific remit established 

by Liam Donaldson. 

NN advising that the letter to the GMC would also formally establish the Constabulary's commitment 

to liaise closely with the GMC. The parties agreeing that formal letters would be written outlining 

information that was possible for the GMC to disclose. There would also be contact through e-mail, 

telephone and further meetings. JZC advising that she was likely to phone NN on a monthly basis so 

that she could report back to the GMC in her monthly reports! 

The parties noting that Alexander Harris had expressed concern that the individuals involved in the 

various investigations and enquiries were not liaising. Noting the commitment to liaise closely could 

be articulated to Ann Alexander at Alexander Harris - it would, however, be necessary to stress the 

different role that each of the particular stakeholders were bound to adopt. Detail would not be 

provided about the level of communication or the information being passed between the parties but 

Alexander Harris should be advised that formal channels of communication had been developed. 

In this regard, NN advising that he had met with Ann Alexander last week. The meeting had been 

productive in that it had been on a non-adversarial basis. Stating that Ann Alexander had used the 

media to generate publicity for her firm following the meeting, however, formal channels of 

communication had been established and it had been agreed that the family could raise concerns 

regarding any police investigation through Alexander Harris. Hampshire Constabulary had also 

agreed to advise any new individuals that Alexander Harris were acting for relatives; NN stressing 

that this would not be a referral service but merely informative. 

NN stating that an important date was his meeting with the CPS scheduled for 28 November 2002. 

This meeting would establish the Constabulary's expectations as to the speed with which the CPS 

should consider the papers. NN advising that if the CPS did not consider the matter should proceed 

to a prosecution, the case could be considered by Treasury Counsel (an alternative Treasury Counsel 

from that which considered the initial referral of the Richard's case). 

OK querying whether the GMC had any record ofDr Barton's qualifications as he did not have a full \ / 

history or CV. The GMC would attempt to track down as much information as possible. 

The GMC also would pass on any Rule 6 response letter if appropriate. JZC also advising that the 

GMC had received two other complaints Carby and Batson. NN and OK did not recognise these 

names as individuals within the 50 cases being investigated by the Constabulary. JZC to pass the 

documents through to the Constabulary. 

There appeared to be a culture of resorting to diamorphine care too quickly (perhaps for a easy life?). 

The parties identified the fact that there may be problems with other doctors. MK advising NN and 

OK that the case against Lord had been "screened" within the GMC procedures and a decision taken 

not to pursue the matter. 
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tts regards disclosure, JZC stating that she would work on the assumption that any documents 

provided by the police would be undisclosable unless she was specifically advised otherwise in 

writing. JZC stating that the GMC enquiry, once it was permitted to proceed would, of course, have 

to disclose any documentation passed through by the police. NN and OK appreciating this fact and 

noting that at that stage, in any event, the policy enquiry would be concluded. NN stating that once 

the police enquiry was concluded it would be possible to pass JZC all relevant documentation and, 

indeed, this was the basis on which the police worked. 

JZC explaining that we had received a report from CHI. She explained that we wished to obtain the 

documents that had been considered by the CHI investigation team and, moreover, visit CHI in order 

to analyse the witness statements taken. Stating that there would be no intention to interview the 

witnesses. NN agreeing that this would not prejudice any police investigation and JZC and JHO 

could proceed with this aspect of the GMC enquiry. 

The parties summarising the fact that NN would provide a letter to the GMC which could be used by 

the GMC in an IOC hearing, which would formally ask the GMC to stay their investigations and 

which would state that the parties were committed to regular liaison. (JZC and MK noting that it may 

be difficult to persuade an IOC panel to place an interim order based only on a letter but identifying 

that this was the best position). NN advising that the police would advise the GMC of any significant 

event and would release information if it was appropriate for them to do so. 
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Plea_~¥..--~-~~tr:~~~-ygyr reply to Conduct Case Presentation Sectionj FPD 

F me 1__-·-·-·--~-~~-~--~---·-·-·-j (j E N E I\ A L 
l .January, 2003 

!'v1s Judith Chrytie 
!'v1essrs Fio!d Fisher VVatBrhouse 
35 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2AA 

Dear Judlth 

Dr Jane Barton 

fv\EI:)lC:AL 
COUNCIL 
h-.:,!. eel wp pc.11. i,'Ii!\, 
. ',, I ..... gu ~dJ ri,~J <.J<~f! t •l-" 

At !an B<.:1rker's request I have written to him to confirm that the provisional date for 
thH F'rofessiona! Conduct Committee, m.unely 7 April 2003, will not now be used, 
owing to the ongoing police inquiries, He h<::1s stood down counsel accordingly, 

! have still not received the attendance notes of tile meetings on 3 October or 20 
November 2002, ! also await confirmation of t11e tirne of our rneetJng scheduled for 
2~~ January; may I suggest 14.:00? J am happy to attend your offices. 

Yours sincerely 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
; 
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; 
; 
; 
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Conduct Case Presentation Section 

g;~:~: ~~~r·-cocie ___ A ___ i 
F.: rna l!: [~:~:~:~:~:::~:~:~:~~~~~~:~~:~:~:~:~:~:~!~:~:~:] 
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Please address y:our reply to Conduct Case Presentation Section; FPD 
Fax r.·~--~--~--~--~-~-~~--~~--~~----·~.-~.·J Ci EN E l\At 
l January, 2003 

Mr I Barker 
The Medical Defence Union 
MDU Services Limited 
230 Blackfriars Road 
London SE1 BP.J 

Dear Mr Barker 

RE: DR JANE ANN BARTON 

J\;\EI)I(:At 
C ~ll" J"• N" ('"' I I" . c .. ..;( ·-
J'r,)rcn ing Jlilli<'rll s, 
(·1r~!ji~)(t/ ,lt~ctors 

Further to our telephone conversation I write to confirm that the provisional date for 
the Professional Conduct Committee, namely 7 April 2003, IAtill not now be used. 
You indicated that you were to stand down counsel on this basis. 

We cannot, as you know, proceed to public inquiry while ponce Investigations are 
ongoln£J, I am advised that those investigations are not li!-wly to be concluded in tt1e 
immediate future. lt does not appl~ar., therefore, Hmt the PCC will be able to consider 
this case in the early part of next year. as we had hoped. 

J trust that you will continue to liaise with Messrs Field Fisher Waterhouse and us, as 
appropriate. 

Yours sincerely 

Code A 
M1chael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
D 1 rect une r·-c·-·-·-·-·-·-·d-·-·-·-·-·-·-A·-·-·-·-·1 
Direct Fax: i 0 e ! 
E rna il: r-·-·-·-·-·"·-·-·Code·-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i--------------------------------------------------------~ 
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(:-H1~1i! - uk .o!·g V!..'\\'\\ -~~:·uc · uk. r::-r~~ 
!{~-~-~:;-{"..;_,I t•d ~ .. 'f;.~l·if.,\ :·-~~-_. ~ ;,) :S·f -~ -J· :S 
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F<.llh>wing our nwding with tlw lhmpshire (>}t:::<LihuJary nn ?0 November 2002 I tb<Jttghi :t would 

hdrtfd to ,;end )·'<-'lll ttn updau;:. 

l ;~.ndn:~e ;;, c<.rpy <li. t1K .i\Hend;m<..~t- not<.'~ of tlk: rnel':ting hc:ld c·n J {}:tobcr 2002. 1 Tklk~d, ;o;n a ri':Ylt:';v 

of the fik, thM l hr±d nr.H Ln·w;.mkd the doc:wrlt:nt to ynu <:<u .. h:r. Y on m:,1.'i \V ish tn ;.ldd tb~; to your 

ffk fi',r infi)n)1;.:ti<.m. 

ln <t~khti<m, l cndo:;<: a ;>JPY of tlw m<.~(.:\lng nnte taken ;:dh:r tb: m<::<:trng with !Ltmp.~:hrl\: 

c~.m>'UhULlry LlM month. l klYe JbnV<'ll\kd il c:z>py <ll>hc nnh' in Nigd ?<iY~.:n t<:lg<.::l.her ~:vith <'l n.:crut:~'l 

th:.n h.: ;=,,:h.·is;;;;,; .me of ::.my c:hang<;::< l·w v, t~:h,>~ ilH.:cH-por;.J.~;,) into tht: doc:unx:nt. Shr>l.dd <HlY 
:;:nltT>dmcnL .. h<~ m;,u.k, l ,;h;lU f(in~.·ard a rlJrtlkr copo,· nf dw note tz> yr:>H. 

Hampshire Ct:HiStabulary 

J rcd.~t·,ny re,~~~lvul the endo.~:t.~d ktkr from Nigel N i ~en \:vlrich !hnnally requ<':st;,; that tb:: GMC~'s 

enqnir:le~-1 and proceeding:< Hrc stH)nl p<::.nding the outcnrm.- nf 1.he crirninal irn.:stig;:ltiolL As ~1'-.lig<.:::l 

suggested at fh<: meeting. (lur hulnng cbtt~ of /\pril .'~003 ~;hould be: v;~c;~ted i.l$ the p<Jlic:e in :,e:<tigatiun 
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eaken to enlarge the parameters of the investigation. If the expansion involves the hundreds of 

patients who were certified dead by Dr. Barton and treated by her during their stay at Gosport War 

Memorial Hospital, the investigation could take, as we were warned, some years. When I next speak 

with Nigel Niven on the telephone I will attempt to get some indication of the degree to which the 

enquiries have been enlarged. 

I should be grateful if you could provide me with instructions to write to Hampshire Constabulary to 

advise them formally that the GMC proceedings will be stayed pending the outcome of the police 

investigation. Currently I have acknowledged Nigel' s letter and indicated that we are seeking your 

formal response. 

Commission for Health Improvement 

At the meeting you will recall that Nigel provided with specific permission to contact CHI in order to 

examine their documents and the statements they had obtained during their Inquiry. The permission 

was granted on the basis that we would not contact any of the individuals but were merely assessing 

the documents and the material held by CHI. 

Following the meeting and prior to my holiday last week, I wrote to Julie Miller at CHI requesting a 

number of documents and asking for inspection facilities in respect of the witness statements and 

other material held by CHI. I have received a response from Ms Miller who has indicated her 

willingness to cooperate with the GMC's enquiries. Unfortunately, it has not been possible to find a 

two-day slot in which my, John Offord's and Julie Miller's diaries are all free until 14-15 January 

2003. Given, however, the fact that we will be unable to hold the hearing in April 2003, I do not 

consider that it is of concern that we must wait until mid-January before visiting CHI. I hoe that you 

agree. 

In light of the fact that it has not been possible to arrange an appointment with CHI prior to the New 

Year, I wonder whether it would be beneficial for us to postpone the meeting tentatively arranged for 

8 January 2002 to 22 January 2002. This would allow John and I to update to as to the documents 

and information we obtained from our visit to CHI. Are you free on this date? 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Kindest regards, 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i 
i i 

I Code A! 
i i 
i i 
i i 

'·-·T~::7;r-·~-~~iY~E:ii~~r:~:~: 
l:mecr·Line: Code A ! 
Emai I ::-·-·-·-·-·c;~·d~-A·-·-·-·-·:-J 
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HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY 

Paul R. Kemaghan QPM LL.B MA DPM MIPD 
Chief Comtable 

Our Ref. Operation Rochester 

Your Ref. 

Judith Chrystie 
Field Fisher Waterhouse 
3 5 Vine Street 
London 
EC3N 2AA 

Dear Judith 

RECEIVED 
~. 4 DEC 2002 

Western Area Headquarters 
12-18 Hulse Road 
Southampton 
Hampshire 
S0152JX 

Tel. 0845 04554545 
Fax. L~·.~·.~·.~~<>._(J~iD~.~·.~·.~·.J 

2nd December 2002 

Re Operation Rochester- Gosport War Memorial Hospital. 

You will recall that on the 20th November 2002 DS Kenny and I met with you at your 
offices in Vine Street. At that time I was able to provide you with a background of our 
investigation into certain deaths that had occurred at the above hospital. 

GMC101247-0376 

You indicated to us that the General Medical Council were conducting an enquiry in respect 
of the professional conduct ofDr Jane Barton and that you anticipated that a hearing may 
take place in April 2003 in respect of potential misconduct allegations. You further 
indicated that in the event of the police conducting a criminal investigation into the same 
circumstances, that those proceedings could be pended until the outcome of the police 
investigation was known. 

I was able to inform you that our investigation was ongoing and likely to take some duration 
and certainly not be concluded before April 2003. I also indicated that the police were due 
to have a meeting with the Crown Prosecution Service on the 28th November 2002 and that 
the extent of the police investigation would not be clear until after that meeting. 

I am now able to tell you that the arranged meeting with the CPS took place. It was agreed 
on the basis of what was discussed to continue and expand the investigation. I have been 
asked by the Senior Investigating Officer, Detective Chief Superintendent Steve Watts, to 
notify you of this fact and to formally ask you to consider pending the anticipated hearing in 
April until further notice. 



.. 

- 2-

Within the usual accepted restraints, I will undertake to keep you appraised of 
developments. Whereas our roles within this matter are quite clearly and quite rightly 
different, it can only be in the interest of justice and the public that we continue to liaise 
wherever appropriate. 

If I can assist you any further, please do not hesitate to contact me . 

. Y..£.U .. l.:r."-"-·~;~.t:".AJ:.Q.hi.-·-·-·"'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Code A 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Nigel Niven 
Detective Inspector 7 445 
Major Crime Investigation Team 

GMC101247-0377 



GMC101247-0378 

~J::~~~~:~::l .. --------------------
From: Michael Keeganr-·-·-coiie·-A-·-·: 
sent: 07 Nov 2002 13:cfr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

To: L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_Ci_E!_~A~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Subject: Dr Barton 

Judith, 

I have been informed by my colleage, Michael Hudspith in Screening, that a complaint about Dr Lord, Consultant at 
the Gosport War Memorial Hospital, has recently been closed. 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line: r-·-·-·-·-co-de·A·-·-·-·-·: 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~" 

Direct Fax:! Code A ! 
Em ail: r·-·-·-·-'-·-·-·-Co.cfe--A-·-·-·-·L·-·-·-·: 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

~ichael Keegan!_~-~~~-~-~! ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Fr. Michael Keegan f·-·-c-o.cfe--A-·-·1 
Sent: 01 Nov 2002 14 :'sT·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
To: 'Chrystie, Judith' 
Subject: RE: Barton 

Judith, 

Thanks for that. I coincidentally wrote to you yesterdy (I attach an electronic copy herewith), but you can probably 
ignore that now. 

20th November is fine with me. I'll put it in my diary now. Please let me know the time and arrangements for getting 
there. 

I await your letter and hope that you are feeling better. 

Regards 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 

•
~rect Linef·c-·-·-·

0
-·-·-d·-·-e·-·-·-A·-·] 

1rect Fax:! ! 

Em ail: !~~~~~~~~~~~~~~?.~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

-----Original Message--:::~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
From: Chrystie, Judith ~ Code A ! 
Sent: 01 Nov 2002 14:38-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
To: i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·c;c;(fe·A·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
su bje-cCB~:frton-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Dear Michael 

I have just received a call from Mr Newdon at the Major Crime Team in 
Southampton. He apologised for the fact that I have had to repeatedly fax 
and call to try and arrange a meeting. 

He has suggested a meeting on 20 November 2002. Are you available on this 
day? 

Aindicated that the suggested date was much later than we would have hoped 
...._,.or given the scheduling of the matter for April 2003. Mr Newdon explained 

that one of the officers (and indeed I have been advised of this when I have 
tried to ring him previously} is on annual leave until the middle of next 
week, that the rest of that week is taken up seeing family members and 
lawyers on the case and that the following week there are a number of 
internal procedural matters that are taking up the days. 

From the discussions I had with him it does very much appear that the 
criminal proceedings are ongoing and that the Police are actively and 
closely scrutinising what happened at Gosport War Memorial Hospital. 

I am preparing a detailed letter of advice to you regarding all the other 
issues in this case. I am sorry that I have not been in communication 
before now. I am afraid that illness and another long -running hearing have 
taken me out of the office for much of the last few weeks and although I, 
and my colleagues on the case, have been able to keep up the chasing calls 
to the police, I am very conscious that I have not yet replied to you 
substantively in a number of other regards. 

Kind regards 
Judith 

Judith Chrystie 

1 
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********************************************************************** 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and 
intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they 
are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify 
jad@ffwlaw.com 

Field Fisher Waterhouse 35 Vine Street London EC3N 2AA 
Tel: +44(0)207 861 4000 
Fax: +44(0}207 488 0084 
CDE: 823 

Regulated by the Law Society in the conduct of investment business 
********************************************************************** 
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i Code A! 
Direct J ~-:~: ~ ! 

! i 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

GMC1 0124 7-0381 

TIME : 22/10/2002 12:55 
NAME : GMC 
FAX : r-·-·-·-·-·-c·od-e·A·-·-·-·-·-r 
TEL · ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

GI~NEI\_AL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Pror:ectinB patients. 
auiding doctors 

No. of pa!; e.s· 2 
{inc/usl1 '€t) 

Time 13:00 Date 22 October 2002 

PlEa:~~:~ find attached letter dated 16 October 2002 fr:1m HampshirE~ 
CtJ ·t~•tlblila·-y, which is self-explanatory. 

I =:.l'u:)uld be grateful if you would let me know when you manage to arrr=mge for 
1.1 :, h:) m~~t with the appropriate officer/s. 

lt-1· ht:t1 E·e~l IKeegan 
ti:IJillld'Jt~t C·ase Presentation Section 
D i r; t(:t L..i ner·-·-c·-·-·-0·-·-·-d·-·-·-e·-·-·-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
[ ~.. t F" ' ! .. IDC: ··a.)C! i 
-· • ..-·-·-·-·-·-!:..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-:_. __ ~ 

Ltr·"'·J·; C d A , '·~· '~ ·! o e : 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 



r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-c·c;·cie-·-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Mr I'vt Keogan 
Czmduct f:a~e Pr('Sentatkm Sj:t:ti(rn 
Genen.d !\/kdic.al Cot.ml.::.il 
l78 Gre.at P<>rtltHld Str~x:t 
J.;.mdon, \V l \\' S:lF: 

\Vt~'\tt~~·lf! .Al'~:!l J:h:H.d~p:mrtN~~ 

l2v!S H~l~~{' R~~~l.l~ 
Slmth.am(~t;m 

1-bmp~bin:: 

SfH~ .UX 

16~1> Octob~:;r 2002 

GMC101247-0382 

This letter is to bt(:;.nn you thHt rk~hx;trvc Chief Superint<:.:~nd:z:~n<. \-VaHs. has no\:;,: bet:n 
<~ppoi.nted the Seni.or b\·estigatlng fHTro:r 1n~z> maner::> rdating to ().osport War }Vl.ernurid 
HospitaL 

·rht; enquh-:>,o- b being. co--ordinated by ·mysdf Detj~~etiv{: Chieflnspector Rob~~rt !):.ulcan c-f 
the i'vL~ior Crirne r~~arn, 12··1 B Hul~;.e Ro<l.d, S<:.ulhampwn, SO! 5 D>C Tv1y direet tdephone 
w .. rmher is:· 

i·-·-·-·-·-co.Cie-A·-·-·-·-·1 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i 

I CodeA I i i 
i i 

;·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·TiciFi.ii.Ti~iii~~~-ii-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 

Ddt.~ttJVt' Chid lOSfH.'£hH"" 

1\'bjor Crime Jxn;rst!g,~j.}mL£tt.\JH 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

lP-'' 
"'' "":1' 'Ill' c.''" 

~ -c 11h • .IU1jiti1 Chritie 

Fax numb 3r . h~!s J by fax: f.~·.~·.~·.~·.~··g·~·~~~·~.~·.~·.~·.~·.] 

Fm rn 111 ic hat:~l l<eegan 

Direct D. a,' [·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·] 

! Code A! 
Direct 11 tx ! ! .o. of pag, ~~:: '-·~~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~~~:45 

(inclusil19) 

TIME 16/10/2002 09:44 
NAME GMC 
FAX ~~~~~~~g-~Cf~)~~~~~~J TEL 

~GENERAL 
.M_I~DICAL 
~cC~UNCIL 
.Protecr.inB patients, 
,guidin,g doctors 

Date 16 Octolber 2002 

PI :~•:t~:e 1find •:tttached copy of fax from Julie Miller at CHI, which is self~ 
er Jlanatory. 

I rtu'l8lit yo1Jr call once you have reviewed the additioncal papers I re~~entl.y sent 
to discJs~· \h,hat we can usefully request of CHI and our pre~posed meeting 
w I t1 H:.:~mpsl1ire police. 

If :t'OILI ,v~sh b discuss this matter please do not hesihte to contact me on the 
m1n- t·er b~elc~w. 



Fax 

To Ms Judith Chritie 

Fax number Also by fax:f-·-·-·-·-·c·od_e_A_·-·-·-·-f 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

From Michael Keegan 

Direct Dial r-c~d;-A-1 
Direct fax i ! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

GMC101247-0384 

GENEI\_AL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protectin9 patients, 

9uidin9 doctors 

lflilll). of pages 4 
• (inclusive) 

09:45 Date 16 October 2002 

Dear Judith 

Re: Dr J A Barton 

Please find attached copy of fax from Julie Miller at CHI, which is self
explanatory. 

I await your call once you have reviewed the additional papers I recently sent 
to discuss what we can usefully request of CHI and our proposed meeting 
with Hampshire police. 

If you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
number below. 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line: !~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Ci.~~~A~~~~~~~~~~~J o i rect F axr--·-·-·-·-coCie·A-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

p•-•-•-•-•~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-•-•-•-•1 

Email: i Code A ! 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

178 Great Portland Street London W1 N 6JE Telephone 020 7580 7642 Fax 020 7915 3641 
email gmc@gmc-uk.org www.gmc-uk.org 

Registered Charity No. 1089278 
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CH lXX 
COMISIWN GWELLA IECHYD 

Finsbury Tower 

103-105 Bunhill R.ow 

London EC1Y STG 

Ffon: oJ.o 7448 920o 

Ffacs: 02.0 7448 9222 

Testun Ffon: a2.o 7448 9292 

www.chi.nhs.uk 

.,,.rLv pz- ~ & L--:J , . /) /) , ., ~ - uJ--Q_. 00\ L.J--(2_. 

('OLA.}v Gf CAdd 1-..P W- ~ . ~o( ~ 
}v o 0< ·, \AC0i. V'-'cL.M c,VL ~ 0 D k ~ 
~· h c~U- ~ lf pa<6.,/5V _ 

w V\A.L ~ ~ ~ ~p ~ltL.&J" 

-:y, 
~w_ 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

I CodeA I 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 
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Summary of Stakeholder details who had Negatiw experien~s 

Wednesday 21 Nov 2002- Gosport Thursday 22lla November- -rortsmouth Telephone lntervie¥15 
Mrs Jadson 

GMC101247-0386 

I-' 
(S) 

(S) 
I-' 

Mrs Rlpley 
Relative: Mr Ripley (husband) 
Ward: 

Mr J Pltthard j tv.R. CL.~~ D .. 

Relative: Mr Nat Gonella (friend deceased) Relative: Alice WHkes [mother deceased) [~] 
Partk: Nearly killed husband. 

The husband had verybad arthritis and gout 
and Mrs Ripley feel they nearly gave him an 
overdose. 
An official compliant was 1ssued but received 
a halfhearted apology. 
Mrs Bulbeck 
Relative: Mother (Deceased) 
Ward: Daeda\us 
Partic: 

Ward: One ofthe Three 
Partic Very upset about the death of Mr 
Gonella three years ago. 

l'vhs Deedm<m and Bereavement 
Councillor 
Relative: Mr Deedman (Husband Deceased) 
Ward: DCA:e.~ ' 
Partic 

Ward: Deadalus 
Partic 

l\llrs Richards Et Mrs McKenzfe 
Relative: Gladys Rochards (deceased) 
Ward: Daedauls 
Partic 
Mr Tim Welstead 
Relative: Father {deceased) 
Ward: Mulberry Ward 
Partic 

Mr Page 
Relative: Eva Page (mother deceased) 
Ward: ~s· 

Friday 23rd November - Portsmouth Mrs Blackwell 
t------------------1 Rdative: Husband 

Mr Tan Wilson 
Partic: ~latiw: Father (deceased) 

Ward: (XA~ ( C'li.f\\~ • 
Partic - -. Cl 

(l :\ ltm:stigations dased\Gnsport\stakeho lder\Summary of 5takeh older details 
Cleated on 14/10/2002 19:03 

. Ward: Collingwood 
Partic 

Mrs Re~s 
Relative: Elsie Devine (mother) 
Ward: Daedalus 
Partic 

l ____ _j 

(") 
0 
:s:: 
:s:: ., 
0 
:;u 

I 
r 
-I 
I 

(S) 
1\) 



Mrs Grahame 
Relativt:: Mr Grahme (Husband deceased} 
Ward: 
Partic: Concerned about treatment and 
death of her husband. 

Mr Wilson 
Re1ative: Edna Pumel1 (mother deceased] 
Ward: Oo..~· 
Partic: Care and administration of 
diamorphine 

Al1an Smith
RE Brewster 
Anon 
F Chase 
"H M Prd 

Wife and himself 
Husband 
Husband 
Husband 
Brother -in l.aw 

Mr Mitchell and Ms Wendy Mitchell 
Relative: Mr Mitchel1 {Father deceased) 
Ward: one of the three 
Partic 

Mr Abery 
Re1ative: Wife 
Ward: Dryad and Deadulus 
Partic 

On the Dryad ward the Staff Nmse interfered 
with drugs 
Q+A reduced prescription drugs by two thirds 
Deadulas did increase -prescription but sti1l 
effected wife. 

Stake holder with Positive experiences 

Mrs Purvis 
Mr Nelson 
Mrs Lesley 
Mrs Tryel1 
Mrs Fitzpatric 

Mother 
"Husband and Mother 
Husband 
Mother and herse1f 
friend 

6:\ lTivesli!Jations dosed\Gosport\stakeholder\Summill)' of Stakeholder detans 
Cyeat~ on 14/10/2002 19:03 2 

Mrs Bright 
Relative: Mother 
Ward: Daedalus 
Partic 

Mrs l.ovejoy 
Re1ative: "Husband 
Ward: Co11ingwood 
Partic 

Slleena Windsor 

GMC101247-0387 

I-' 
(S) 

(S) 
I-' 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·· 
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~Code A! 
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! i L. __________ j 

Relative: Norma Wilson [Mother deceased} 

() 
0 
3: 
3: 

Ward: Sultan 
Partic 

"'TJ 
0 
;u 

I 
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-l 
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-u 
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fTI 

(S) 

w 



Your reference: 
!n reply please quote MK/2000!204'7 
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c; ENEl\_AL 
fv\.E I) 1 c:AL 
C:C)lJNC: IL 

Ple~!?.Q __ ~_gg_rq~~--Y.Q}lr reply to Conduct Case Presentation Sectkm~,.f~?tg puricnt~·. 

F <:n< L_ ______ ~_C?_~-~--~---·-·-.J a u i, h n.q <J,,, wn 

8 October 2002 

Ms Judith Chritie 
Messrs Field Fishf3r 'vVaterhouse 
35 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2/.\A 

Dear Judith 

RE:DRJANEANNBARTON 

I write to confirm that the Professional Conduct Committee meeting to consider tile 
case against Dr Barton has been provi8ional!y listed for three weeks commencing 1 '7 
March 2002. 

Further to my JettHrs dated 4 and l October, Ms Miller at CHI called today to discuss 
which documents from the extensive appendix attached to their report, as well as 
records of interviews. etc., we actually requiro. I should be grateful if you would 
contact me to discuss the same as soon as possible. Ms Miller indicated that, if we 
requested records of CHI's interviews with rnernbers of the patients' families, she 
would wish to contact them before m!easing the documents to us. 

If you wish to discuss this rnatter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
number below. 

Yours sincerely 
~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

' ' 

I Code AI 
' ' i i 
i i 
1·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Michaef Keegan 
Conduct Case Pmsontation Section 
Dire et Un e; r-·-·-·-·-·-C-ode-A·-·-·-·-·-·1 
D! re et Fax: r·-·-·-·-·-·-Code·A-·-·-·-·-·T' 
Em a j I; r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-co.de·-A·-·-·-·-·-·"·-·-·1 

1--·~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 



Your referenc:e: 
In reply please quote fvH\/2000/204 7 
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CiENEI\AL 
ME[)l(~AL 

Please address your reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti&; OhJ N C l L 
Fax r.·~--~--~--~--~--~-~~~--~~----~-·~.-~.J /'J,)[CC/Iiliff'<i! icnt:-, 

1 November 2002 

Ms Judith Chr!tie 
Messrs Field Fistwr Waterhouse 
3~5 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2AA 

Dear Judith 

RE: OR JANE ANN BARTON 

Please find enclosed <-l copy letter dated 25 October 2002 from Messrs Alexander 
Harris about Or Barton (and Or Lord) and our response of a1 October. 

You were to arrange a rneetin9 with the Hampshire F'olico and, on 22 October 2002! 
faxed you a letter I had received with details of the new officer fn charge of the 
investigation. I should be grateful if you would let me know when you manage to 
make the nf;cessary arrangements for a meeting. 

On 7 October 2002 I sent details of cornp!aints regarding Mr Carby and Mrs 
Gi!bertson for you to review and discuss regarding possible inclusion under Hu!e 1·1. 
I also sent you a copy of the CHI report and subsequently advised that Ms MiHer at 
CH! was awaiting confirmation as to what documentation we required. 

! arn not sure whether you already havo a copy, but ! enclose a copy of the !OC 
transcript from 1 H September 2002, 

I should be grateful for your thoughts on whether the additional complaints should be 
included, what we should ask frorn CH!, and for details of arrangements rnade to 
meet the Police. You will appreci<.::tto my concern about any possible delay in this 
case. As you know, it is provisionally listed for 7 April 2003. 

Yours sincerely 

~--codeAI-·· 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.1 

Michaol Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
o!rect ~~n~rc·o·ct"e·-·A·-·l 
Dwect f ax.! : 
F mail: ["~--~--~--~--~-·:.·~--~--~--~~~~~-~~--~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~-·J 



Your reference; 
In reply please quote MK/2000/2047 
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GEN.ERAL 
f\A[., ·r·) r ('""'~ Ar 
1Y \.~-·~ t. l w.i T t~ 

C<)lJNClL 
Pla~?.~._?.f!.9.X~~§ __ Y.9.~~r reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti?P-r.f,tr:9 {.\).~i,:rl<s. 
Fax l.-·-·-·----~-~-~-~--~·-·-·-·-·-·l .. '! u .d 1 n.'i ;L:.:rors 

7 October 2002 

Ms Judith Chritie 
Messm Field Fisher Waterhouse 
35 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2AA 

Dear Judlth 

RE:DRJANEANNBARTON 

Further to our recent case conference, ! enclose a copy mernorandurn from rny 
colleague regarding cases arising from the Gosport War Memoria! Hosp.ital that have 
not been referred to the PPC. ln particular, two cases are identified as new and 
potentially relevant to Or Barton, namely those relating to Mr Carby and Mrs 
Gi!bertson. 

l enclose copy correspondence from the files created in relation to those two cases. 
In the case of Mr Carby, rnany of the documents had notes attached. Wht-:Jre these 
obscured the underlying text! have copied the documents both with and without the 
notes. 

Having reviewed the CHI report I fear that I may have requested too much in my 
letter toMs MiHer that! copied to you! No doubt Ms Miller will contact me and we can 
discuss the extent of docurnents that am actually usefully required. ! would welcome 
the opportunity to discuss the sarne with you once you have !lad the chance to 
review the CHI report yourself 

Yours sincerely 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ ' ' 

I code AI 
i i 
i i 
i i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Dire et u ne ::---C·-·-·-·-·-·-·-d·-·-·-·-·-·-·-A·-·-·-·-·: 
Direct Fax: i 0 e i 
E mail: [_-_-_-_-_"_-_----~-~~~--~------------~-_-] 
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Your reference: 
In reply please quote MK/2000/204 7 

C!ENEl\AL 
fV\E[)ICAL 
CCJLJNC~lL 

\le~t?.~--~~g_J~~-~-~-YQ.~~r reply to Conduct Case Presentation Sectlqn11,~n~ f'Ulr:'nr.:;, 

Fax !._ _________ g~~~-~---·-·-·-.1 Nudin:l u\•uors 

4 October 2002 

Ms Judith Chritie 
Messrs Field Fisher vVaterhouse 
35 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2AA 

Dear Judith 

RE:DRJANEANNBARTON 

Further to yesterday's case conference, please find enclosed a copy of the CHI 
report and rny !Htter toMs Miller at CHI requesting the background information. 

If you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact rne on the 
number below, 

Yours sincerely 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

ICodeAI 
i i 
i i 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
D l rect Line r-·c-·-·-·-·-·-·-d·-·-·-·-·-·-·-A·-·-·-·-·: 
Direct Fax:i 0 e i 
Em a i I: [~-~-~-~~~~~f~~;.~~~~~~~~~-~J 



Fax 

To Judith Chritie 
Messrs Field Fisher Waterhouse 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' ' 

Fax number l.-·-·----~~-~-~-.A·-·-·-·-·! 
From Michael Keegan 

Direct Dial i-·-C·-·-·-·-·-·-·-d·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·A-·-·-·-·-·i 

i o e i 
Direct fax l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-___j 

eo. of pages 29 12:20 
(inclusive) 

GMC101247-0392 

GENERAL 
M_EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protectin9 patients, 

9uidin9 doctors 

Date 3 October 2002 

Further to our telephone conversation, please find attached the 
M DU's response on behalf of Or Barton to the PPC item. 

178 Great Portland Street London W1 N 6JE 
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FW: Dr Barton Page 1 of 1 

.ichael Keegan [:~:~:~~-~~~~-~:~:~J 
From: Michael Keeganl."~.-~.·§.~~~~."J~~--~J 
Sent: 02 Oct 2002 16:24 

To: 'Chrystie, Judith' 

Subject: Dr Barton 

Dear Judith, 

Can you advise on an estimate of duration for hearing the Barton case at PCC? I will then seek a provisional 
listing date for some time after mid-March 2003, notwithstanding the effect reopened police enquiries may 
have on that. 

Also, I faxed Matthew Lohn on behalf of Peter Swain on 27 September seeking written advice on the 
additional material supplied by Simon Tanner. I am not sure whether I copied the letter to you as I should 
have. Please let me know whether you have received or not (in which case you won't know what I'm talking 
about)! 

Thanks 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
D! rect Line r·-c·-·-·-0·-·-d·-·-·e-·-·-·A-·-·-·-·-l 
D1rect Fax:! : 
Em ail: :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-co-Cie·-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

02/10/2002 
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Our F-l.d: TS/ Advio';/B;~ rton 

b December 2003 

Tllo Clerk to Mr F~ Enulehart OC 
B!ackstonr; Ch<:Mnbem 
Blr.:lckstone House 
Tornp!e 
London 
EC4Y 9BW 

GMC101247-0402 

CiENEI\;\L 
J\ A r ~--') ]- (---, A [. 
l y \_t~: ...... . . -.J . . . -~ 

( .. ) ("") -l J N- c-.. 11 
.. .,/ ._.. • - .,tl ' N 

f'!W ,:, I i 11.'{ ('<11 h· Ill\', 

8{1i~li:~.Y r.!u('t<~rs 

Fur!her to our telephone call to charnbem on b Docernber 2003, we now endose the 
papers in the case of Dr Jano Ebrton for ~vlr Enqlehart QC's attention. 

Once Counsel has had an opportunity of considerinu H;e papers perhaps he VJould 
be kind Fmouqh to telephone Miss Tonl Smerdon of Jnstructin9 Solicitors on the 
numbor sot out below with his pre!irninary view on 8 Docernber 2003 and thereaftm 
provide written advice no Jaf(H. than i 1 December 2003. 

Yours faithfully 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

! CodeA i 
i ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·• 

T oni Smordon 
Principal Legal Advisor 
T :~: r----c-cl"cie ___ A ____ l 
F d X L_ _______________________________________ J___ _____________________ _ 
r; .. m a 11: ~---------------------Code- A [ 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

~ "c: 1 ~: I Barker 

r-c~d~--A-1 
Direct ~~ iX i ! 

Direct D a.r 

'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; ,o. of pag ~~:; D 
(inclusi•, e) 

16:25 

,.1B.I..e!.9.. ____ .16.:.~ 8 
! CodeA ! 
'0"11":-0"2":-0"21-·-·-·-' 
09 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

TIME 18/09/2002 15:30 
NAME GMC 
FAX [~~~~~~~_o_Ci_e:.4.~~~~~J 
TEL 

'GENEI\.AL 
A\EDICAL 
~cc~U.NCIL 
ProteainB patients, 
guidinB doctors 

Date 18 Septrembe1~ 
2002 

Please see attached letter. 
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Your reference: 
In reply p!easB quote 

ISPBrroc;ooo5H40/Legal 
MKJ2000/2047 

C:i E N I.~ I\AI. 
h.A r D 1 c·~A·l 

J. ¥ \:[: . .... J .. · 

COUNC:IL 
Ple~~~-.§t_c:i~~-~~-~-~--Y.9..Y.!. reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti<fft:r,f#R potJ('ilis. 

Faxi Code A i ,Nuid~n(l ::t()::t<}r:; 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ~~f '· J 

i8 September, 2002 

Also by fax{~~~~~~~-~-~-~~)~-~~~~~~~~J 

Mr I Barker 
The M~:;dical Defence Union 
MDU Services Limited 
230 Blackfriars Road 
London SE1 8P.J 

Dear Mr Barker 

Thank you for your letter of even date. 

I arn able to clarify that I have no re pori from the Department of Health. I am sorry if 
this was not clear ln my last letter. The telephone conversations have been with the 
Regional Director of Public Health (Mr Gill). ! enclose telephone notes of 
conversations with both Mr Gtll and the police. 

I thank you ·for clarifying that the police have asked the CPS to express a view, 
also wrote to the police asl'\ing for a sumrnnry of the current sltuation and they today 
confirmed that papers in addition to those first considemd by the CPS were 
submitted this week and ttlat tlley await a response from ttle CPS, 

Yours sincerely 

Code A 
M i cliaerReeg·arf·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
-~9._1)5:'h~9.t~?.-~.~--.Presentation Section 
i CodeA i 
·-t-n1aiT;-----------c·c;de.-A".-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 

r; 8 Cr<';H l'ortLHHl '>! '"'' r LoB,k!! \V 1 W S]F ··kkph\)n,; ·~· ·'" ; \ ~" :h-P hu ·:· .> ·~ /91 > J '•·P 

{~~1ud -~;rH::·~/:-gr;.H: -uk .•>rg v,- \\· ~,:,gn:,;:- uk .oq;. 
r<.t.:;::i:Sl)·j·-::d Ck}Jjt.;- :\1·u. t ~~· ;~ ~J 2 ·.is 
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Ft 
sent: 

Pau! Phllip r-·coCie·A·-·-: 
12 se 1 zoo:rrz:~~nr·-·-·-·· ! ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

To: 
Cc: 

:. ~~nhess1aKCarro. Hi Code A i Peter Swain l.-.~-~~-~--~·-·_i 
Subject: 

t•niC .ae eeganL._·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
RE: Inquiry re: Or .J Barton 

Peter, 

Can we discuss plf:ase. 

Pau! 

! have now spoken with Mihe Gill who infonned me in confidence that the CMO has now !oooked at all t!-:e papers 
in this case r1;:wing been notified by a v·;t-lis.tleblower (not identified to me}. The CMO wants a full investigation into 
the deaths in that hospital, the handling of which is going to be difficult and public as tt:e whistieblower is m~ely to 
fJO to the press in a rn1::1tter of days. 

I infonr1ed fvlike Gill that the police were again involved with u-1is case and that Superintend. Paui Stickler was. 
responsible for the case. tv1ike Gill indicated tt1at he would contact the police. 

MG is concerned that the IOC considered this case and macfe no order.! indicated that it was possible for JOC to 
reconsider if new information was placed before it. He wiH discuss this with the police, MG is concerned Hwt when 
this becomes public, questions will be asked about Dr being allowed to continue to pradise, rvlG used the 
expression "lnstitut:lonal euthanasia". 

lt was Jell that MG would speak to U1e police. 

!f the police <:we going to proceed or there is going to be an inquiry then this: of course may affect any action the 
GMC takes. 

Venessa 

·-·-Orlgin<~l M.:s;mgB-'"c='-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: f-·'eter S·ualn ! Code A i 
Stmt: ·12 Sep zooz'?1tiL~~~~~~~~~~, ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. ,·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Scott Geddes!._ __ ,.QQJ)_~_f.:L.lf:'i~ul PhiiipL ____ ~?_d_~-~---JVer;essa Carron L Code A i 
Cc: Mich<:cl KeeganL._.~?_c!~.~--.i ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
SubjG<:t: RE: Inquiry re: (Jr J Bar-ton 

Vene~~sa 

This case 1.vas allocated to !'vllchael under your rnentor·s~lip. Please could you telephone r.,.·like Gill H1is rr1orninr;. 

Peter 

-·---Original Mcssage--
Frorn: Scctt Geddes L~~~-C..~_d"_;;~~~~~J 
Sent 12 Sep 2002 on: OB -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Paul f·>niiip !-·-·-c:;;d-~-p:-·-1 Peter Swain i Code A i 
SubJoct: '·-·-·-i!i(iuiry-re: or J narton -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
!mportanc0: High 

' l' 
.I i 
': 

Mike Glll. Regional Director of Public Health, SE region, telephoned U1ismorntng (M{.~-~-~.9..~~-~~J..\~.~-~J to 
discuss a serious rnatter relating to the case of Or· J Barton, who was apparently referred by PPC to PCC 
end or last month. 
MG asked if we could get back to him before 10:30 thismornlng. 

Scott 

1 
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L~~~~~~~~~i~~~~~J DEPT OF HEPLTH PAGE 81/02 

~~~t~1/ot 
Department 
of Health 

Depa:rtlnent of Health 
Investigations and Inquiries )Unit 
Room 54313 Skipton House 
80 l.ondon Roa.d, London SE 1 6LH 

Te.lephone: 020 7972 6069 (gtn 396 26069) 
ivfobile: 07855 450596 
};'a.'<: 020 7972 5577 (gtn 396 25577) 

020 7972 6020 (gttt 396 26020) 

1man:r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·co.Cie-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

From: Jt-fidw.el Evuns 

To: f a.J f(h~ 6 1'.1 C 

l?ax no: r·-·-c-cid_e_·-A-·-·i 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Pages (including this); 2 

Date: 13 Septeniber 2002 

Message: 

~Fpr in[ormatitn! 

.;··~~, u ·<~ .~ # 

',.,,· r·.• 

Please see the attached press release issued by the Departtnent of 
.Health. this aftentoon. 

«••••••••••~••·---------------. .-"••••••••••••••••••••••"•-•""••••••••••·<"•.w 

HVfPO.RTANT 
The inforrrm.ti<m contained in this fax sheet or attac.hments may be confideutial. If you receive this 

fax in error please contact tbe sender, above, who wiU arrange its retu.ru. Tl.m.rih: you. 

i·-·cocie.-A.l 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 
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,-·-·-·-·-·-· _; .-.:.. -:;;. · .:.:~--=-·· .:.-. .::.-:.:. . ..:.··-~:~:--:~.:-~ :.·;;{"•'::. t;.>~·:>e·~~:;;·~:.;::(.•;:~:--::.~::· ~:;:.::::;-{~~:;:;.:~···?:·;.. >:-:· -:·~:;~.::·:·::;· .· .-;. ;-.:;·. : .·.· ..• • ·: ·' · · 
i Code A ! '··' ...... , ... · ·.· DEPT OF HEPLTH 
i_ ________________________________ ! 

2002/0380 
Friday 13th September .2002 

STATEMENT FROM THE CHIEF MEDICAL OFFICER SIR UAM DONALDSON 
-~ ,............ """"' .................. ""'""'""'"""'"""""-- """""*-" ....... - .......... -

Following the puh1ication of rhe Commission .fix Health Improvement report and the 
police investigation into concerns about the care of elderly patients at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital~ the Chief Medical Officer has commissioned a clinical audit of the 
service concerned .. 

" Even t!'lough both previous investigations found no grounds for serious concern, neither 
was )n a position to establish whether t:rent.L"i and patterns of death w·crc ou.t of line '-Vith 
what would be expected. It was a wish to ensure that all necessary investigation wa'ii 
canied out that l.ed to the decision to carry out this further investigation. 

" 1 have asked Profussor Richard Baker from the Clinical Govem~mce Research .and 
Devdo_pmcnt Unit at the University of Leicester to undertake the audit. The timing of the 
audit will be agreed in c.:onsultation \'>'ith the police." Sir Liam said. 

Note to Editors: 

1. Media inquiries only to Alison PittsnBland in the Depa:.'tment of Health Media Centre 
on 020 7210 5230. 

[ENDS] 

'' . ·' ' .. 
~ : 
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_.Jv-, /uuv f~r.t2.c--~·~, J {s-/c. )() (_p.c:v-.r~ 

c..vy<..../i V-"'l <f' lrvv 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I Code AI 
,\l,;$~•lge t.<k<en by j ! 
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Our l:\'~f: 

'{;_iUY rd'· 

\lr !Vfich::1e! 1{£;(~g<'l.Jl 

Con<:h.H.J Ca:::-~e Fre,c.c:;nLatl;:;n SccLiGn Ln:··K~Df! 
~~ F:. i ~~ ~~; ~J 

CicrH:'W.l. fviedictd. ('ouncH 

178 Gn,'at Pnrtla:nd Stn'<.'i. DX .N{}_ ~:)$b06 
Lamt<:lt.:-, 

J;~,ndon .. \V :t \V t)J E 

T fil:t~p:--~Dn0: 02(; "? ~:t::<: 1 ~5f!G 
Fa:--::·: G~:O ~;;~02, i ~)fL~ 

Er-nail : r{td t: ~~~t1-1{: --·~-r3d u . C~)r'1": 
V".i:t.::--.~~;.;:.t: "..t .. t~<~·"..:~ U"iB··tn~::~~. ~>:)r~; 

of Ltl: Sq:;i.:embc:r' l:o I.h· l:bi't(;:a ·~oihich i?,(;(:C>rt<p<l'td:::::J Y'.'JW.' k·u·.(~'l'. r am =~or·rr tu :wy 
th:H ;;my prcvi(YU:':'.' tq>y nf t.lk letter to Tlr fbtion l:l<l<'l nc:t _yet <nTi.ved '.vith n::e. 

on 2i.Y" ;\ugu:<.t 20i)2 nn<:1 [yuuj c:rn confitu:; tl><lt difol'<.'' h:}B been no furiher w rit.krn 

Cf.>YH.:spnndf:nce bet>v>:r~n th<: GY\JC ::tnd t.hc D::,:p;Ht.:mcni. of U;:,:;'lhh or, indeed, tlw PoHtc" 
((?tn.pb.n.::~it:::, .rnixJe)~ 

ThiB ,.d:J:;;.c~Lvatir:n tl.PP<'<'tU> to ,-:=uggt:Ht th:,~t there: 1s u1 l;xi:::.i:l:~ncr: a rq:J<'rrt: fl~om d1>'.: 

Departn:wnt of 1Jenlth_, and indeed d;:d.: tit~:'> w;,n:; ~:\V~'lihbl.e t<J th;=; PP(~, I lw.\'H Y<Yv.iev,,ed 
i.ht=.: parx}n::. IYrnvided. tu Dr :Batton for purpor:ct; of that henxing, nnd I n:n1 rn'cse:ntl.y 
t:nwb!e tn locate any diH.:l.HH('nL=tt:on ;tt ;,dl i:':OUHH\l:ing frorn the Lh.:padruent of Ik:ahh. r 
'<V<'ltdd bt'; grateful if you cr>uid and p;t~:s i.:<J n-u.: nny such I.k:partm.ent elf· :HH,\li.h 
l.nHtr~da} ifH: exist::;. 

I 1:~ot.:e y\rur ot~&e ~:-->:-arif;-~l r:l~al HJl_V -:·.~d d~.riuT~a.i l n.iJ:.rrJB.i_:tt.t.o~~- I't~e(:~i,.:-~:~:-d. ;J.a.s b::.~~-~n rel:~: i:ved }:ry 
tekp hm:1e. (\nt I n>ii.:e.rate that l an.1 crmc(::rn<::d }t;:lVC 2:H.'G(lS:':'i to nnte::; tnade 
t:(lhphnne <.~onvfn:i:';abons in thh:> 1naLt>.'~Y, incJuding W<th i::hc Pobx; ~~nd Ik:pnrtn1c:-nt 
H.>:'idt:h. 

Ct>n 1 tiL=;o point otd.: w htd.: n.ppe::nT <.:o a rni;:wnrLr'~>t<'lndin;,~· of the pF;:~t>nt 1)\.i~<ition nf 
t:lv:' 1\:Ji.C<f: 'You mt\ke Ye h.' f{.:nc>'.: to dw (h;=lt ''th!:O Pulr(;p have npp<'l1T:-nt1:;,' .r<:.H;pcnt:d 
t:hei1' \nv~,:;:;;tig;Hions""", in fact, the 1\;lj(;,: h<l\'t:· n<lt done this. Foihwing eY,pth;.~i<>n nf 
l.'O'rwern by th{.: re1ativ;_:_:,<:, the l\.lli;:~e l:wxe nJt\rn:\Jd Lhe rrA::ttter to the c:.rnW'l1 Pn:!f<ecut:ion 
S;:,:n.·ic,? for the CPS LD <.'xp:re:3~.; ;; Yi<:rw. '.rhe PoUu; 1u1Vt.'~ nn Ik:-'>V inJi)ru:ation o:r con.cern~' 
.i.n thi::. nwtter. Flr;we:,·er, i.n <;itcunJc~L:mc<.':':'' in '>vhir:b it scern::; communications 'l.vitb dw 
Police h;_=tve been by W'<:!)' !:i:'lephone ,-_:,."lnvenc-.;,lhnn, this und<}flLrt<';'; the iinporl:~J>H.'"-' nf 1n.y 
u.:qm=~2~L fi>r of tdophune ccm<·'t>:Yt=:.\(:ifm:~, induding flt<i~;;c, \'<.:hh i:h>":: F\'Jh(.:(\ so the tun 
extd:lt of the pl.Ctr.nv <:;n'l be H:'C:n ::.'fend?" 

:·:/ }~~ ~2h:!:: J~:-=~·:{-~ ·:·.~·:.· 
.~:·i~·.,.,:;~ ~··/:)J::.::!H ~;: ::u.~.~..-1. 
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I Code AI 
i i 

L-·-·-·-r·-·-·-·f:ff;·-n~·-·~·r·~-:.-·-·-·-·-j 
,J~1 -~- , . • ,::<~.~.:.~.~r 

EkAidtor !codeA! 
·-·-,:;·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i.-·-·-·-·-·J 
' ' 

!code A! 
i i 
i i 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

GMC1 01247-0419 



Your reference: 
In reply please quote 
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CiENEl\Al 
t\\[: I) I C:AL 
CC)lJNClL 

~~o~~~--~~-~~~§_f.! __ Y.~.~·u· m ply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti9~rJgg f'dticnts, 

Fax! Code A ! {!uidwc docwr> 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· { J {-i 

8 October 2002 

Mr I Barker 
The Medica! Defence Union 
MDU ServicE-m Limited 
230 Blackfrlars Hoad 
London SE1 HPJ 

Dear Mr Barker 

RE: DR JANE ANN BARTON 

! write to confirm that the Professional Conduct Comrnittee meeting to consider the 
case against Dr Barton has been provisionally listed for three weeks cornmencing 17 
March 2002. 

If you wish to discuss tl1is matter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
number belovJ. 

Yours sincerely 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
' ' 

I Code AI 
i i 
i i i..._, _____________________________________________________ j 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Dire et Line: r·-·-·-·-·-·c·o-cie-·A·-·-·-·-·-·1 

:-'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 
Direct Fax:! Code A ! 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ E rna tl : r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-co.cfe--A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 
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(' l:: N l~ nA·r _l . ..., . L l\; .L 

.1\;\ E I)lC:AL 
CC)lJNC:IL 

Please a~dr:~s,y~ur reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secticm,1l?RJr1 emicnu. 

Fax 020 7915 3696 ;Jidw.'f douon: 

1 November 2002 

Mr! Barker 
The Medical Defence Union 
MDU Services Limited 
230 B!ackfriars Road 
London SE 1 8PJ 

Dear Mr 8<:-Jrker 

Re: Or J A Barton 

I refer to previous correspondence about the listing of your client's case at the 
Professional Conduct Committee. 

I write to confirm what! advised by telephone, namely that the provisional listing has 
been adjourned in accordance with your request, to commence on 7 April 2003 and 
is scheduled for 15 days. 

If you wish to discuss tll!s matter please do not hesitate to contact me on tho 
number below. 

Yours sincerely 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

! i 

I Code AI 
! i 
! i 
! i 

rinrcrfifol}(ee{i~iif-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~·-·-·j 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
D. . . I . ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·, 

~reet .. moi Code A i 
Dwect Fax:: i 
E mall; i-·-·-·-·-·j········c-c;·(fe'"A:"'"'"'"'"'"'"L·-·1 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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li2J 001/003 

THE 

MDU 
Facsimile The Medical Defence 

,. Union L.lmlted · 
'Legal Departmant 

To: 

Company: 

Fax no: 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

i Code A i 
From: 

Date sent: 

Time sent: 

No. of sheets inclusive: 3> 

Re: 

If you do not receive legible copies of all the pages please notify us immediately by 
telephone or tax. 

Privacy & Confidentiality Notice 
Thi& fa~imile may contain privileged and confidential information intended for the named 
recipient only. If you have received this facsimile in error please notify us immediately by 
telephone. 

Specialists in: Medical Defence Dental Def~;~nce Nursing Defence Risk Management 
230 Blackfriars Road, London, SE1 8PJ Telephone 020 7202 1500 Facsimile 020 7202 1663 

DX No 36505, LAMBETH Website www.the-mdu.com cm ail mdu@the-mdu.com 
Registered in Engl~nd 3957086. RegJ$Ierecl Office: 230 Blackfrians Roed London SE1 SPJ 
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THE MD U.LEGAL 141002/003 

Please quote our reference when communicating with us about this matter 

Our ref; ISPB/TOC/0005940/Legal 

Your ref: 
THE 

18 September 2002 MDU 
Mr M:ichael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street 
London, WlW 5JE 

-- Dear Mr Keegan 

Dr Jane Barton 

MDU Services L.lmltad 
230 Blackfriars Road 

London 
SE1 8PJ 

DX No. 3e505 
Lambeth 

Legal Department of The MDU 

Telephone: 020 72021500 
Fax: 020 7202 1663 

Eman: rndu@the-mdu.oorn 
Webslte www.the-mdu.com 

Thank you for your letter of 17th September by fax. I am grateful also for the copy ofthe 
letter of 12th September to Dr Barton which accompanied your letter. I am sorry to say 
that any previous copy of the letter to Dr Barton hae not yet arrived with me. 

In your letter you state that I already have "a copy of the report considered by the PPC 
on 29th August 2002 and [you] can confirm that there has been no further written 
correspondence between the GMC and the Department of Health or, indeed, the Police" 
(emphasis mine). 

This observation appears to suggest that there is in existence a report from the 
Department of Health, and indeed that this was available to the PPC. I have reviewed 
the papers provided to Dr Barton for the purposes of that hearing, and I am presently 
unable to locate any documentation at all emanating from the Department of Health. I 
would be grateful if you could clarify, and pass to me any such Department of Health 
material if it exists. 

I note your observation that any additional information received has been received by 
telephone. Can I reiterate that I am concerned to have access to notes made of 
telephone conversations in this matter, including with the Police and Department of 
Health. 

Can I also point out what appears to be a misunderstanding of the present position of 
the Police. You make reference to the fact that "the Police have apparently re-opened 
their investigations .... ". In fact, the Police have not done this. Following expression of 
concern by the relatives, the Police have referred the matter to the Crown Prosecution 
Service for the CPS to express a view. The Police have no new information or concerns 
in this matter. However, in circumstances in which it seems communications with the 
Police have been by way of telephone conversation, this underlines the importance of my 
request for notes of telephone conversations, including those with the Police, so the full 
extent of the picture can be seen clearly. 

Speclallal!i In; MaelieaJ Derenee Dantal Defence Nun;ing Defence Risk Management 

MDU Services Ud ~an. Q{!tmlfor The Medical De{~I&.e Un.ior~ Lt.d. ('he M])(}) arr.d {ot' Zu.rU:h ln.s~~ort;r.tt.ee Company, w~h. is a member of~~ Asso~iatiorr. 
of Br-ill$11 I11au.rers (AB!). Th.t! MDU is ool or~ ii~&U.IWI.Ce company, V~oe berr.qi~ of memberah.ip of lh~t MllU are all discretioJW.r;t and are subic~! lo t.IJ,e 
Memorand~~o~tl and Articles o{ A$8o~ia!iorr.. 

Regi10tered in England 3957086 Regl~tered Offit;S: 2~0 Blackfriats Roe.d London Slii1 ePJ 
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Our ref: ISPB/TOC/0005940/Legal 
Your ref: 

18 September 2002 Page 2 of2 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Yours sincerely 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

I code AI 
i ! 
i ! 
,_,_,ra:r"s~p~-a~K:er_,_,_,_,_,J 

' ' So h~.it.m·!,_~:",·-~L. 

I Code Ai 
i ! 
i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·_! 
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THE 

MDU 
Facsi·:mile The Medical Defence 

Union Limited 
Legal Department 

To: Ms Lorna Johnston 

Company: General Medical council 

Fax no: i-·-·-·-coife-A-·-·-·1 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

From: tan Barker 

Date sent: 17 September 2002 

Time sent: 

No. of sheets inclusive: 2 

Re: Jam~ Barton 

If you clo not receive legible copies of all the pagas please notify us Immediately by 
telephone or fax. 

Privacy & Confidentiality Notice 
This facsimile may contain privileged and confidential information intended for the named 
recipient only. If you have received this facsimile in error please notify us immediately by 
telephone. 

Specialists in: Medical Defence Dental Defence Nu~ing Defence Risk Management 
230 Black.friars Road, London, SE1 BPJ Telephone 020 7202 1500 Facsimile 020 7202 1663 

DX No 36505, LAMBETH Website wwwJhe-mdu.com Email mdu@the-rndu.com 
Registered In Englend MlS70B6. Registered Office: 230 Blael<rriar~ Road London SE1 l:!PJ 
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17/09 '02 13: 51 FAX 0207 .2021663 THE M D U ,LEGAL 
. I ' ! 141002 

' 

Please quote our reference when communicating with us about this matter 

Our ref; ISPB/sls/9900079/Legal 
Your ref: 2000/204 7 
,17 September 2002 

Ms Lorna Johnston 
General Medical Council 
178 Great Portland Street 
London 

THE 1 

Mou· 
MDU Services Umited 

2::10 Blackfriars Road 
London 

SE1 8F'J 

OX No. 36505 
Lambeth 

WlW5JE 
Legal Department of The MDU · 

Also by rax:i_,_,_,_c,o(ie_,A_,_,_,l 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Dear Madam 

Re: Dr J ane Barton 

Freephona: 
Telephone; 

Fax: 

0800 
020 7202 1500 
020 7202 1663 

Email; mdu@the-mdu.com 
Webslte WI.WI.the-mdu.com 

Although I have not received a copy of the letter to Dr Barton following the recent 
consideration of her case by the Preliminary Proceedings Committee, I understand that 
the case has been referred on to the Professional Conduct Committee. 

I would be grateful if you could therefore provide me with all documentation available to 
the Council, pursuant to Rule 21 of tile General Medical Council Preliminary 
Proceedings Committee and Professional Conduct Committee (Procedure) Rules 1988. 

In particular, I would be grateful for sight of. any documents relating to communications 
between the Council and the Department ~f Health in this matter, whether' in letter 
form or of notes of telephone communication.: 

I 

I 

I look forward to hearing from you as soon as! possible. 

Yours faithfully 

Code A 
'-Tiiil'~"P'B"-....-;,_,_,_,_,_,_,_, 

,.,.~;.u.m.~r 

Solic1 ! code A/ 
! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·.: 

' ,. 

Speo:iali$ts in: Medical Defence Dantill Defe.,oe Nursing Dafen~e R.i$k Management 

MDU Ser~U!~s Ltd is a"' !Jit~r>t fo~ The Medical Dc/cn.ce Unior~ l..td (!hr MDU) and tor &•ric1• ln.surance Compa•JU', which. is a m6rnbcr of lho 
Association of Britiah l~JJ~urers (/IBIJ, Tl"'l MDU is not an iiLSI~rar~ee compan:J', Tl~.e benefits o/ membership of the MJ)U Qre aU diacrelionary o;n~otl are 
subjecllo tl>tJ Mem.orandu.m (Uid Artidea of Aasoo,UI.iorJ.. i 

Rsgists~d in England 3957086 Reglst~rsd Office: ;z;>O Blackfriars Ro~d London 551 ePJ 



L/.:ndc:n 
\YI\V 

Code A 
··---T~;-~-:~--s~·F-'fi_i;:dr~-;~·;:-·-·-·-·-·-·-

so iieHQ.~ code A! 
L. ________ 1 

GMC101247-0427 

E1; ·: ~:~::. :Y:d :~-~~J;~~·t t·:: ~:~---(;.-~ r:j u .. {'{): ·:"':: 
~/-./r:-~~-~:;.:;<:; .,_:.J:..~P..,;.:. t:~,:~ -:r:c1 ~r (::)~ :·~ 

J>r{_:Ji.rnln;::rr_y E~_rnt:{.:~r:d.i_r1g:~. (:::u~n.n_~lttc:t.:);. J l.~nd.<.:·r~:; 

C\lrHlt~ct C\ltnrni Lt.<'{'. 

nf nny dontJrl(_'nf,:~ rf'.:L:ting t<.:< {:o.mmun1~·:ul:ir>rF 

Hr,:dth in thi::; n.:.utt<:.:r, '<Yh<dh:':r ·in L~tt<Y 

:~1'n~.: .:<•-;-·::.:. •·.:: L.:.:·~: ::-... :·{,·t· ·~:::·~·J.:.,: r:.:.~· :t:·::;: _::.._:\:-~;-:.:-:.::· D:.:J~·,,·:-~·-:· ~ =.:.::.):·:· r .. ~:_:· t:~::::,:· }·!/-:::.:.: ,·t-.::;_:: ;'> ... ·· ?::.·~·: .. :·.1: .::·~:.:;::·::;-(:::·:·:·:(· ~/:-:::·:·~·.:- .. _~:·;·:·· .. :;:::::::.:·:::. :: .. ~ ~·.: .:;::··::·:·::.:.::::·:· 

.A::·.:::·;.:··.:(;~; ••• • •. f '· ·· : ., ·· ; ·: .~ ·•. · · ~ ;_u l). -~:· :~:.:· .:':.-{}:;·.: .. : -~ :~ _::: :.:.:· .:;~ :·:. ;:-:_.;:;: .. ·.;_::·: .:·::' ~· .:;-,; .. ;:_:·.c:·~:_:.: ::·. }}: 0:' ::::::·:·:-~::_:';:.:·8 {:/ n:: :··,··1:: ~:.':"·.··.:): .. :~p <.:0/ ;: ~: .:~ --~:.{]'){.- (3_:·(· .).:~:: :.:'.:.::::;: .;·:".;.; .~.:-:':f >' .).;.: :':' .:_;~·:·: 
::;;,,:-:_;('._",: .'(: .::;;.;; .::/.:.:;:; .. ,:-(:;:; ... ~.:-:;;; :·_;;·;...-: j,; ..... :. ~ .. ·.''I': ... 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

J Cl 11~1· c::tn B~~rker 

Fax numb ~r !-·-·-·-·-·c·ocie-·A-·-·-·-·-1 
i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Fm 'T.I l~t1ici·Ja43l i(eegan 

Direct DJ :t.i" i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i CodeAi 
Direct fi IX ! ! 

i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-o, of pag~ ~.s· !~ 
(inclusiv ~,: 

16:10 

,.LZL.a9. ____ ~_5;J,.l 
! CodeA ! 
'·rire-:-tr:r-:-r~rs·-·-·-·· 
04 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

Date 17 Seph~mber~ 
2002 

Please see attached letter. 

GMC101247-0428 

GENlEI\A.L 
.JM_EDICAL 
ICQUJ~CIL 
Protectina patients, 
,guidin,q doci~ors 



Fax 

To Mr lan Barker 

Fax number r·-·-·-·-Code·-A-·-·-·-·1 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

From Michael Keegan 

Direct Dial ~-c~-d~-~J 
Direct fax i ! 

L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

•
. of pages 4 
(inclusive) 

16:10 Date 17 September, 
2002 

Please see attached letter. 

178 Great Portland Street London W1 N 6JE 

GMC101247-0429 

GENEI\_AL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
Protecting patients, 

guiding doctors 



V'our reference:. 
ln reply please quote 
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Pta~_?_f!._?._~ff.r.~~~-Y.Q~H- reply to Conduct Case Presentation Sectiqp$; F,P:9 , , , 
Fax L----------~-~-~-~--~---·-·-·-·j ·; . ,,.,. 

17 Septt.:rnber, 2002 

klr! Barker 
TrK; Medical Def~-;nce Union 
t,ADU Ser,Jlet'1':S Lirrdtt:d 
230 8!ackfriars Road 
London SE1 BF\J 

Dear Mr Barker 

GMC101247-0430 

v("' ,.,Jr"-";"ch; f'',''vn '' ennv P" H·l"-' <'f>l:'""'·r {'Pr'"'~C~xc•r-r-::,.··l t-~· th--, pp,-~, ,-,,., ')(; ,b,l:..-...: '-"t ?t)i)'/ ~ . ..:·v: <=<~ ~.~~.,.~c.::~......_,{..."} 'd4f ...... , _..,_.F~ ::J ~· ~'d~ .... .(~ ....... ~ .... ·J./ ~q~ .......... .....-t... .. · ·J .. ~~t~. v c~,~ &......·...., .... ~~-;v..· .. ~• :-. .............. .r .. ., 

wKl ! can confirrn thai there has bnen no further <hTitten corresponckmce bt:tvveen Uw 
Gtv1C and the Department of Health or .. indeed, the Police. "'\ny additional 
!nfonnat!on received, includ fnr~ that the poiice have t-'llJl:J;:.-Hun Uv tT.:OlJened their ' -...,-1 • t .( ? 

investlgat!ons, has been received by telephone, 

! am sorry that ! can be of no further assistance at this tirne. 

'/ours sinc-erely 

~--eo-tie--A---~ 
i i 
NiTcfia-erKeeii'a·n--------------------------------------" 
Conduct Casa Pmsantat!on Section 

[~~:.:~:~:~:~9.~:~~~:~~:~:~:~:~:1 __________________________________ , 
,::mall:. i Code A i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

::·:::·::·::. 

: :'•, :: 
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Sir ! __ i<rcn Di.m::ldson 
C.>:!H 1"'/k~dic:JI ()!ficer 
!)ep.:::lrrHHrl o! llcdth 
F;icilrnond llou::;c 
/D VVIritel:all 
London Svv·1 !\ 2f\JS 

Dear 1.. i<1rn 

GMC101247-0432 

(----, -~-- N -~--· l") ~ l 
J :: :.: . \ ;, _, 

-t\1\ E f) I c: A L 
C~ () l.J N c:: I L 

1\ revi(::W of deaths of patients at Gosport War Memorial Hospital 

Th<:·l nk yuu for your· letter of 22 1\pril 2004 reoarcJinfj the above. I can confirrn 
!hat it vvould bo useful for the GMC to Sf~e a copy of Professor Baker-'s re·port, 
i1ltllouuh. n:-> you point out, without the authority to d!scio~:;e thi::; to Dr tiarton, it 
will IWl he· pos~-;:bl(~ lor the G~ilC to use this for ovicien!ial purposes. I would l:.ie 
i:appy tcJ IH:cp '{OU up to ~:;peed with our profJI'CSS on thb 1r1atter. I wou!d he 
qr,w;Jui if you could rnnrk Professor Baker's report for my sp()cial attention, to 
,;voici ;my i.:unll.hrnn at this end on receipt. 

/\s ~;tated at our n1ec!inu on '1·1 February, tho CivlC is inn dilficull position vis ~1 

vis tak1n9 thu iTlntters ro!atinu to Dr Bmton forvvnrcl without <lccess to any 
inio!TikllHHl \.Vhich the poiice may have arising fn;rn their invostiuation. You \Vi!l 

(CCdil tl:nt :he police aro unwili.ing to confirm to the (;Me lhat the n<.:·llure of the-: 
irdurn-:ation i~:; ~;iSJ!1ificant frmn the perspective of the continued nuht of Dr 
Hart cm !o pr£-rcli::;c. Hovvever·, they have con finned that, Cl/en if U1ey did have 
such infonn<J!ion, they would not share this with the GMC, as it vvould 
comprorl1isc lheir inve~>tioation and any possible subsequent prosncution !hEJt 
nliDht take l)inc:.c. 

Smcc uullllU(:tino on 11 Fobruary, I have rnel with ~:;c;nior investroat1r19 officers 
to <:1tten1pt to find n solution lo this problem, given! the GMC's (and. indeed, your 
<>V>'I,} c:or·Jccn1:; ir: relation to Dr Barton. l\ithouS)ll they confinnod that the 
rrrvc!stt(F.iliCHI ,,, cntJOino, iittlc proqress on the posrtion stated above wa~:; m''1dc. 
G!VC>n thiS. V·./t:~ d:·e instructinfJ specialist counsel to advise on the respective 
pusilior--;s uf tlw police ancl the Gr<v1C to ascertain ou1· position, ~;hould wo 
chomx: to invoke Section 35A of the Medic<:1! i\ct 1983 and ask the court to use 
lt::> povver::; to demand any n:rlevant inforrr1ation fmrn the police. 

~''I \ :. ' . : :' ! ·: ·: • I. ~- ; 

~ : I • t ( : • • :· i '. ' : "l ~ • ~. ·: :-. 



,, 

GMC101247-0433 

111 the IIH:~;mlHnn. we have recentiy writton to the police. sd.tinfJ out ihe position 
ns vve unrh;r;:;und it and, once aqain, formally I'Oquostinq disclosure in the 
inlen.:;sts (Jf the prot(:;ction of the public. J enclose a copy of our letter 

I lreu to contact me at any tirnc on this matter. 

Yours stncerf;ly 

~-------c-oae--A------1 
i ! 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

PilUI Phi!ip 
Director of Fitness to PractiSfj 
t::l: r·co.(ie·-·AJ 
ldx. ! 

e . n1'iiiT L__·-·-·-·-·----~?.~~~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~".1 

r' ;: ; I ; ~ • / , ~ ; , ; •. :' ; ., . 

.. ( :: ~· i ~ .: : ;· ~ .. i ' : . :·. :' i : ? . . 



Personal and confh:®entiaf 
t-<k Paul Phllip 
Dtr-ector of fitness to Fr<:Kti'se 
General fviedlcal CounCil 
178 Gr·eat Portland Street 
London WlW 5JE 

_} 

A Review of Deaths of Patients at Gospmt War Memorial Hospita~ 

GMC1 0124 7-0434 

;_"' <:, \n·','' l., •. ,-,,.-,,t, fc,nt•,wi.•,.':('.· ·':ll'l''f',:l·~·i,';n.:~ '< 1'V;< ,~. "!·1-<> t·;:l<"{=> ''[":'< ~-J"<,·.qtryY-""l~· nf nl--l·:>rlv l"'.;.>h,t<:"":l··;,· ~;--'{ .... _ , ...... :u K~ ...... ~~~ { ..... ~~ ..... :>':" • • •• > < .c .. ::t"'· t~ ...... ~ ~--~ <,iL ........ :>.At. L . . <:,.,. ..... N··· ... -. -:.__. ,{.; t c ... {.-: .... t .. ~ ::... ~.J 1(.~-L.::-c ... }J ~ ....... ..::~ ......... ~ .... ~ .. 

at Gc:>Sport Vvat f,.ie-nKlridl Hospital; lJoth the Polio::: and tb::: ComrniY:>ion for HeBH:h 
Improvement (CHI) have inv~:.st!gated a!!egatlons dating back to 199/. These 
focused on r:-wescrlblng practlces in a srrwn number of wards in tJ'lE~ hospitaL 

Whde fnitial i.nvcstiqations t;y the Ponce vverc !nconciusi.ve, i.nvestl~Jatkms \verc 
reopened last year foHovvlng further allcQaUons about pat!cnt care That 
lmiCStlqaUon! into 62 dcatr1s,. 1s continuing and is unlikely to conclude bef{Jre the 
sumrner of 20CJ4. 

/U: our meetingf V'..IC discu:.;5cti the status of that repc~rt and that vvc were constrained 
frnrn publlshlnD at thls tlme because of the continuing police !nvestl-gation, 
Hov..tcvcr, 1 do have concerns about some (}f the issues raised in the n:::po1t,. 
particularly in relation to Dr Jane 8artOl\ 'l.JhlcJi, fi:~Alow!ng our rne:eting, J think ynu 
ncc:d to be avvare of. 



• 
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purposes at this t!rne, 

If ''""l J ')rl::) i(\'"li"f'''lt J <.::h""t:Jti bf• (lY?jt.<_).{:, ~~ if ' 1''>l: ''i(~lllrl ,··rmfi'Tn r·f-Jjc· ;;:r1rl J will t:;;:)ntl ''f"'U ~ t'--~: .... (._. ~·....,..f ..... _ ..... ~- ··:P -. . .;ot .\.J ....... t ~· ~}'""' •·.).: •• ~l:. 'f'·~.J ...,~ .. f ..... <....- .... ~; ..... ..,) _....,,, ........ -. or'.t .....,.......,... ......, ~ .... 

a copv of the report !n confldencc. 

Kind Regar-ds 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I CodeA I 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

SIR LlAM OONALOSON 
CHIEF MEDICAL OFFICER 



hh'> Und::'l Ouinn 
:se~ ... ~ ~or C~(j.:::-;{:? V"'~ .. i'\)r:'r:;J"::·r 
Gen(NHl t'«k:z-lic~~~ Council 
FH.nf,:~;s ro Pmdkx; i.)in,~ctz;:·;,~le 
1 TH Great Portlanci Strent 
l.ONt)ON 

()os port 

.:.;. 
: . ..:·:·-:·· 

r:·u:·th1:;r ttJ rny t~a:k::~.>hont~~ co:-··;vt~~:·f;.attu.n ~/~l~th y<)U tod<:~y. ~ c;::;n connr-rr~ H..,~{~t the pt<::~cl;t(~ 
in '-Nrw.:h D:· J.:=m~~ Barton (<~ local GP in tht=; GoBfX:>rt <)t{l/3} h lX.l~~t';d iS' P<'lrt nl ~~ ·N:~d 
fund·. ·nl~s funt:! is c!e:si£JrKXl to en21t?h::? !c;c:a! C;P pr.Jdic.es t.o ''~dn1it. thz;it p,,'lt.ii:~nh:. for 
appropr~ate c.an:.:. ~~UPF):·~~/·;~}f.3d i"P/ H1e (JJ~·~. p<=}fd for by the F~()T. a~;~~:: })r:;rv~CEL 

/\pp(():~drnf:1te~y· .. ,~ H rnonths ~:~qo Et:~rton r:1ur:eed \/O~untr~r1~:l n<>t to adrnlt p<:;Hon-ts tc;; 
u·~e hn~~p~tH~ n{)( -:..;ur>~Jt\'·k;;l:; any p~~u~:~~nts ~n tht::: hosp~t;:~L 

l trt~st thi~> {.:l.:-:~dfios rn<~Uers. Pi~~<~M~ contact mv~~e!i or kls Fh"ma C>mH.HGn .. D!HJCtor of 
Nursing <:omci Clinic;::~! (\ovemance shouici j'OU rz;quite any flyi.hor inform;:=st.ion. 

Code A 
i\li:in Picketing 
LJe.put'/ (~h~oi; f:.xez~t~HVi~· 

GMC101247-0436 
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! CodeA i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

{}-::~r:: ... \:.::-::~n. 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

I Code AI 
i i 
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l)r i:\Ht<.H:: Lt':i 
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.:~pp::::::·cr:.~}::.: ;:.~~-~f:-~::: ~>:>en r):::::_:;~h:~xL -~·h~:: f }1; 
::}nb: h} th~.:: }3t:~F· ::::_~~.d ::J:: tb·~::: app~]:\::t::tl.y e::.r ::n~}{;;} r~:::Si::-·:~::)~-·::~::: lo~·::::~;: . 

tn p~.::tn. ::t~u~ :~.:1 th:;.:: rfJ.~~:;J'(;{ -~::S{~~~:::h:~:kK:d. p.;~~:n ·. q.:~-~~.(: ::::.p::::.t~ 

{)~> ::;~.:3·d~ r~<=·rh.;:~:p:~ 

inJb;>qn.c·:·r:.~ -·:.-i:.:U:::.:. l:h3~ f:.f -::.:~.r;.~r~:z:: ~YHt:. ~~ ::~j.:.-;.LJ~~<:~_n ~::~H1~:t.~;~ k> ~h~~::. ir~ b{H:::H::s ~;~:h<=:::·e up ~(:· .::: 
{;::f ~=~ ~-] dt:::Hh~:: 

H h ~<=t:~~~=:.;:;/cf::£:d ;.:. ;:<~?.-:;:::: 
::~~=:d. Jh.::;::n ~~ :~nuc.h ~~.:id~3r ::·.:~u~~.(:: ~.::f 

;: ~ :· ::~ ;:,·._,.,.,_.w,·· :~::;··if~~ ::.::(>~ rU:·;:_:.tK~HS 1n ~:d~~:.:~J ;:_:~)'~.:;:_::-.:-

lhh .ktt::~ (~:,t:::::U(h· :;kil'i:;:\il\ 

tnuk ;:nit 
:::: 
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SOURCES OF GUIDANCE A VAll..ABLE TO DOCTOR~ ON THE USE OF OPIOIDS IN TERMINAL 
CARE 

In compatibilities between sources relate to: 

.A m bigu.ities relate to: 

British National Formulary no 32 
(to March 97 ) 

British National Formulary no 33 
( from March 97 ) 

MIMS 

Typical Hospice ( eg Palliative Care 
Handbook Open University K260 ) 

British Medical Journal Sept 97 
( ABC of palliative care ) 

Palliative Care Formulary I 
Twycross etc 

Oxford Textbook of Palliative Medicine 

Oxford Textbook of Oncology Vol 2 

Indicative dose ranges (please see below) 
Proportion of patients said to be likely to require 
high doses (please see below ) 
Acceptable rate of dose increase when required 
Treatment of opioid toxicity 

""A~J.med administration route ie oral or 
parenteral. 
( in some sources) Particular opioid to which 
the indicative dose range relates 

ooOOoo 

· Indicative Dose Range ( ~ed to be Oral Morphine 
Equivalent per 24 hours ) 

30 to900mg' 

30 to 3, OOOmg 

No upper limit " Contrary to popular misconception, there is 
no ma:umum dose for morphine in [ severe pain J " 

15 to 15, OOOmg ( assumed smooth progression over dose 
range) 

30 to I 5, OOOmg ( "very few need high doses -most require 
less than 200mg a day " ) 

One-third of patients need in excess of200mg and up to 
1, 200mg 

15 to 15, OOOmg ( "whili.t most patients require 200mglday 
or less some need much higher doses " ) 

30- 40% of patients will require more than 200mg 

(continues ) 

GMC101247-0438 
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(1 E N E I\A.l. 
lv\_EDlCA.L 
C-~a-· 1J.NC 1 ' \ .. ' ·-' .l l..l 

Plea_~.~--~~i-~!.~~§:._Y.~~r reply to Conduct Case Presentation Sectiq~r..fffr9 pcninHs. 

Fax L-·-·-·-·-~~~~-·~·-·-·-·-·_1 8wdi,·i.'i d,•cwrs 

4 October 2002 

~.rls J Miller 
Commission for Health Improvement 
103 - 105 Bunhi!! How 
London EC 1 Y 8TG 

Dear Ms Miller 

Re: Dr J A Barion 

As you a!mady know, the Council's Prelimina1y Proceedings Committee recently 
referred the case of Or Barton for inquiry by the Professional Conduct Committee 
and we are now preparing for that 

l already have a copy of the CHI report on the Gosport VVar Memoria! Hospital dated 
July 2002. When we last spoke you indicated tt1at you would be prepared to make 
available the background documentation gathered and prepared by yourselves and I 
should now be grateful if you would copy the same to me as soon as possible. 

If you wish to discuss this rnatter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
number below. 

Yours sincerely 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I Code AI 
i i 
i i 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Dire et Line r-·-c·-·-·-·-·-·-·d-·-·-·-·-·-·-·A-·-·-·-·-1 
Direct Fax:! 0 e i 

-·-·-·-·-·-~••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••L·-·-·-

E m a i I: [_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~~~.~-·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 
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13/09/2082 13:15 • 
< ,_. D nH)J Dep_a_· w_t_ ir_H:nt 
~- .. of rfeaith 

Ilepa:rtment of Health 
lnve~;tigations and Inquiries Unit 
V , · ·· ~ ~ "}" <;·:. · -i·r:, >::t " •.. ,.,., .<);J}()fH ~·'*;:) :? ,._d>J.f'< .• ,d':'l UUl~.~>.;; 

80 LAmd.o:n .R.>JaJ, London SEl 6LH 

T 'l ·· r,.-.n ...,, O""'.· -~. ,_ .. , .. tco r· ··'" :')<"'•..:: 1."' <)6-·n• ·!t:.leptJ:one: "'.o.J ··"·'""·''~;,.,.::> . .f~w .. ~)"~;.:..r)v .),t 
'Mobile: 07855 450596 
Fax: 02.0 7972 5577 (~fH'~ 396 155-'l'i) 

020 7972 6020 (ght 396 .26020) 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

i Code A i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

Date: 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·"1 

iCode Ai 
! i 
! i 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

Please_ ,sBe tlte attached' press releuse lssued by the Departttu:nt of 
.Health this qftertUHJn . 

............................................................................... -.. ~~-~-~~--

t\<tf'lJfU Al"it[ 
'l'h~~ inf~n·matiu~ co:nta~n~d in tld$ f~.J< d~~~t ur ~tt;'te.h:m.i.':nt~ ut~ty bl?. (:#td1.d~nHaL tf y~u receive thh 

f~:t in ~rn.w t~JN~ltl Nmta.d tb~ 1;~nder ~ ~tHJ~'t>:~ wtm vdU a:r.r.&uJ.ge its r·~turn, "flHmk yo'l:L 

~~-c:=~~i~--A-~ 
' ' i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
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PAGE 02/02 

• 

• L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

2002/0380 Friday 13th September 2002 

GOSPORT WAR MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 

STATEMENT FROM THE CHIEF MEDICAL OFFICER SIR LIAM DONALDSON 

Following the publication of the Commission for Health Improvement repo1:t and the 
police investigation into concerns about the care of elderly patients at Gosport War 
Memorial Hospital, the Chief Medical Officer has commissioned a clinical audit of the 
service concerned. 

" Even though both previous investigations found no grounds for serious concern, neither 
was in a position to establish whether trends and patterns of death were out of line with 
what would be expected. It was a wish to ensure that all necessary investigation was 
carried out that led to the decision to carry out this further investigation. 

•• I have asked Professor Richard Baker from the Clinical Governance Research and 
Development Unit at the University of Leicester to undertake the audit The timing of the 
audit will be agreed in consultation with the police." Sir Liam ~aid_ 

Note to Editors: 

1. Media inquiries only to Alison Pins-Bland in the Department of Health Media Centre 
on 020 7210 5230. 

[ENDS] 
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Noti.tion of Receipt of Contact C 

,t •... SrP.kc.l<::.... Your Ref: 0.'f!1 .. h!'i}.~.~'!.'/e?4 ~ 
Dear f~r ]<.QQ)G\f' 

Thank you for your letter/email/telephone call of J(, Scpi('~,,ty vn'

received at the Commission for Health lmprovement on i -; J:'t4-"~',.jp/ 

lf appropriate, you will receive a response within 20 working days. 

Yours sincerely 

r-·c·o-Cie·-·A-·1 
i ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

lnvestigations Department 
11th Floor 
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F-\0 Paut lJ_yit:on 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

r·t-- ~ ~-,.1 ~-"" .; ~- i· fu:> t:'-c·"··· t·l' (' Y'< <. .. -'.. H H.U !.{ .•.. <, •. ,y:;:_.,,. .. IU 

t ~ \\' ·1 \"' • ~ tr U'Hl(dYH • i .... ''/ ~}J.C 

l)t'ar hlr Byitort 

FPI) 
; 
; 

I Code A 
; 
; 
; 
; 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-cc;-a-e-·-A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

27th Septen1ht:r 2004 

re Inte.ri.:m Order Ctnu.mitt:ee hearLng on 7th October 2004 

I am a PriruJpal in General PracHce contracted hJ Fareha.m: and Gospon: 

P ·· ·· ·· ~ · C· -"·· T ·· ''t :ttHLU) .. dJ~: .. l.U'), 

J arn on the Bed fund for c;c?SfHJrt. \Var htemorhd f!()Spital, Bury· R.tt<:HJ 

Ciosport~ adrninistercd b_y the sanlt:'. Prtrnar)· c:are ']·rust 

I axn a partner In the pra.ctk:e of r>r P/\. Ht'asle; .. and. partw:~rs~ 
r ,. 't·· ~- \'f · ·-~'.,._. i r· ·, · t ~-, .·Ut .Od ' · e(~L .... lJ ' ... (:H b~., 

Forton Foad, 
(( ~·p··,.,-·t H('~> ·)··-, H'< ,_r ),.} A.!'>. . r .. / .t ._ -~.J l:·. 

et·, . , . , ,A . -•.-~ , r· ., .. ,1.' ,.· - ] ·'J .. f ~-l , f>_..•r ,. t' ~ LI··-" I·t~ :\ '1-D-.h dppi 0\· (U UDtJLJ ;:>t:. t dUD _."" {h ull'.:: ' ~en at 1 i;}\-1 .u ,c->;.C ,. 

f _p-ropnse to MJ:end. the hea.rl.ng tH1 7th {)CH>be::r 20(.kt l \ViU be 

represented by rn_y S(Aicitor htn Ba.rkPr of the l\JfHJ _ 

r------c-oae--A------1 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

JJr Jane Ba:rton 
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Fax 

To Mr Matthew Lohn 

Fax number r-·-·-·-·-·c·ode--A·-·-·-·-·-! 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From Michael Keegan 

Direct Dial !-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

iCodeAi 
Direct fax ! i 

. ! 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

No. of pages 29 
-(inclusive) 

15:10 Date 27 September 
2002 

Please see attached letter. 

178 Great Portland Street London W1 N 6JE 

GMC1 0124 7-044 7 

G ENEI\._AL 
M._EDICAL 
COUNCIL 
ProtectinB patients, 

9uidin9 doctors 
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(~i EN E r\AL 
!V\.E l) I C~AL 

Please addmss your reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secu&: €~bJ N C: 1 L 
Fax[~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~~~~.~~.~~·.~··-·~·.J h··.'!,·d 1n, 1 f'd' id,,·;. 

27 September, 2002 

Also by fax: r·-·-·-·-·-·co-cie-·A-·-·-·-·-·r 
L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Mr Matthew Lohn 
Messrs Field Fisher WatHrhouse 
35 Vine Street 
London EC3N 2AA 

Dear Matthew 

RE: OR JANE ANN BARTON 

i I 

L: D·,i ,_L·:,. ~l :·f < 

! wrote to{jay to Judith Christie today enclosing copies of a letter dated 19 
Septernber 2002 with enclosures from Dr Simon Tanner at Hampshire and Isle of 
Wlr.Jht Health l\uthority and my response of even date. You will not have received 
the sarne as yet and so I attach copies of all wiU1 this letter. 

I have now been asked to obtain your written advice as to whether there is anything 
in the material received since the last IOC, or any other new factor not previously 
known when the !OC considered t!1e case, which would justify referral of this n1atter 
back to the IOC once more. I should confirm that the letter of 19 September and 
enclosures amount to aH the material received since the last IOC. 

!f you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
numbor below. 

Yours sincerely 

~--co-cie--A--1 
!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Michael Kcegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section o 1 re et u ne r·-·c-·-·-·-·-·-·-·d-·-·-·-·-·-·-·A-·-·-·-·-·-: 
Dirc-;ct Fax:1 0 e j 

E m a i I: [~.·~.·~.·~.·~·~.·~.·~.·~.·~·~.~~~~.·~~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.·~.! 

Enc. 

c.c. Judith Christie 
Field Fisher Waterhouse 

. ' . . ; ·~. :. ~ : ; : 
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Fro. Peter Swain r-·-·-coiie·-A-·-·-: 
Sent: 1 0 Oct 2002 '(j"~E(ff-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
To: Michael Keegan r·-·-Code·A-·-1 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

Michael 

I agree. We do not usually permit changes for non-availability of counsel; but this far in advance when we can't be sure 
of our own timetable it would seem churlish to 'die in the ditch' over what were in any event entirely guesswork dates. 
However, once we are firmer on our ideas about timetable, we will want to stick to the dates then agreed. 

Peter 

-----Original Message----- ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
From: Michael Keegan Code A ! 
Sent: 09 Oct 2002 1 0:55·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
To: Peter Swain r-·-Co-de)~··-·: 
Subject: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

Peter, 

lan Barker from MDU representing Dr Barton called re: provisional listing date (3 weeks from mid March). He says 
that these are the only weeks that counsel instructed at each of the 3 IOC hearings cannot make. He enquired 
whether there was any chance of relisting it, e.g. for 7 April onwards. 

I know that we are keen to progress this case, but as it was a very provisional listing date I cannot see any real 
harm in agreeing to the slight postponement in the circumstances, but would welcome your comments before 
agreeing to anything. 

Thanks 

Michael 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
Direct Line r·-·-c·-·-·-·-·-d·-·-·-·-·-·-A·-·-·-·-·-: 
Direct Fax:f 0 e ! 
Emai I: r-·-·-·-···-·-·co"Cie-·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

1 
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From:,. Peter Swain r-·-·-coCie-·p;·-·-·i 

Sent: 27 Sep 2002'-:f,fQ~:~:~:~:~:~:~·-·-·-·-·-· ,.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Venessa Carrolll_ _____ ~~~-e--~---·-·J Michael Keegan l.-·---~.C?.~~--~---·-.1 
Subject: RE: Or Barton 

Venessa/Michael 

Please could one of you ask Matthew Lohn at FFW for his written advice on whether there is anything in the material 
received since the last IOC, or any other new factor not previously known when the IOC considered the case, which 
would justify us in going back to the IOC once more. 

I think we can guess what the probable answer will be, but it will be helpful to be able to tell the local authorities that 
our actions and decisons in respect of the IOC are based on formal legal advice. 

Peter 

-----Original Message----- ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
From: Venessa Carroll i Code A ! 
Sent: 25 Sep 200f-.:l2~42~~~~~~~~~;-·-·-·-· ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-, 
To: Peter Swain Code A ); Paul Philip! Code A ! 
cc: Michael Keegani-·-·c-c:;d";;A·-·-: '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

Paul and Peter 

Further to the HA sending the dossier, Nigel McFetridge (head of Clinical Governance at the HA) has this morning 
called asking when the case will be reconsidered by the IOC. I understand that Mike Gill would also like this case 
to be referred back to IOC. Before taking steps to refer this back to IOC, I should be grateful for your views as to 
whether this is appropriate. To assist you, I have prepared the attached memo which summarises the new 
information. If you would like to see the new information, please let me know. 

Thank you 
Venessa 

« File: memoPhillips 02 09 25.doc >> 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Keegan r-·-·co-de)~··-·: 

Sent: 23 Sep 2002 14:,?.~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:; 
To: Venessa Carroll! Code A : 
Subject: FW: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Keegan r-·-C"ode_A ____ i 
sent: 23 sep 2002 14:crr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
To: Paul Phi lip !-·-·-cod"eA"-·-·i; Peter Swain i·-·-coi:l·e-A·-·: 
Subject: Dr Barton '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

We have now received from Or Simon Tanner, Director of Public Health at Hampshire and Isle of White 
Health Authority, a small file of correspondence, which was passed to the management of Fareham and 
Gosport Primary Care Trust by a member of staff on 16/9/02. 

lt includes copies of correspondence from the RCN Branch Convenor to various persons at the Trust and 
minutes and memoranda regarding meetings held with nursing staff to discuss their concerns about use of 
diamorphine in the unit. 

I will provide copies of the same if you wish. 

Michael. 

1 
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Code A 

Sent: 
To: 

Venessa Carroll r-·-·-Code.)C-·-: 
25 Sep 2002 _ _12~42~~~~~~~~~~~~·-·-·-·-·' ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Peter Swain l.---~~~-~-~--.J; Paul Philip l.---~~~-~-J.:\ ____ j 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Michael Keegan r-·-·-cocfe·A-·-·-·: 
RE: Dr Barton ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Paul and Peter 

Further to the HA sending the dossier, Nigel McFetridge (head of Clinical Governance at the HA) has this morning 
called asking when the case will be reconsidered by the IOC. I understand that Mike Gill would also like this case to be 
referred back to IOC. Before taking steps to refer this back to IOC, I should be grateful for your views as to whether 
this is appropriate. To assist you, I have prepared the attached memo which summarises the new information. If you 
would like to see the new information, please let me know. 

Thank you 
Venessa 

memoPhillips 02 09 

25.doc 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Keegarr-·-·c-od"e"A·-·-: 

Sent: 23 Sep 2002 14/?.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
To: Venessa Carrol1 Code A i 
Subject: FW: Dr Barton L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

-----Original Message----- ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: Michael Keegan L._g_o._C!~.A._.] 
Sent: 23 Sep 20Q2_.14.~QL. ___ _ 
To: Paul Philipi Code A ~;Peter Swain !·-·-c~d;;-·.4,-·-·! 
Subject: Dr Barton '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

We have now received from Dr Simon Tanner, Director of Public Health at Hampshire and Isle of White Health 
Authority, a small file of correspondence, which was passed to the management of Fareham and Gosport Primary 
Care Trust by a member of staff on 16/9/02. 

lt includes copies of correspondence from the RCN Branch Convenor to various persons at the Trust and minutes 
and memoranda regarding meetings held with nursing staff to discuss their concerns about use of diamorphine in 
the unit. 

I will provide copies of the same if you wish. 

Michael. 

1 
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To Paul Philip 
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From Venessa Carroll 
Conduct Case 
Presentation Section 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

~--·-·----~-~-~-~---~---·-·-·j 
Date 26/09/02 

Copy Michael Keegen 

1. In a letter of 19 September 2002, Hampshire and Isle of Wight Health Authority 
have provided a file of correspondence passed by nurses to the management 
of Fareham and Gosport Primary Care Trust. 

2. I have listed and summarised the relevant documents contained in the file 
below. I have not referred to documents that I do not consider relevant. 

3. The information relates to concerns that were raised in 1991 by nursing staff 
about the use of diamorphine. Although Dr Barton is not personally criticised, 
she was, with other doctors (Or Logan), prescribing the diamorphine. 

4. lt would seem from the information that the nurses were extremely concerned 
and contacted both the RCN (Royal College fo Nursing) and Mrs Evans, the 
Patient Care Manager. The RCN was clearly concerned and questioned the 
actions of the hospital in dealing with this. lt seems that by the end of 1991, the 
staff were satisfied that the matter had been considered and was resolved. 

5. In considering whether this case should be referred back to IOC, one could 
consider that despite concerns being raised in 1991, Dr Barton did not address 
these as shown by the allegations in current case (1998). This suggests 
possible lack of insight and the possibility that this inappropriate practice 
continued from 1991 to 1998. However we have no information to support this 
and we have no information about Dr Barton's practice since 1998. 

Information provided in File 

6. Summary of Meeting on 11 July 1991 following concerns expressed by 
some staff at the prescribed treatment for terminal patients. 

This was a meeting arranged for staff on unit and attended by nurses and patient 
care manager, Mrs Evans. Dr Barton does not appear to have attended. The main 
concern was use of diamorphine on patients, with the nurses concerned about it 
being used inappropriately. Reference is made to not all patients given 
diamorphine having pain, no other forms of analgesia being considered, patients 
deaths hastened. Mrs Evans told the nurses that Dr Barton and another Or, Dr 
Logan would consider the nurse's views so long as they were based on proven 
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26 September 2002 

facts. Although Or Barton is not specifically criticised, the suggestion is that the 
nurses were complaining about her, and possibly Or Logan. lt was agreed that 
more information would be obtained about diamorphine 

7. 31 October 1991 -Report of a visit to unit by community tutor in 
continuing education, Ms Whitney. 

Purpose of visit was to discuss administration of drugs following a request for 
information from nurses. In attendance were a number of nurses (not Or Barton). 
During this meeting the nurses identified particular cases of concern (e.g. pt 
prescribed diamorphine via syringe driver, when not in pain) and indicated concern 
that diamorpine being prescribed indiscriminately. lt is noted that there are a 
number of cases causing nurses concern but too many to mention. Again Or 
Barton is not named. 

8. 4 November 1991 - Letter from community tutor enclosing copy of her 
report dated 31 October 1991 

Also sent to General Manager and Patient Care Manager at Gosport Hospital, as 
well as Principal at Solent School of Health Medicine and staff nurse at the 
meeting. 

9. Memo from Mrs Evans dated 7 November 1991 to all staff at unit incl Dr 
Logan and Dr Barton. 

Indicates that there is still concern about prescribing of diamorphine, which she 
has discussed with Or Barton. Nurses asked to provide names of patients that they 
have concerns about so cases could be reviewed. 

This memo was copied to Steve Barnes, RCN Officer. 

10. Letter to Mrs Evans from Steve Barnes dated 22 November 2001 
SB indicates that RCN office had been aware of concerns from early/mid 1991 and 
RCN had understood that concerns would be addressed and clear guidance/policy 
would follow as a result of very serious concerns. He is clearly concerned that 
actions have not been take to address concerns and states that they expect a 
clear policy to be agreed as a matter of urgency. 

11.2 December 1991, letter from RCN to Nurse Tubbritt confirming that they 
have the support of the RCN 

12. Letter dated 2 December 1991 to St Mary's Hospital, Portsmouth, asking 
for advice on dealing with this matter 

13. Letter from RCN to Nurse Tubbritt dated 10 December 1991 indicating that 
unless it is confirmed that a policy will be drawn up, then grievance procedures 
will be started 

2 
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26 September 2002 

14. Notes of a meeting held on 17 December 1991 attended by nurses, Mrs 
Evans and Or Barton. Purpose of meeting to discuss concerns about use of 
diamorphine. At the conclusion of this meeting it was agreed that if nurses had 
concerns about particular cases they could approach Or Barton or the Sister for 
an explanation. Staff were asked if they felt there was a need for policy relating 
to nursing practice and it was agreed that it was not necessary. Mrs Evans 
stated that she was concerned about the way in which these matters were 
raised, making people defensive. Agreed that a further meeting would be 
arranged to ensure problems had been resolved. 

15.11 January 1992 letter from RCN concerned that problems still there. 

3 
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Michael Keegan r·-·-·-·c;c;-d·e-·A·-·-·-·i 

Fro., Paul Philip i·-·-code-·A·-·-! 
Sent: 24 Sep 2002.Tt:3a-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Peter Swain r-·-·-·coCie_A_·-·-·Michael Keegan :-·-·-c~-d~·A-·-·: 
subject: RE: D r Barton-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Peter, 

Thanks. I suggest we go ahead as you describe. Does someone need to tell whoever gave us the papers what is 
happening? 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----
From: Peter Swain C~~p~~X~~J 
Sent: 24 Sep 200;?_.1.?J_Q __ ·-·-·-· 
To: Paul Phi lip L~_0..<!~.~--.1 Michael Keegan f:~j~~~i:~~J 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton 

These papers are from 1991 and demonstrate that nursing staff raised their concerns at that time about the extent 
to which diamorphine was used routinely and in considerable quantity for pain relief for terminally ill patients. lt is 
said that some terminally ill patients died as a consequence of that prescribing -though when pressed the nursing 
staff seemed reluctant to name individual cases. The nursing staff were supported by the RCN representative and 
there followed some local meetings; but the outcome appears to have been an acceptance that ultimately 
prescribing is for the clinical judgement of the relevant doctor. 

These papers are supporting evidence for the substantive PCC case and as such they should be passed to our 
lawyers; but they do not provide sufficient grounds for us to invite the IOC to reconsider the case. 

Peter 

-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Philip r-·-Code-A·-·-~ 
Sent: 24 Se 200'2".1"5:46·-·-·-·' 

p ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Michael Keegan! Code A i Peter Swain ! Code A i 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Peter, 

Can you have a look at these please. 

Paul 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Keegan r·-·-c~-~~~e-A·-·: 
Sent: 23 Sep 2002 14:oT·---~~~~~~~~~~~~---·-·-·-· 
To: Paul Philip L.~.~C..~~;;~~-~] Peter Swain L._ . .!:..~<:!~.!.L.J 
Subject: Dr Barton 

We have now received from Dr Simon Tanner, Director of Public Health at Hampshire and Isle of White 
Health Authority, a small file of correspondence, which was passed to the management of Fareham and 
Gosport Primary Care Trust by a member of staff on 16/9/02. 

lt includes copies of correspondence from the RCN Branch Convenor to various persons at the Trust and 
minutes and memoranda regarding meetings held with nursing staff to discuss their concerns about use 
of diamorphine in the unit. 

I will provide copies of the same if you wish. 

Michael. 

1 
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~ichael ~eeganf--~~~~-~--~1 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Fr. ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~i~~::~· Keegan C~~~~~~-~~~-~~~J 
Sent: 23 Sep 2002 1 0:06 
To: Venessa Carrolli-·-·-c~-d~·A-·-·1; Peter Swain r-·-·-co-Cie)~··-·-·: 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

Juie Miller at CHI called this morning. 

I informed her of the IOC's decision and she asked if we would be requesting discolsure of CHI's records on the 
subject. I said we or solicitors instructed for PCC preparation would be in touch if they were required. 

Michael 

-----Original Message-----
From: Venessa Carroll r-·-Code_A_·-: 
Sent: 23 Sep 2002 09:58-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' .-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Michael Keeganr·-·-coCie_A_·-·: Peter Swain! Code A! 
Subject: FW: Dr Barton '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Mike Gill called again this morning to inform me that following the IOC's decision not to make an order, Dr Barton 
will be resuming practice on 30 September 2002. He has asked that the GMC consider the dossier and consider e referring this back to IOC asap. 

I think the dossier may be with Paul. 

Thanks 
Venessa 

-----Original Message----- ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
From: Peter Swain L.-.-~1?.~.~-~---j 
Sent: 20 Sep 2002 17:02 
To: Venessa Carroll ~-C~d-~·-pJ Paul Philip [:~:~§.~~~~~~:~:~ 
Cc: Michael Keegan! ! 
Subject: RE: Dr Barton '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

lt hasn't come to me (yet). 

-----Original Message-----
From: Venessa Carroi(~.-~.-~E~~~~--~--~-·j 
Sent: 20 Sep 2002 16:40 
To: Peter Swain r·-·-·coCie"A·-·-·:Paul Philip r·-·-Code_A ___ l 
Cc: Michael Keeg-ariT·.~--~~~~~--~~~J '-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Subject: Dr Barton 

Paul and Peter 

Mike Gill has just phoned to check whether we have received the dossier from the Health Authority. If you 
have received this could you please let me know so we can confirm receipt. 

He also asked that once we have read the dossier the case be referred back to IOC. I said I would keep him 
informed of any developments. 

Thanks 
Venessa 

1 
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Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael 

Code A 

Venessa Carroll r-·-·-coCie."JC-·-: 
20 Sep 2002 16:4:-f·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
Michael Keegani-·-·-·c-ode-·A·-·-·: 
FW: Dr Barton L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

GMC1 0124 7-0459 

Could you please make a note to call Mike Gill when we have dossier and to also let him know if its to go back to IOC. 

Venessa 

'""" -----Original Message----- '·,· .. 

~~~~: ~-;~~~~-~;~~~~i~~Q-~-~-~-~-~-~~~~J .:~\-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
To: Peter Swain i Code A l Paul Philip! Code A ! 
Cc: Michael KeegaiiT-·-coCie·A·-·-: '-·-r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
Subject: Dr Barton '·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ! 

I 
I Paul and Peter 
f 

.,ike Gill has just phoned to check whether wqhave received the dossier from the Health Authority. If you have 
~ceived this could you please let me know scj we can confirm receipt. 

He also asked that once we have read the dJssier the case be referred back to IOC. I said I would keep him informed 
of any developments. ' 

Thanks 
Venessa 
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F 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David, 

Michael Keegan L~~~~~~~~~~~~A~~~~~J 
. .?..Q._§i~£ . .?..Q.Q?_.9_~_:_1_?_ ______________________________ , 
i CodeA ! 
LDrTA-Bartan·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

Richard Clifford asked me to email you re: IOC referral for the above. 

I can confirm that the IOC made no order. 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 
D! rect Line r-·c-·-·-0·-·-·d-·-·-e·-·-·-A·-·-·-·l 
D1rect Fax:! ! 
Em ail: i-·-·-·-·-'"'"'"'"cz;~r~·A'"'"'"'"''·-·-·-i 

'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

-----Original Message--,::: . .::_:: ____ ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: Richard Cl if ford L.-·-·----~~-d..~.A. _______ .] 
Sent: 20 Sep 2002 09:05 
To: Michael Keegan r-·-·-·-·-c·ode-A-·-·-·-·-: 
Subject: FW: Not if i'c-a"t.Tan·-·o-f·-·y()c referral 

Michael 

GMC101247-0460 

See below. Yet another person at the DoH wanting to know the outcome of Baton's case. 

Could you reply. 

Richard 

IN CONFIDENCE 

Richard 

Thank you for the notification of IOC referrals dated 17th September. 

I should be pleased if you would let me know the outcome of the hearing 
yesterday into the case of Jane Ann Barton. 

David O'Carroll 
Deputy Branch Head 
Health Regulation Bodies Branch 

:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

: Code A : 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

1 
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iOC Attendance Sheet C 

Doctor present and represented by solicitor 

Dr Barton is present and is represented 

Mr lan Barker of the Medlcal DofonC-tj Union 

l\lilss Fiona Hodick Cm .. mseL instructed bv the Solicitor to the Council, . ' . 

reprE~sonts the Council, 

3 
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GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 

INTERIM ORDERS COMMITTEE 

Thursday, 19 September 2002 

CHAIRMAN: Mrs A Macpherson 

CASE OF: BARTON, Jane Ann 

PROCEEDINGS 

GMC101247-0462 

T.A. REED & CO. 



GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 

INTERIM ORDERS COMMITTEE 

Thursday, 19 September 2002 

CHAIRMAN: Mrs A Macpherson 

CASE OF: 

BARTON, Jane Ann 

MS F HORLICK, Counsel, instructed by Messrs Field Fisher Waterhouse, Solicitors 
to the Council, appeared to present the facts. 

MR A JENKINS, Counsel, instructed by the Medical Defence Union, appeared on 
behalf of Dr Barton, who was present. 

PROCEEDINGS 

Transcript of the shorthand notes ofT A Reed & Co, 
13 The Lynch, Hoddesdon, Hertfordshire, EN11 3EU 

Telephone No: 01992 465900 

GMC101247-0463 



l. 

GMC1 0124 7-0464 

A THE CH/\lRJ\IAN: Good morning everynne, May I formally open the 
proceedings, \Ve mnve on to the case of Dr Ba.rton. DI Bartrm is present and is 
represented by Mr Jenk.ins, counsel, instmctcd by Mr Ian Barker of the Medica] 
Union. Ms Fiona Horlick, wunsd, instructed by solicitors to the Council, 
represents the CounciL 

Dr Barton, may I say fi.rst of alL I i:im conscious that you are currently on sick leave, 
B and that you have recently~ I do appreciate your being here today. 

If at any stagt:: you fed yott want a break, or need to take a temporary break, then 
pkus~ do not he:si.tate to say so, I do appredate the iltct that you have come along, 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

H 

T.A. REED 
&CO. 

(Introductions made) 

Iftlwre are no further points, then 1 \vi!l ask Ms Horlick to upen the pro-ceedings this 
morning, please, 

:t>.'IS BORLICK: This case involves the inappropriate prescribing to five patients at 
the Gosport War Memorial Hospital benveen February 1998 and October 1998, flve 
patients vvhose ages. range bct\\'ecn 75 and 91 1 and \vho all died at the hospitaL 
Dr Barton at. the material ti:me ""'as a general practitioner and also a clinical assistant 
in elderly medicine at the hospitaL 

To give the Committee some ideu of the history of the case, the po!i~;e began an 
investigation into the circumstances of the death of one of those patients, Gladys 
Richards, That investigation later extended to four uthcr patients. The Interim 
Orders Committee has considered this matter, as you have already said, on t\vo 
occasions hethre. Firstly, June 2001. when it \Vas considering only the matter of 
(iladys Ri(;hards and on that occasion no zmkr \\'<lS madt":. 

fn February 2002, the Cnnvn Pmsecution Service decided .not to pmcced with the 
criminal pn:tceedings. Then the Crm.vn 's papers \\'ere disclosed to the General 
Medical Council and thus the matter came before the Interim Orders Committee again 
on 21 March this vear, and again no nrder was made. "" -. ::.;_:, 

The present position as I understand it ls that the Cnwlll Prosecution Service is 
reconsidering their nriginai dedsion and there ahvays remains a possibility that there 
may be procet'l.!ings in relation to one or rnore of these patients, There has also been a 
PPC hearing which took place at the end of August this yenr. The PPC rderred the 
nn~tter on to tht; PCC but they made no interim order \vith regard to registration at that 
tir:ne. 

THE C'HA1RMAN: Sorry·? They referred to t.hc PCC? 

MS HORL1CK: They have, yes. So. in other words, \\'hat has changed in a sense is 
the fact that the matter is now being referred on to the PCC and the p~)ssibility of 
!;.':riminal pro<:eedings has r-aised its head again. Thus the matter has been rd"Crred to 
this Committee for its consideration today. 

The intbnnation in relation to these m.atter~s is sd out i.n pages 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8. r ~\~in 
come nn to facts in relation to thnse H ve patients, You will also have w·ithin your 
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bundle, inter alia, a report from Professor Ford, and I am going to refer to some of his 
conclusions whilst dealing with each of the patients. 

May I deal first with the patient Eva Page. She was admitted to the Dryad Ward 
which was one of the wards in which Dr Barton worked on 27 February 1998. She 
came under the care of Dr Barton. She was there for palliative care. She had a 
possible carcinoma of the bronchus. She died on 3 March 1998. She was 87 years 
old. She had originally been admitted to the Queen Alexandra Hospital on 6 February 
1998, after her condition deteriorated over the preceding five days. 

On 7 February 1998, she was noted to have a low mood, to be frightened and X-rays 
showed a potentially malignant mass superimposed on the right hilum. On 
12 February 1998 a management plan was set up, which was to give palliative care in 
view ofher advanced age. On 16 February 1998, there was a gradual deterioration in 
her condition. She had no pain but she was confused and she was continued on 
antidepressants. It was on 27 February, as I have said, that she was transferred to the 
ward and came under the care of Dr Barton. On the day that she was transferred, 
Dr Barton wrote in the medical notes that she was transferred to Dryad ward, 
continuing care. Diagnosis of carcinoma of bronchus, CXR on admission. 

"Generally unwell, off legs, not eating, bronchoscopy not done, catheterised, 
needs help with eating and drinking; needs hoisting; Barthel- 0. Family 
seen and well aware of prognosis. Opiates commenced. I'm happy for 
nursing staff to confirm death." 

The nursing notes confirm that she had been admitted for palliative care. 

On 28 February 1998, she was noted to be not in pain. She was administered 
Thioridazine and Oramorph. She was distressed. 

On 2 March 1998, she was noted to be very distressed and Dr Barton noted that 
adequate opioids to control should be administered. She had fear and pain. Therefore 
5 mg of diamorphine was administered by a syringe driver. 

On 3 March 1998, a rapid deterioration ofher condition is noted. Diamorphine, 
Midazolam was commenced by syringe driver. It is this prescription which is the 
subject of criticism by Professor Ford. She died on that day, death being recorded at 
21:30. His criticism is that there was no indication that Eva Page was in pain or 
distress, and with a frail, elderly and underweight patient that prescription was 
potentially very hazardous and poor practice, but he concluded that it was probably 
for palliative reasons that it had been prescribed by Dr Barton. 

G Dr Mundy is another doctor who has made a report in this case and in relation to this 
case, he concluded that Mrs Page had a clinical diagnosis of lung cancer. 

H 
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THE CHAIRMAN: Is there a page number? 

MS HORLICK: I am sorry, madam. It is page 57. 
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"There was no documentation of any pain experienced. When she was 
transferred to Dryad ward most medication was stopped but she required 
sedative medication because of her distress and anxiety. No psychogeriatric 
advice was taken regarding symptom control and she was started on opioid 
analgesia, in my view, inappropriately." 

He comments: 

"The prescription for subcutaneous diamorphine infusion again showed a 
tenfold range from 20 mg to 200 mg." 

In his conclusion is: 

"The reason for starting opioid therapy was not apparent in several of the 
cases concerned." 

GMC101247-0466 

That is the conclusion overall. Can I deal secondly with Alice Wilkie. She died on 
21 August 1998. She was 81. She had been admitted on 6 August 1998 to the 
Daedalus ward where Dr Barton worked. She had been admitted to that ward for 
observation following treatment at the Queen Alexandra Hospital for a urinary tract 
infection. In fact, she had been admitted to the Queen Alexandra Hospital on 31 July 
1998. She was found to have a fever. She was given intravenous antibiotics. By 
3 August the fever had settled and she was improving. She had severe dependency 
needs but on transfer to the Daedalus ward it was noted that her bed should be kept at 
her care home. 

The nursing notes state that she was transferred to the Daedalus ward for a four to six 
week assessment and observation and then a decision would be taken about 
placement. In other words, it was intended that she would leave Daedalus ward to go 
back to some form of care home. 

On 10 August it was noted that she was eating and drinking better and that she would 
be reviewed in one month, and if there was no specific special medical or nursing 
problem she would be discharged. 

The next entry in the notes is by Dr Barton on 21 August. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Can we have a page, please? 

MS HORLICK: Page 79. There it is noted by Dr Barton: 

"Marked deterioration over last few days. Subcutaneous analgesic 
commenced yesterday. Family aware and happy." 

A final entry on the same day is at half past six in the evening when death is 
confirmed but there had been no entry that Mrs Wilkie had been in pain on 20 August 
or in the preceding days, and no analgesic drugs had been administered to her before. 
It appears that Dr Barton had prescribed a regular daily prescription of diamorphine, 
30 mg over 24 hours, and Midazolam, 20 mg over 24 hours. That had been started to 
be prescribed to Mrs Wilkie from 13:50 on 20 August, therefore the day before she 

3 



A 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

H 

T.A. REED 
&CO. 

GMC101247-0467 

died. They were administered to her again on 21 August. There was no indication for 
the use of those drugs, no explanation as to why, and Professor Ford notes that it was 
poor practice, potentially very hazardous in a frail, elderly and underweight patient, 
and it could result in profound respiratory depression, and her death was possibly due, 
at least in part, to respiratory depression from the diamorphine, or that diamorphine 
led to the development ofbronchopneumonia. 

Dr Mundy comments on this patient at page 55 of the bundle. He said: 

"There was no clear indication for an opioid analgesic to be prescribed, and no 
simple analgesics were given and there was no documented attempt to 
establish the nature of her pain. In my view the dose of diamorphine that was 
prescribed at 30 mg initially was excessive and there is no evidence that the 
dose was reviewed prior to her death. Again the diamorphine prescription 
gave a tenfold range from 20 mg to 200 mg in 24 hours." 

Can I now turn to the matter of Gladys Richards, which was the matter originally 
investigated by the police. Madam, I am looking here at page 62. 

She had been 91 years old when she was admitted as an emergency to the Haslar 
Hospital on 29 July 1998. She fractured the right neck of her femur. She had 
dementia. There had been a deterioration in the quality of her life over the previous 
six months. She had surgery for the fracture on 30 July 1998 and she was then 
referred to Dr Reid, who is a consultant physician in geriatrics on 3 August 1998. He 
concluded that despite dementia, she should be afforded the opportunity to remobilise 
her. 

On 10 August 1998, just prior to her transfer to the Daedalus ward, it was noted: 

"[She] is now fully weight bearing, walking with the aid of two nurses and a 
zimmer frame. Gladys needs total care with washing and dressing eating and 
drinking. Gladys is continent, when she becomes fidgety and agitated a 
meantime she want the toilet. Occasionally incontinent at night, but usually 
wakes." 

The following day, 11 August, she was transferred to the Daedalus ward. On that 
date, Dr Barton had written in the medical notes. 

"Impression frail demented lady, not obviously in pain, please make 
comfortable. Transfers with hoist, usually continent, needs help with ADL 
Barthel2. I am happy for nursing staffto confirm death." 

The nursing notes recall that she is now fully weight bearing and walking with the aid 
of two nurses and a Zimmer frame. However, on 12 August, the notes recorded that a 
little before midnight she had been very agitated, shaking and crying. Did not settle 
for more than a few moments. However, she did not seem to be in pain. 

It seems the following day that she had been found on the floor at 13:30. No injury 
was apparent at the time but her right hip was internally rotated, and another doctor 
had been contacted for an X-ray. 

4 



GMC101247-0468 

A On 14 August, Dr Barton had noted that sedation and pain relief had been a problem. 
Screaming was not controlled by haloperidol but very sensitive to Oramorph. 
Dr Barton had also proposed the rhetorical question, "Is this lady well enough for 
another surgical procedure?" It seems that she was, because she was readmitted to the 
Haslar Hospital. The hip was manipulated under sedation, and that was successful. 
She was discharged back again to the Daedalus ward on 17 August. Again it was 
noted that although she had been given a canvas knee-immobilizing splint which must 

B stay in situ for four weeks, she could however mobilise full weight bearing. But the 
nursing notes on that day record that when she had been transferred back she had been 
very distressed and appeared to be in pain. Later that day, she had been given 
Oramorph 2.5 mg in 5 ml. A further X-ray was performed which demonstrated no 
fracture, so that was not the source of the pain. Pain demonstrated. Dr Barton had 
also noted that on 17 August, the day of transfer back, she had been under i/v sedation 
during the closed reduction. She remained unresponsive for some hours and-
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" ... now appears peaceful. Can continue haloperidol, only for Oramorph if in 
severe pain. See daughter again." 

On 18 August, it was noted she was still in great pain, nursing a problem. 

"I suggest subcutaneous diamorphine, haloperidol!Midazolam. I will see 
daughters today. Please make comfortable." 

The nursing notes say that she had been reviewed by Dr Barton for pain control via 
syringe driver. It was further noted that she reacted to pain when being moved. 

On 19 August, the nursing notes recorded that she was comfortable and she was 
apparently pain free. There appear to be no notes at all for 20 August, but the next 
entry is Dr Barton's on 21 August, where she records: 

"much more peaceful. Needs hyoscine for rattly chest." 

She recorded as her overall condition deteriorated. 

"Medication keeping her comfortable." 

The time of death is recorded as being 21:20 later that day. The cause of death was 
recorded as bronchopneumonia. 

One can see set out on page 64 the dates and times of the various medication and 
opiates that were given to her during her time on the ward. 

Dr Barton's treatment is criticised by Professor Ford. He says that even in a woman 
ofMrs Richard's age, there were good reasons to offer surgery for the fractured neck 
of the femur because without it, the patient remains immobile and nearly invariably 
develops serious and usually fatal conditions. He notes that Dr Reid believes that she 
had potential to benefit from rehabilitation, and that would have been implicit in her 
transfer to the Go sport War Memorial Hospital to receive rehabilitation there. It 
seems that Dr Barton did not appreciate that that was the reason for her rehabilitation 
and one knows from the papers that Dr Barton made a statement to the police. She 
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A was asked about her entry on initial transfer to the Daedalus ward, the entry which 
said, "I am happy for nursing staff to confirm death," when Mrs Richards had been 
apparently transferred from rehabilitation. Dr Barton told the police that she 
appreciated there was a possibility that Mrs Richards might die sooner rather than 
later, and regarded the admission as a holding manoeuvre. 

Professor Ford sets out reasons why Dr Barton's approach to Mrs Richards might well 
B have been different to Dr Reid' s. He concludes at the end of paragraph 2.18 that 

Dr Barton' s experience in palliative care may possibly have influenced her 
understanding and expectations of rehabilitating older patients. 

In paragraph 2.19, he sets out Dr Barton's explanation for the administration of drugs 
to Mrs Richards. He criticises some of her conclusions. He says that screaming is a 
well-described behavioural disturbance in dementia. It can be due to pain, but is often 

C not. He concludes that there was not a proper clinical examination of the reason for 
the screaming because of course, he says, if the screaming had been worse on weight 
bearing or on movement, that would have provided supportive evidence that 
screaming was from pain, as opposed to dementia. 
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He notes that Mrs Richards had not been prescribed opiates before she was transferred 
to the Daedalus ward, he says: 

"This makes me consider it probable that Dr Barton prescribed . . . Oramorph, 
diamorphine, hyoscine, and Midazolam when she first saw Mrs Richards and 
she was not in pain." 

He said: 

"I do not consider it appropriate to administer intermittent doses of Oramorph 
to Mrs Richards before first prescribing paracetamol, non-steroidal anti
inflammatory drugs or mild opiate. . . . Dr Barton's statement that 
diamorphine and Oramorph were appropriate analgesics at this stage following 
surgery when she had been pain free is incorrect and in my opinion would not 
be a view held by the vast majority of practising general practitioners and 
geriatricians." 

He also criticises the fact that there are no notes of fluid or food intake after 
Mrs Richards was readmitted to the Daedalus ward on 17 August, and between that 
and her death on the 21st. He says that although there were no clear descriptions of 
her conscience level in the last few days, her level of alertness appears to have 
deteriorated once the subcutaneous infusion of diamorphine, haloperidol and 
Midazolam was commenced. It seems that she was not offered fluids or foods, and 
intravenous or subcutaneous fluids were not considered as an alternative. He says the 
decision to prescribe oral opiates and subcutaneous diamorphine to Mrs Richards on 
initial admission to the Daedalus ward was, in his opinion, inappropriate and placed 
Mrs Richards at significant risk of developing adverse effects of excessive sedation 
and respiratory depression. 

The prescription of oral paracetamol and my Lady opiates would have been 
appropriate and would have had a better risk/benefit ratio. The prescription of 
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A subcutaneous diamorphine, haloperidol, and Midazolam infusions "to be taken if 
required" was inappropriate even if she was experiencing pain. It goes on to explain 
why. He says: 

"The prescription by Dr Barton on 11 August of three sedative drugs by 
subcutaneous infusion was in my opinion reckless and inappropriate and 
placed Mrs Richards at serious risk of developing coma and respiratory 

B depression had these been administered by the nursing staff. It is 
exceptionally unusual to prescribe subcutaneous infusion of these three drugs 
with powerful effect on conscious level and respiration to frail elderly patients 
with non-malignant conditions in a continuing care or slow stream 
rehabilitation ward and I have not personally used, seen or heard of this 
practice in other care of the elderly rehabilitation or continuing care wards. 
The prescription of three sedative drugs is potentially hazardous in any patient 

C but particularly so in a frail older patient with dementia and would be expected 
to carry is high risk of producing respiratory depression or coma" 

He goes on in paragraph 2.27 to consider Dr Barton's statement in relation to the use 
of Midazolam which he said was inappropriate. 

Dr Barton made a statement to the police in relation to this matter which is in your 
D bundle. At the end of it, she says ---
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THE CHAIRMAN: Page number, please? Is it page 153? 

MS HORLICK: It is page 153- thank you, madam. At the end of that, at page 162, 
paragraph 38, she says: 

"At no time was any active treatment ofMrs Richards conducted with the aim 
of hastening her demise. My primary and only purpose in administering the 
diamorphine was to relieve the pain which Mrs Richards was suffering. 
Diamorphine can in some circumstances have an incidental effect of a 
hastening a demise but in this case I do not believe that it was causing 
respiratory depression and was given throughout at a relatively moderate 
dose." 

At paragraph 39, she says similarly: 

"Similarly it was not my intention to hasten Richards' death by omitting to 
provide treatment for example in the form of intravenous or subcutaneous 
fluids. By the 18th August it was clear to me that Mrs Richards was likely to 
die shortly." 

She did not believe that transfer to another hospital would have been in her best 
interests. 

I now turn to Mr Cunningham. Mr Cunningham was 79 years old. He had had 
Parkinson's disease since the mid-80s. By July 1998, he had Parkinson's disease, 
dementia and depression. When he was seen on 21 September 1998 in the Dolphin 
Day Hospital by Dr Lord, she recorded that he was very frail, tablets had been found 
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A in his mouth, he had a large necrotic sacral sore with thick black scar. His 
Parkinson's disease was no worse. 

B 

c 

THE CHAIRMAN: Is this page 72? 

MS HORLICK: It is, madam, yes. He decided to transfer him to do Dryad ward on 
that day. The entry by Dr Barton on 21 September says: 

"Make comfortable, give adequate analgesia. Am happy for nursing staff to 
confirm death." 

She decided to prescribe and administer diamorphine and Midazolam by 
subcutaneous infusion on the evening of21 September, so the evening of the day that 
he was admitted. Professor Ford's opinion ofthat, at paragraph 3.10 was that he 
considered the decision by Dr Barton --

" ... to prescribe and administer diamorphine and Midazolam by 
subcutaneous infusion the same evening he was admitted was highly 
inappropriate, particularly when there was a clear instruction by Dr Lord that 
he should be prescribed intermittent" 

D -apparently underlined-
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"doses of Oramorph earlier in the day. I consider the undated prescription by 
Dr Barton of subcutaneous diamorphine ... " 

and he gives the amounts -

"to be poor practice and potentially very hazardous. In my opinion it is poor 
management to initially commence both diamorphine and Midazolam in a frail 
elderly underweight patient such as Mr Cunningham. The combination could 
result in profound respiratory depression and it would have been more appropriate 
to review the response to diamorphine alone before commencing Midazolam, had 
it been appropriate to commence subcutaneous analgesia, which as I have stated 
before was not the case." 

Apparently it had been prescribed and administered for pain relief and to allay anxiety 
but there was no clear recording that Mr Cunningham was in pain or, indeed, where 
the site of the pain was, if it existed. 

On 23 September, it was noted that he had been chesty overnight and deteriorated. 
Professor Ford's conclusion is: 

"The symptoms could have been due to opiate and benzodiazepine induced 
respiratory depression. The family were told that Mr Cunningham was 
dying." 

But on 24 September 1998, Dr Lord reviewed him and he was apparently in pain. On 
25 September dosages were increased threefold. There was no record of 
Mr Cunningham receiving food or fluids since his admission to the Daedalus ward on 
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A the 21st despite the fact that Dr Lord had prescribed a high protein diet for him when she 
transferred him to the Dryad ward. He died on 26 September, a little before midnight. 
The cause of death was recorded as bronchopneumonia with contributory causes of 
Parkinson's disease and sacral ulcer. 

Professor Ford was also concerned about the initial note entered by Dr Barton on 
21 September, that she was happy for nursing staff to confirm death, because- as he 

B says -there was no indication by Dr Lord that Mr Cunningham was expected to die" 

THE CHAIRMAN: I am sorry to interrupt. I am slightly confused because on page 72, 
it is suggested that Dr Lord had made that entry. I take it you are saying that that is 
wrong. It is paragraph 3.2. 

MS HORLICK: I think there had been a further entry by Dr Lord on the 21 8
\ saying 

C that she was happy for nursing staff to confirm death. It was when Mr Cunningham 
was admitted to the Dryad ward on 21 September, having seen Dr Lord in the Dolphin 
Day Hospital. It was on that day that Dr Barton was recording, "Am happy for nursing 
staffto confirm death." 

THE CHAIRMAN: I am sorry. I see they are both recorded. 

D MS HORLICK: Yes. I think Professor Ford's point was that there was no indication 
on the day that he was first admitted that there would be any indication of death ensuing 
in the near future. Professor Ford notes that it is possible that Mr Cunningham died 
from drug induced respiratory depression without bronchopneumonia present, or from 
the combined effect ofbronchopneumonia and drug induced respiratory depression as a 
result of the drugs which had been prescribed to him. 

E Dr Mundy comments upon Mr Cunningham's case at page 54. He says: 

F 

"All the prescriptions for opioid analgesia are written in the same hand and 
I assume they are Dr Barton's prescriptions ... Morphine was started without 
any attempts to control the pain with less potent drugs. There was no clear 
reason why the syringe driver needed to be started as the patient had only 
received two doses of oral morphine, the 24 hour dose requirement of 
diamorphine could not therefore be established. The dose of diamorphine 
prescribed gave a tenfold range from 20 mg to 200 mg in 24 hours which is an 
unusually large dose range in my experience." 

just in parenthesis, one which is common to Dr Barton's prescriptions in all these 
cases. 

G "The patient was reviewed by Dr Barton on at least one occasion and the patient 
was noted to be in some discomfort when moved. The dose was therefore 
appropriately increased to 40 mg per 24 hours but there are no further comments as 
to why the dose needed to be progressively increased thereafter. In my view, 
morphine was started prematurely, the switch to a syringe driver was made without 
any clear reason and the dose was increased without any clear indication." 

H 
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A Lastly, might I turn to Robert Wilson. I will be referring to notes on page 83. 
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Mr Wilson was a 75 year old man. He had been admitted to the Queen Alexandra 
Hospital on 22 September 1998. He had a fracture of the left humerus. Morphine had 
been administered to him intravenously and then subcutaneously but he developed 
vomiting. Two days later, when he was given 5 mg of diamorphine he had lost 
sensation in the left hand. Five days later, it was noted that he had poor quality oflife 
and poor prognosis, and he was not to be resuscitated. 

However, by 7 October he had apparently stated that he did not want to go to a 
residential home and wanted to go home. Although he had previously been sleepy, 
withdrawn and in a low mood, when he was seen by Dr Lusznat, the consultant in old 
age psychiatry on 8 October, he was much better. He was eating and drinking well, 
and appeared brighter in mood. His Barthel score was 5/20. It was notedi-·-·-Code_A ____ l 

~·-·-·-·-·-·--· ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

l.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~.?.~-=--~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j that he had po ssi b 1 e early 
dementia, Alzheimer's disease or possible vascular dementia. 

On 13 October it was noted that he required both nursing and medical care. He was at 
risk of falling and that what would be appropriate would be a short spell in long-term 
NHS care. 

On 14 October he was transferred to the Dryad ward. An entry on the same date by 
Dr Barton reads: 

"Transfer to Dryad ward continuing care. HPC fracture humerus, needs help 
with ADL ... hoisting, continent, Barthel 7. Lives with wife. Plan further 
mobilisation." 

I think here it is recorded as being 16 November, but that must be wrong because he 
had died by then. On 16 October, the notes record that he declined overnight, and gave 
details of that. He had a possible silent myocardial infarction and Dr Barton had 
written a prescription for subcutaneous diamorphine, hyoscine and Midazolam and that 
was administered to him on 16 October. Again, this is a course of action criticised by 
Professor Ford. 

I am looking at paragraph 5.12. He says: 

"I am unable to establish when Dr Barton wrote the prescription .... as these are 
undated. The administration of diamorphine and hyoscine by subcutaneous 
infusion as a treatment for the diagnosis of a silent myocardial infarction was in 
my opinion inappropriate. The prescription of a single dose of intravenous 
opiate is standard treatment for a patient with chest pain following myocardial 
infarction is appropriate standard practice but was not indicated in Mr Wilson's 
case as he did not have pain. The prescription of an initial single dose of 
diamorphine is appropriate as a treatment for pulmonary oedema if a patient 
fails to respond to intravenous diuretics such as frusemide. Mr Wilson was not 
administered intravenous frusemide or another loop diuretic." 

He says it is an inadequate response to Mr Wilson's deterioration. 
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A In the following 48 hours, the increase of diamorphine was from 40 mg/24 hours and 
then 60 mg/24 hours. At paragraph 5.13, Professor Ford says that that increase was not 
appropriate when the nursing and medical notes record no evidence that Mr Wilson was 
in pain or distressed at this time. 

"This was poor practice and potentially very hazardous. Similarly the addition 
ofMidazolam and subsequent increase in dose to 40 mg/24hr was in my 

B opinion highly inappropriate and would be expected to carry a high risk of 
producing profound depression of conscious level and respiratory drive." 
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He notes that there were no justifications for those increases in those three drugs written 
in the medical records. 

On 17 October, Mr Wilson was noted to have deterioration variously described in one 
place as rapid and another place as slow, but on 18 October there had been a further 
deterioration and his death was recorded at 23:40 that night. 

Dr Mundy again comments on this case at page 56. He says: 

"Mr Wilson was clearly in pain from his fractured arm at the time of transfer to 
Dryad ward. Simple analgesia was prescribed but never given ... " 

and he notes that there was an entry earlier in the episode of care that Mr Wilson had 
refused paracetamol. 

"No other analgesia was tried prior to starting morphine." 

He notes that once again, the diamorphine prescription had a tenfold dose range as 
prescribed. He also considered that the palliative care given was appropriate. 

Professor Ford, on page 53, sets out sets out the appropriate use of opioid analgesics. 
He says: 

"Opioid analgesics are used to relieve moderate to severe pain and also can be 
used to relieve distressing breathlessness and cough. The use of pain killing 
drugs in palliative care (ie the active total care of patients whose disease is not 
responsive to curative treatment) is described in the British National Formulary 
which is the standard reference work circulated to all doctors in Great Britain." 

THE CHAIRMAN: I have not interrupted you before but. .. 

MISS DOIG: It is surely Dr Mundy? 

MS HORLICK: Dr Mundy, yes. 

THE CHAIRMAN: I have let you go to some detail in the cases you have gone 
through, but I think you can assume that we have read the papers. I think if you could 
perhaps summarise rather than read the papers it would be helpful, and just pick out the 
points you think are particularly worth stressing. 

T.A. REED 
&CO. 
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A MS HORLICK: Dr Mundy, as I am sure you have read, sets out the way that treatment 
should be given, and what should be tried before going on to a further treatment. His 
conclusion in relation to these cases can be found at page 57: 

"The reason for starting opioid therapy was not apparent in several of the cases 
concerned." 

B They had not been given for long enough to ascertain the appropriate dose. Professor 
Ford also draws conclusions at the end ofhis report at page 59. He makes certain 
criticisms ofDr Barton's prescribing at the end of that report, and as detailed in the 
middle of it, as I have already set out. 

c 

D 

THE CHAIRMAN: I think his conclusions are at page 93 and 94. 

MS HORLICK: Yes, they are. Thank you, madam. Just to bring matters up to date, 
there is a letter from Dr Barton's solicitors which can be found at page 404, from the 
Medical Defence Union. That letter sets out in some detail Dr Barton's response to 
these allegations which I am sure the Committee has read. It is obvious that Dr Barton 
has ceased to provide medical care for the adult patients in the hospital, and she has 
voluntarily stopped prescribing opiates and benzodiazepines. As I said at the 
beginning, these matters have been considered before but the change in circumstances 
is the possible reconsideration of the matter by the Crown Prosecution Service, and the 
fact the matter has gone to the Professional Conduct Committee for their consideration. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Do you have any recommendations? 

MS HORLICK: No, madam. 

E THE CHAIRMAN: Can I just be quite clear about the sequence of events here? You 
referred to two previous IOC hearings? 

F 

MSHORLICK: Yes. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Am I right, the first one, I think you said, was in June 2001, and 
only considered the case of Gladys Richards? 

MS HORLICK: That is right, yes. 

THE CHAIRMAN: The second one in March this year, did it consider all five cases? 

MS HORLICK: Yes, it did. 

G THE CHAIRMAN: And the PPC hearing on 29 August, did they consider all five 
cases and the papers that we have today? 

MS HORLICK: As far as I am aware, yes. 

THE CHAIRMAN: And the referral back to the IOC now did not come from the PPC? 

H MS HORLICK: No, madam. 

T.A.REED 12 
&CO. 
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B 

THE CHAIRMAN: It came from the President? 

MS HORLICK: That is right. 

THE CHAIRMAN: And you are saying it is because the CPS have now re-opened. 
I forget your wording. 

MS HORLICK: They are reconsidering their original decision not to pursue the 
criminal ---

THE CHAIRMAN: But we have no papers to give us confirmation of that, or to give 
us any further... I am just trying to be clear how the situation has changed. So the 
only change has been that we have information, we know not how we got it, that the 

GMC101247-0476 

C CPS are reconsidering. 

MS HORLICK: That is right, although, as I am sure Mr Jenkins will tell you, the 
defence have been in contact with the officer in the case who is happy with the original 
decision that was taken by the Crown Prosecution Service not to proceed with the 
criminal proceedings. But, of course, it is not a decision which is taken by the police. It 
is a decision which is taken by the Crown Prosecution Service, whether to institute or 

D discontinue proceedings. 

E 

F 

G 

H 

T.A. REED 
&CO. 

THE CHAIRMAN: We do not know why the situation has changed? 

MS HORLICK: My understanding is that the families of the patients involved were 
unhappy about the decision which was originally taken. You will notice in your bundle 
that they have written letters directly in the very recent past to the General Medical 
Council, to make complaints about the way that their parents were treated. I think, to be 
fair to Dr Barton, there has been a degree of pressure brought upon the Crown in this 
case to reconsider the matter. 

THE CHAIRMAN: That is helpful. Did you want to say anything? 

THE LEGAL ASSESSOR: Is there no additional material or evidence since the last 
hearing of the IOC? 

MS HORLICK: As far as I understand it, there is no additional material. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Most unusual circumstances. Does any other member wish to 
raise any points of clarification? (No reply) I just wonder whether the Committee 
ought to have a brief in camera session before we go further. 

THE LEGAL ASSESSOR: I wonder whether Mr Jenkins has anything to say about 
this? 

MR JENKINS: Can I help you. It may be, after I have made the few remarks that 
I have to say, that may assist a short in camera deliberation. 

13 
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A Mr Barker, who sits besides me, who is the author of the letter that you see at page 404, 
setting out observations on behalf ofDr Barton, two days ago spoke to Chief 
Superintendent Watts, who is the head of CID with the Hampshire constabulary. He is 
coordinating the police investigation into these five cases. He is an experienced police 
officer. He has been producing a guide for police generally, investigating cases of 
alleged medical manslaughter. He is not a police officer who has no experience of 
looking at this sort of investigation, this sort of case. 

B 

c 

D 

E 

F 

G 

H 

T.A.REED 
&CO. 

The police originally investigated the case ofMrs Richards and you will see a reference, 
I think on page 13 of the bundle, to a letter to the GMC in August 2001, that Senior 
Treasury Counsel - that is a senior criminal barrister - was asked to look at the case and 
the evidence in relation to Mrs Richards. The advice provided to the Crown 
Prosecution Service, which informed the police decision, was that there was case to be 
prosecuted. 

Police subsequently looked into the other four cases and the view that they took was 
that those cases raised similar issues to that ofMrs Richards. In their analysis- this 
comes from the attendance note of a telephone conversation between Mr Barker and 
detective Chief Superintendent Watts. The police analysis of those other cases was that 
it was the same, or raised the same issues as those that were raised in the case of 
Mrs Richards, and upon that basis the police took the view that there was no case to be 
raised against Dr Barton. Subsequently there have been, as my learned friend has 
suggested, concerns raised on behalf of family members, relatives and the police have 
decided to send the case papers to the CPS. They have not yet gone. The 
understanding that Mr Barker got from the conversation was that this was a case of 
back-covering- I can use that expression- by the police. The police were perfectly 
satisfied. They had no concerns. Because of concerns raised by family members, they 
thought, "We will get the CPS to check," and that is the basis upon which papers have 
been sent to the CPS. There is no new evidence. There are no fresh allegations, there is 
nothing else that the police have sent on to the CPS, essentially other than the papers 
that you have seen. Those are the same papers that were seen by the earlier Committee 
this year. Nothing- nothing- in reality has changed. 

There is a lot more I would like to say if the Committee were going on to consider 
whether to impose conditions or other matters, but you have suggested you might want 
to deliberate shortly in camera. 

THE CHAIRMAN: First of all, can I comment and then ask the Legal Assessor. We 
certainly have precedents where the Committee considered at this stage whether they 
wish to continue to hear further evidence. It strikes me, in view of what we have heard, 
that this might be a case where I should deliberate with the Committee to see if they 
wish proceed with the remainder of the full hearing, if I can put it like that. 

MR JENKINS: Indeed. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Legal Assessor, do you wish to comment? 

THE LEGAL ASSESSOR: All I was going to say is this. Do you have any comments 
on the propriety - not the power but the propriety - of this Committee to consider again 
a matter on which the Committee has already decided without any fresh evidence at all? 

14 
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In normal circumstances, you would say, if you like, it is res judicata, and I doubt 
whether that doctrine strictly applies to this Committee, but it may be something which 
the Committee should take into account. 

MR JENKINS: The normal circumstance in which a case might be reconsidered is if 
there is some fresh evidence or change of circumstances. It is advanced by my learned 
friend that there is a change of circumstances because this case has been referred by the 
Preliminary Proceedings Committee to the Conduct Committee and also the papers 
have now been sent to the CPS. I say those are somewhat manufactured as a change of 
circumstances. It is not a real change of circumstances. If there was further evidence or 
if there was another basis of concern about Dr Barton' s practice, then that might alter 
matters. To the extent that the Committee may be concerned that they are invited to 
review an earlier decision, I agree entirely with the suggestion that they should decline 
to do so. I know at least one member of your Committee today was on the Committee 
that considered the case last time. That is Mr Winton. It seems a little strange that he 
should be invited to review the decision that the Committee he sat on then looked at. 

I am prompted- the suggestion of back-covering is not an appropriate one. The police 
would not agree it, but that may be the effect of what is happening. The police were 
satisfied. They conducted their own inquiry. These are experienced police officers 
who are familiar with the concept of the gross negligence/manslaughter in a medical 
context. They did not see the need themselves to send the case to the CPS for further 
investigation. They have now done so because of concerns raised by the family, but 
there is no fresh evidence to place before the CPS. 

I do not know that that answers the point. It is a response. 

THE LEGAL ASSESSOR: I think it suggests that your thoughts are rather similar to 
my thoughts. I would really advise the Committee that without fresh material it would 
be only in extreme circumstances that the matter should be reconsidered again. I do not 
see evidence that there are such extreme circumstances. It could be that if the 
Preliminary Proceedings Committee had referred it here as part of their process of 
sending it to the Professional Conduct Committee that would be a factor which this 
Committee could take into account, but that is not the situation. 

MR JENKINS: The generality of the position is the same as it was before. Dr Barton 
has, as you know, retired or resigned the job she held at the Gosport War Memorial 
Hospital back in 2000. You will have seen reference to correspondence in the transcript 
last time that she resigned because she felt she was under-resourced and could not do 
the job properly. That position clearly still holds. She is not in a position where she is 
dealing with those who are terminally ill or in the very last stages of their life. She 
continues to work full time as a GP subject to other matters. She does not routinely 
prescribe benzodiazepines or opiates. 

The condition to which she agreed with the Health Authority - that she would not 
prescribe opiates or benzodiazepines - lapsed at the end of March of this year because 
there was initially a time limit put on it, and the Health Authority did not see fit to invite 
her to renew that undertaking. So as far as circumstances changing since the last 
hearing before the IOC, 21 March 2002, I think that is the only change. I am sorry: the 
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A condition that she did not prescribe benzodiazepines or opiates was lifted by the Health 
Authority. 

B 

THE CHAIRMAN: Ms Horlick, do you want to make any comment on the last few 
exchanges? 

MS HORLICK: Madam, no. 

THE CHAIRMAN: I think we should go into camera. As I see it, there are two issues 
here. One is whether there is new evidence since the last IOC hearing which justifies 
this Committee hearing the case afresh. The evidence is simply that we have heard that 
the CPS are reopening. The second, I think, is simply that the PPC have referred the 
case to the Professional Conduct Committee. That is the new evidence bit. If we 
decide that this is a full hearing and we are considering matters, then it is within our 

C gift, and we certainly have precedent, that we can make a decision on the case if we feel 
minded to do so without hearing the full defence submission. 

D 

E 

F 

MR JENKINS: Thank you. I can tell you, if you were to ask for my submissions, they 
would be brief. I would be reminding you of what appears in the letter at page 404, and 
the transcript of the evidence that Dr Barton gave on the last occasion. I know you a 
familiar with them. 

THE CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr Jenkins. We will go the to camera. If it looks like 
we are going to be taking a lunch break before we conclude, then we will let you know, 
but I am not saying that at the moment. 

PARTIES, THEN, BY DIRECTION FROM THE CHAIR, WITHDREW 
AND THE COMMITTEE DELffiERATED IN CAMERA. 

PARTIES HAVING BEEN READMITTED 

THE CHAIRMAN: Before I read the determination, I am going to ask the Legal 
Assessor to repeat the advice he gave us in camera. 

THE LEGAL ASSESSOR: I advised the Committee that in light of the fact that there 
was no new evidence before them it would be unfair to the doctor for the Committee to 
consider the matter any further. 

DETERMINATION 

G THE CHAIRMAN: 

Dr Barton: The Committee has carefully considered the information before it today 

and has determined that it is not necessary for the protection of members of the 

H public, in the public interest or in your own interests that an Order under Section 41A 

T.A.REED 16 
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A of the Medical Act 1983, as amended, should be made in relation to your registration 

B 

c 
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whilst the matters referred to the GMC are resolved. 

The view of the Committee is that there is no new material in this case since the 

previous hearing of the Interim Orders Committee on 21 March 2002. The Committee 

has reached this determination in the light of this and the Legal Assessor's advice. 

That concludes the case for this morning. Thank you for coming. I hope it has not 
impeded your convalescence too much. I appreciate it is stressful for you. 
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IOC REFERRALS 

DOCTORS FULL NAME : Barton, Jane 

FPD REFERENCE : 2000/2047 

TYPE OF CASE : Conduct 
(Performance/Health/Conduct) 
CASE WORKER : Venessa Carroii/Michael Keegan 

DOCTOR'S PLACE OF PRACTICE : Gosport 

DOCTORS SPECIAL TV : GP 

DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED : July 2000 

DATE OF REFERRAL TO IOC : 13 September 2002 

REFERRED BY : The President 

MEMBER(S) THAT HAVE SEEN CASE Screener: Or Malcom Lewis 
PPC: Mr Bob Nicholls, Professor 

Roger Green, Dr Richard Kennedy, 
Sir Roddy MacSween and 

Professor Nigel Stott, Dr Sheila 
M ann 

Please note this case has twice 
been before IOC 

IS DOCTOR CURRENTLY PRACTISING : Yes 

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS : 

Inappropriate prescribing to elderly patients- suggestion that death precipitated 
if not caused by prescribing 
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DrBarton 

IOC 19 September 2002 

Dr Barton: The Committee has carefully considered the information 
before it today and has determined that it is not necessary for the 
protection of members of the public, in the public interest or in your 
own interests that an Order under Section 41A of the Medical Act 1983, 
as amended, should be made in relation to your registration whilst the 
matters referred to the GMC are resolved. 

The view of the Committee is that there is no new material in this case 
since the previous hearing of the Interim Orders Committee on 21 
March 2002. The Committee has reached this determination in the light 
of this and the legal assessor's advice. 
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FW: Or Barton Page 1 of 1 

l:.~:<~•~"~=~,~~~,[;,~;,g~~~~~~~<Lv~<.w<-~w~•~m-~~~--~~~~-·Mw·m~~~'"''"-'"'""'"'-'"'ij'<~ij'<·•·•·••·•·•~•m~ .... ~@· 
Subject: FW; Dr Barton 

·--·····Orh~itl.a! Messa~e·····"'" 
From~ \fkhad Ke;gaoi-·-·c·ode·A-·-·: 
S~nt: l9 Sep 2002 15: 2.8-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

To: 'Chrystie, Judifh' 
Sub.ied: RE: Dr Harton 

Judith, 

l can confirm that the IOC made no order today. 

l am also able to wnf'irm the proposed date, time and venue for the case conference. 

Thanks 

-----Ori gina l Mess :1g e ··--;::·~'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·, 
From~ Chry s:! ie, J\!dit h ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~~~~--~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
Sent: i 9 Sep 2002 1153 
To: 'Mic ha~:! Ktegan !:~:~:~:~~~~:~:~:J 
Subject: RE~ Dr Barwn 

Dear Mr Keegan 

Thank yo;J for your emaiL 

f am av·aU.able on any day In week commencing 30 September 2002 but I arn aware that Matthew Lohn 
would also like to be involved in the confe~ence and he has a number of meetings already scheduled 
for that \•.teek. Are you, Venessa and Peter .available on Thursday 3 Octobet 2002 at 230pm? 

'""""'",-'n to 1ak.e place at FFW offices? Unforttmately Matthew wi!l have 
the 3rd and it would make llfe {and pain!} conslderably easier tor 

h!m if we could hold the meeting here. 

Please do call if you would Hke to discuss tlie rnatter~ 

Kind regards 
Judith 

Judith Cb1·ystie 
Professional Rc~~ul.atm·v Gr<:mp 

r-·code--A·-·1 / 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

19/09/2002 
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THE 

MDU 
Facsii1mile The Medical Defence 

Union Limited 
Legal D epartmcnt 

To: 

Company: 

Fax no: 

From: 

Date sent 

Time sent: 

Ms Vanessa Carroil 
-------,-------' 

General Medical Council 
.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
; C d A ; l,_,_,_,_,_,-~,_,_,~,_,_,_,_,_,_,_,\ 

!an Barker __________ .. ____________ ----
17 September 2002 ,, 

------.. ------------------------------~-

No. of sheets inclusive: 2 
-----------------·-------

Re: Jane Barton 
------··- --------------------

If you do not receive legible copie~~ of all the pages please notify us Immediately by 
telephone or fax. 

Privacy & Confidentiality Notlce 
This facsimile may contain privileged and confidential information intended for the named 
recipient only. If you have received this facsimile in error please notify us immediately by 
telephone. 

Specialists in: Medical Defence Dental Defence Nursing DefEnce Risk Management 
230 Blackfriars Road, L.ondon. SE1 SPJ Telephone 020 7202 1500 Facsimile 020 7202 1663 

OX No 36505, LAMBETH Website www.fhe-rndu com Ernail rndu@the-mdu.com 
Regi!>tered in England 395708\i Haglt,tOr(tcJ Orilce: 2::0 l:l!i.IC~frlar'3 Hoad London SE1 BPJ 



17/09 '02 13:55 FAX 0207 2021663 THE M D U LEGAL 

!I 

!I 

Please quote our reference when communica~ing with us about this matter 

e Our ref: ISPB/sls/0005940/Legal 

Your ref: ACE/HJ/FPD/2000/2047 

17 September 2002 

Ms Vanessa Can-oll 
Assistant Registrar 
General Medical Council 

178 Great Portland Street 

London 
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THE 

MDU 
MDU Services Limited 

230 Blackfrlars Road 
London 

SE1 SPJ 

OX No. 36505 
Lam bath 

WlW 5JE 
Legal Department of lhe MDU 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Also by fax: i __________ g_<?.~.~.!\ _________ l 

Dear Ms Carroll 

I 

Interim Orders Co:tnmittee- Dr Jane Barton 

Telephone: 020 7202 1500 
Fax: 020 7202 1663 

Email: rndu@the-mdu.com 
Website l'o'YI"W.the·mdu.com 

I write with reference to your letter to my client, Dr Ba1:tou, of 13 September 2002. 

With reference to the Rule 11 of the G~neral Medical C~ouncil (Interim Orders 
Committee) (Procedu1·e) Rules Order of Council 2000, I would be grateful 1f you would 
kindly .make available to me all documents in this matter as a matter of urgency. In 
particular, I would be grateful for sight of any communications between the Council and 
the Department of Health whether in letter form or notes of telephone communication. 

Yours sincerely 

~--c-~-d-~--A-1 

l __ ~:;~J~':je_;: __ _i 

• -·-·-·· I 

i.:?~~-~1-·-·-·-·-·j 

Speclallsts In: Medical Defence Dental Oetenr.e Nursin9 Defenco Risk Management 

MDU Seroices Lid is .:tr> agr!rLI for The Jtfcdical Defence UtLion L'd ('t:e MDU) an.d for Zurich Insr•r<~r.r,-.; C"rrofl()r<y, u;hich is a membu of the .-issocic.tior> 
of British Insurer3 (AB!). Th~ Jl,{DU r~i r;IJI ()rt rrLSrn'r"lnc;e mmprtHj. Ti~ -beTI£fita of membership o/ /hg iiJDV ore r:ll discretionary and are subject to the 
Mcm()r<.r.rulurll atJ.d Articlea of Asaociarion. 
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J\t\E[)lC~.Al 
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PhMse addr~H~$ your reply fo dm Conduct C;.n;;e Prasm~t:atlon SQctlon FPIJ.. , 1 ,. , 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·- ..• r • • } J •• 

F;;lX i Code A ! 8'"'·" ·.:! 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---·~ 

17 Septomlx~r 2002 

Mr Martin Sturges 
Nl·,IS Executive Headquarten> 
Oepar!rm·}nt of HaaH:h 
Quarry House 
Ouarry Hill 
1 1 1 <'") '"•t J!'" LHebs _,,~) ... 1 L c: 

Notification of IOC referral 

At lb meeting on 29h~30 August .2002 the CHvlC's Preliminary ProCt1edlngs 
Committee (PPG) referred thf; fo!!owln9 docton:> to the lnter!r11 Ordl~rs 
Cornrnittee (!OC): 
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The President of the GMC hns al$0 referred the foil owing doctor to the iOC: 

!1egistratton no: 1537[)20 

r·~3.!~8l~!!~.9.-·]dd res s: [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~] 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Employer: !··!amp shire Bnd Isle of Wight Practitioner and PBtkmt 
Services Aqency 

Type of case: lnapproprl<:1tellrmsponshle pnncrlblng 

In each ca~K~, the lOC will consider whether it is necessary for the protoction 
of member-s of the public or is otherwh-:;e ln the pubHc interest. or in the 
dnctor's own lntflrests, that an lntPr!rrl ordBr should be made suspending his 
or her rnglstratlon or imposlnq conditions on his or h-er registration, 

No date has yet been set for the hearing of 
: .. :·:··.· ::'·:·.: ·. ·. · .. :· .. : ::.·: .. ::: . '• 
: .: ":. :: :: '•:: ·: .· :·:·:·: ~ ·:: ·. ·:· . ::': . "• 

c.c]SO by the IOC but I will notify you once this Js f!xecL Dr Barton's case wm bo 
he<-u·d by the !OC on 19 September 2002, 

Yours sincerely 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

I CodeA I 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Rlchard CHfford 
Conduct Case Presentation Secth.ln 

[~:~~~~~-~-~----_-_-_-_-_-_] 
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TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT 

DATE, TIME 
FAX NO./NAME 
DURATION 
PAGE(S) 
RESULT 
MODE 

d {/j' I lr-•1 "~ 
j"'t·l~ 

r-o G r;; J James 

Fn: m 1 J~icha,el <eegan 

Direct Dar 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

' ' 

I Code A! 
! . 

Direct J~w 

&o. of pag ~s :~ 
(inclusi11 e) 

' ' i i 
i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

16:45 

J.?/J).~ _____ .H?..~-~-4 .. 
! CodeA ! '-0e:·-0e:·-je··-·-·-·-·-·· 
02 
OK 
STANDARD 
ECM 

TIME : 17/09/2002 16:53 
NAME : GMC 
FAX : L~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~?~~~4:~:~:~:~:~:~J 
TEL 

GENEI\.AL 
M_I~DICAL 
CC)U_NCIL 
Protecltina patient$, 
,guidina doctors 

Date 17 Sep1:c3mber, 
2002 

Please see attached letter. 
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( .. " l: N .. r f1A -~ 
_.J c . c :\_· .... 

Your reference; 
In reply please quote 

Chief Supt/,J.J/DM 
M K/2000/204 7 fv\EDICAL 

CC)lJN.Cil. 
PJe~-~-~--~~-~-~~~-~--~Q_t,n· reply to Conduct Case Presentation Secti(_{n_i'(J!.J~B pouems. 

Fax!._·-·-·----~-~-~-~--~---·-·-·-.] iJ1Ii<lwg ,fud,)r:; 

17 September, 2002 

Also by fax: r·-·-·-·-·-·c·o-de·A-·-·-·-·-·1 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Chief Superintendent J .James 
Hamspshire Constabulary 
Police Headquariers 
West HH! 
Homsey F~oad 
Winchester 
Hampshire 
S022 508 

Dear C S James 

Further to my letter of 12 September 2002 (in which I referred to you asCI James, 
and for which I apologise) ! writH now to inform you, in confide.nce, that t~1e President 
of the GMC has also referred Or Barton to the Interim Orders Cornmittee, which is 
scheduled to consider the matter this Thursday, 19 September 2002. 

In light of this and te.lephone rnessages received about the reopeninfJ of your 
inquiries, I should be grateful for a very brief summary of current state of police 
investigations into events at the Gosport War Memorial Hospital as soon as 
possible, 

If you wish to discuss this matter please do not hesitate to contact me on the 
number below. 

Yours sincerely 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. 
i ! 

!Code AI 
i ! 
i ! 
i ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

Michael Keegan 
Conduct Case Presentation Section 

r-·-·-·-·-·co-cie-·A-·-·-·-·-·r 
't~rnfiln----------c-c;Cie-P:·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 



GMC101247-0492 



GMC101247-0493 



GMC1 0124 7-0494 

·: :: .. 

Elh,ltt 

Alsn h.,- rax: :·-·-·-·-·-c-o.Cie-A·-·-·-·-·: 
~ i_ ____________________________________ j : f==~~ p~·:c;r"~r:.· t~~:o ~~ ::c:L ~~;or: 

:-~- ;~>: · {)~~(: ~:~:~CJ2 1 :'.:.;_:;~~ 

E: ~Y:.}::~: ::~r:dt.:~{f:t:·~~:;---r·r:d::.~ .. ~·>:·)::-=-·: 
~.,.'\:'-E~:: :~: ~~ ;: <~t~'~·~ ..... J _ u··:.:: ::· -=·~: ~ j ::.:: . :: ~~ ::(:·: 

ndy·,~trnHF'nt ::-:J Dr 1-Ln:tf.:n\: c;:·,s;'; :'tt 
th; Cb;:lii'rn.:rn. 

i.· '·'' :.< h ;,ee nl "' t}L,:i c 't 
ai.:t<:}nd ':vb<:~n n<lt 

'''-P.F'f'2<.r< t::> be •:·::.::ulp:n>nl 

f;:,h'.<.' of (}LHly:;;, Hl<.':hard.s had b''"'n th'; :c=uhy.'\.'1 of n.'fen·u:t lt <'.tJ!p>.:ru·:<. Lht.: CnuJJ<.:d 
;;,."Jn:(; :c-igni.fi::.:<"J.r:ce to thh~. 

tllf" 

C;ld:'S c,f \tr w·:L::.m. 
('unningh:nn <"lnd \1r<~ VVdki<:': h> tlh'' (.'PS>. r<.d;ltiVi>; qf the patic:nt:~; PXPY~.':"':".c:d c::m.cern :}1" 

i.:hi.s d'-:ci~;ion. Th:; F::Jl.i(.'f: tlv::r:::fc::l'(~ d.c=ddc:d. i.l><'d.: in ,Jl L:in~<:.':".:.<: to tlk n:L=Jl:i\'T~;< Lhf: c:o'l:<e~,; 

::;,hould h~: p:~:,<;e1ed Lo the C:F~) for ;·:Pn:~kbrnti-CJn. h fact. the PGli>:r· b.:i\'(? nt> l"l<."t.:Y 

;\cc<."l.rd.i.ngl:v, Ll~e d,,:_;;_:;l;:,;inn to H'fer the;c,e .m:o;tter:< tG the c·ps H,l not in 
~,;:ir;.:n.i.Ci{:.:.'rnt rk~v,::Jc,rnncnt in this en :.w, 

\{c u:ct; :~~~.ncr· r<.dv 

~-·-c·~-d·~---A-·-i 

i._.T~i-:;-1·-$~·1}~·-m~·:;:.-~;:{~:t;-·l 
Sn l itht.C!ti'""··i ··-·····' '----~ 

uny 



Your reference 
In reply please quote 

lSPBfTOC/00059401Legal 
FPD/ACE/JJC/2.000/2047 

Ple~!?.~.-~.~g_r~~!?._Y._Q!Jr reply to the Committee Section FPD 
Fax! Code A ! 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·.: 

By fax and Post [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~] 

17 September 2002 

Mr !an BarkHr 
Medical and Defence Union 
230 Blackfriars Road 
London 
SE1 8PJ 

Dear Mr Barker 

Or Jane Barton 

GMC101247-0495 

G cN·rrJAl _r c . . c .r\ . t. 

fv\EI)IC:AL 
CC)lJ.NCIL 
P1meaing pur.ifDls, 

auidino d,;cr.ors 
d ~.l 

l write in response to your letter and fax dated 16 September 2002, in which you 
mquest an adjournment of the Interim Orders Committee (IOC) hHarlng scheduled to 
take place on 19 September 2002. 

Your application has been placed before the Chairman of the IOC and I confirm that 
the Chairman has not acceded to your application. The Chairman did note that Dr 
Barton is currently unwell and appreciates that Dr Barton may not be able to attend 
the hearing. However, due to tho nature of the serious allegations raised the 
Chairman considers that it is necessary ln the public interest that the case be heard 
as soon as possible. 

The Interim Orders Committee will therefore consider the case of Or Barton at 11:30 
on 19 September 2002 at the Council's offices, which are located at 44 Hallam 
Street, London W1. YoLJ are invited to submit observations on the case in writing. 
Any observations will be circulated to the IOC before they consider Dr Barton's case. 
Your observations should be rnarked for the attention of Adarn E!nott, Committee Section (fax nol:~:~:~:~:~~~~~~~:~:~:~:~J You are further invited to state in writing whether 
you propose to attend the meeting, and/or instruct CounseL 

lt is of course open to you to make a further application to adjourn the consideration 
of Or Barton's case in writing prior to the hearing of the case by the IOC and/or at the 
outset of the hearing on 19 September 2002. Please would you write to acknowledge 
receipt of this letter quoting the reference above. 

!'Y.Q!J.f$_.?..iJJf~l~§l1Y_._,_,_._._._._._._._._; 

i CodeA ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 
Adam Elliott 
Into rims Order Committee Secretariat r·-·-·-·-·-·c;·e>-cie-·A·-·-·-·-·-·1 

·-E:i:rlawr-------cc;"Cie·A-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 
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1SPBtl'OCi0005:.HO/Lr.'rr,u! 

/\ c;Eili ,J iF' PI) /~~000i20 ·t7 

J\h: i\<.h.1n l~:niott 

()orninit.:k';<'~ ::-k:{:tion L.Ond{.:q 
~)[I -!\?,1 

GerH:~rrd 1\.lerhrrd. ('mmcH 

J?,S Gn:.~;'tt P,_;:etl.and Stn'fi; 

[,i) rHlO n' vv 1 \V rd E 

o:x: ND. 3('/306 
L(.~~~r~b·~:::~ 

F r·=><'Pk:ne. 
T~~~0~:iK>f!i~. 

f<:o>:· 

{);3.0{} 

020 ?(:tt/. ~ 50C 
G2r: ;·202 : t:s::. 

[.(~3;3::. ;·nd:J~~:U1e-.:n:~:~; tt,:n 
\iV(::~~.)~:.~~<~~ ~<..t•}-i\'i. ~~"(:;; ·ft~tk:. CiY'f) 

l svrirc fud.h;_:_:r to out tiJephon"'' cr.mven:'at:i(.lfl'~ today· to Hs,.:;i::-~i.: in dari{ving l)r E<>n:nn's 
J)i".iS1tL>rt A.::'\ l .indJc;Jted in rn:.· pt<:sV.if'U::'\ ~e~:fe1' tn you, Dr nn.rton 'vVHl. nut. be Jif[H.~t.i.dng 
dur'nlg th=, <}~.l.n:erwy· of her- cPrtifc.; te ···· th;:t t: be tng for :::~ w~=)el;f. fron-; t<)d<·w':~: 

. 'f'o ch.rify. lhxtim w·iU nc't vr<1t.:hdng in ;:m)' w·;::y <)vel· thi:c p=·rir:fL lt NHS 
or ('fl.\'<:H<c practice, giv;:.:n thot: iU--henlth. 

f.h' lLu·i:on L~ hnppy to pruv:irl<:~ ,,,~;surn.n;-:.<.' to vou dwt: if her pof;:ii.:.ion ehanw.~;;: i.n t:h.is 
n'gani w·H:hin the H '..V!>Vk pc·d,o;d, though then;; it> no ~)ntidp:,~tiou that it >v-i.il dn ~:u, ~"-he 
\<Ji.H fi.rst notif~v tl·u:: (\:n.<r:I!.:JJ l:+~forc n.:fnnrt[ng pradt<~i;'. 

l ho_r.v.: thi:.> is nf ;'t~;:'.<i.:::;t!H"l<>',. nnd once ;_lg:un pk~;:::;<C' do n<.!i:: t~e;~.-itat:e tG t.:ont:.:;:ct: rn~~ if! can 
a;~(;:ist furthn: . 

~--------------------------------------------------·-·· 
! i 

!Code AI 
! i 
! i 
! i 

L--·1-;;j:~·-,s~-r~·:·i1~~~-t£e-;;-·-·-·-·· 
-... /· 1" V _ ~-·-•-•'-•-i 

!tit~· .lW .. tU.L. __ j_c~~.':.-~.! 1 
I Code AI 
! i •---------------------------------------i 

.:~iD~· __ :· S;::3 -~.:~-:-;:: ·: } .. ;·d :: ~:- ~;:.·-: (:.:::·.:::.·-:~ ~n~.:~ J·l:::.J ~:·:....-~ :: l~c:A·~~-:-,:· ?. :-s.'- i;_:c: .,_")-:} {~!:=~: .. ~ !.{>~ :; -..:; :·:-d /.>!:~"~·:};_ l.c:(;;·::.ya::~:·:e {.:·~.>.i.r~p:.m:v. ;:.:.:·1~.::-( .i~ :>.-- -~:.- :':i--:~ ,~;-i ~-~.:~x (:/ ih.: ,c·~-$.i:-(:.(; :J:~i::·::·i· 
}}: ;:· ~{-h~ -:.::·:. {:~:: ·::::.u ~~..-:-:· .~: ;_:-:.·:J:':~.:-:.:.:~:~;:. ·J>t(:o- ;,·,·-::;; .. ~·/;)~ =~i :::t:'i 1.>:::(:;;!:..; ~:- -::·l :.]; ::· A{!)~.: .(:1 r::: <·: !/ :f..i's-:·/,~~i :-:: :·-;; :--· .((:':-:·i >)~·::: -C:~i<: .• _i:~,,_.~ ::) ~},.(c 

~-~.:-: =-~ ,·; :·:~i-:).;;·;;· :_;-/ l;: ,;_:-.:::>:.:f.:-::•,;,;. 



()or J S.PH/TOCiOOOf>9-10/I,r:·gal 

/\CE/HAiFPDj2000/:,:047 

Comrnitte(: Sectinn 

Gem~nd \k·dicn1 (\Jundl 

1'18 ()r:~nt Pul'tland Stn,,d: 

'1.1 .... 1- - r-· •·· r-·-·-·-·c-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

.: .A) '2 . ,L"-! ode A ; 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
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OX ~k:. ::;G~JGS 
L'~~-:'1t~~ti"~ 

Ft'<i':>.pk::··,r,· Oi!O~' 
re:~::pn(~f::~· D2::J ?;~(:<2 ·15~JG 

F•:::K: 02.G ?.20~~ ~St.~:~ 

E.~·:·,~~::· :r::d~J~~t:tt:e··~;1<!:J. :.::o:n 
'YVBbS:l~t?. "..:\'':t''".i~·. tf; :::;~.f?1:.:': :..; (' . .(~r:·~ 

:l v;·r-ite with J'(d>':ren<.:e to our t>.'::kpl:H>rK~ ('.t>nvcrstd.:inn <:.:n f\icLty l:V<H.'\·;rni:lg t.lw 
fDJ'thcotnlng <'.lpfii.'<'tr;.=nlce (lf Ih· Htut;:yn ;,>t the InV·tirn (h'der"' Cnrn).nit.tee. :l inck.:;=n .. ed 
vdH:'n \H' sp()\;.e on Friday, Or Fhn:ton i=< pr(:;:,o:~ntJy on ,.:;kk h:fFT· h;=<ving r<:"•cfnt:!y 
lflld(;rgonr: .lt \vould n.ot tht:f(.Jfon=· be po~;d.l:::lP {lfl~ h;:~r i.o appcaY :d hc:,':ring 
on thz:~ l :+.>ptl:llJber. In th(l~:P cir:cumstanc.:e(< 1 'Ndn,; nt:\V t:':l request t.kn this h':;,':ring 

is ;,Hl:i~Yurned tu a """'hen l)r Htuton cnn :=ltk;nd. 

J am em:·lo.~:ing \Vith rn.\' leU:cr <'l .:<idu~'''z'~' <x•:tl.ifie::1te, frnrn '";hkh you 'vYiH see tbat I.h· 
Barton ku. b:·l::n ;:tdYif'.cd that shP ~;lwuld n;J.ntin ·h~Gnl v;:urk ±1.:r a !X'l'iod ·Of J ,;v~:.:ek;:< frorn 
today'~; date·. 

I ~md>::r-Aand thfl ni:'Xt: IH'::r.iGd over '<:Vhieh the: rue: 'vV.iJJ {;On<~ick:r c;u;~:.<;<:; i;;; P 1 ~· ::p·.J OdobeJ' 
i\:hy l n;spectfully SH?!?{';st that in tJH:' circ:uln:~.tan<;e.:o Dr Ihrt.:<:\n':::=, c:ase Hh::,;uld 
adjo~rnwd until Oct:oher. ,\lth{Y<Hsh .s:hc -,;vou:ld in theory ~A1H be on ::.i(:k ic::'PH:: at t:b>t 
poLnt.. ·v,.tou}d. 1·1op:c:=~ tf} ·~:;{~ ir~ u. }i(f:~:.it~.:.-::11 i:<J :>:~ ttf}nd. t])~:)rL If t 1·e;!;:~ i. ;:;·t~J\} ·not ·L~j b:3 p·f>*:;:::;._;.~.:i].{_: 
t}H,m eh:;,>rl)' :l wmdd <:.?n(ka\our nc:tif)· Y<TU in gnnd t>:.·ne. Thai:: shotdd at k<Wt ~ln::=;t<re 
ttl;,"t thi~~ rn<.d.tn~ h3 h>.:.:~rrd a<> ~;oo.n a;::, pc<;":" .. iU.e, bHt with ~f(';t:~,omlbk~ {kLl)'' tu ;:msun~ t.lut 
:Dr l:krrton .i:s yccovering. I ~lntic.ip:itf:: yrru <;vilJ agree th;rt <'l. hcal'.ing cm 1''~ or ::;:"! Od:nbe.r 
wou:Ll bo ll>h:vi~.:;{\ siTnpiy il't<~r\~Hfling the i:.i;;;k. th<.d: she ;mght <1Gi:: have n~:,:r;vFfed by q):,1t 

tune. 

F:inaH:y, can l k:t you knuw thnt D.r Bartt.ln will n::il; be pr;Jd..icing ····for nbvio'~W rc.:·L',fHl>", ··· 

during· l:hc ctn'n?nts of th<> :,:;:kknr;s~':' certificate (ln<:Io~:.,::d - being ::1 w;;,";;lu,; from rodrJy',o, 
d;jt_:(:. 



• 

A(:H>UJ/F PLl/2000i20·17 

1 J.i;t:>lz fonvn.rd r.o b.'~m:ing fro:n yc;u ;'tnd 
;:u::''l.~;t fui:tlk't. 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

I Code A I 
i ! 
i ! 

·-·-I~ii;.·-s:tf:·wiii~Eiii:·-·-·-·J 
~ulk'lh>t i i ~.... r:.:·"""·-·: ... :_-:_ .. ..: . .!.-!! Code A ! 

! Code A ii·-·-·-·-·-·- .. 
! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·..: 

GMC101247-0498 



YQ;; C<J(l il~ thj$ lo<m :eith4r: 

1 . Fm StaMaf'/ Sick. .f>ay (SSP} putposM • flU in P~rt A cvet~aL Als;t.) tu! ':t~ 
?an a i! ttle doctor tms lJiVl'ltl}'OV a date to t«$UtlW W<nl!, Glw (,}( lSem:i tn<:~ 
co:rM)el-i<:d f<.ltm to yo~;:· <ffi1pklyQt 

z, Ft:-f Sooial ~ly p~o~t;)(>~ • 
lo coflhl'ltm .tt claim fur $IS~e ~ll«ftl !ill lri Parts! A Md C o! lhe- fMtn 
P\!~flellt. Ale:p ~m !t\ Pat: 6 it llle caoiOi' haa ))Net\ )'(l!J a datF. to 1e~':l 
'Nmk. $1gn al'lg date the form ai'IO gwe m seM it your Li!CB~ 80Cil&l 
Sec1Jrity Offlm! QUICKLY to a:vold !OSim) t:J~nefit 

MOTE~ 'fo s.l.art yau:r l.;lalm ror Slate o.anellt you nrust USe fc(l'tl SC~ i1 you ata 
W!1·9<t!pl~. UMmpioyll'd 01 nor';·W!P!OYW 0~ fl)l'fll 5SP1 lf you !I.!E!o M 
elt'fl1QY!:la. ~Clr futlhe:r <;lal:ajt~ ~t !e~t IB1 {from Social Sae<Jfti'J t~al Offn:e~). 

~( Ooctott. stat•mettt 

;~!#~~~ =r~C!Y~f::f ...... f3~ ... ",. . ....................... -
! ~A>~mim~d 100 ttlday~y <l.Od ad\<lsed ~'tll' fu<lt 

{B} You ~oo rwt (t>) you stwu~ retmm fram wort< 

=:;~n tt-om ft~r•t ... :3 ... ;~~ ...... ,.......... ... ... ..... .. ....... .. 
OAvn 

Di.agnosis: i'Jt your dismder 
!'%>U$:IH\l ~IW<::<€1 ftom w<>tio: 

Drs Ha.Famam$. Harrisen 
and Peters 
69 Bu01 Road 
Gosport Hants 

GMC101247-0499 



In reply please quote ACE/JJCNC/FPD/2000/2047 

Please address your mp!y to the Committee Section FPD 
F ax[·-·-·-·-·-cocie-·A-·-·-·-·-·: 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

23 September 2002 

Mr Peter Gingham 
Chairman 
Practitioner and Patient Services Agency 
Coitbury House 
A!derrnaston Road 
Basing stoke 
RG24 9NZ 

Dear Mr Bingharn 

Or Jane Barton 
GMC Registration No: 1587920 

! am writing to you in connection with Dr Barton, 

GMC101247-0500 

( " E N .. E 11 A- 1 
r . -~ . . _. J\: .. L 

.N\E.DlCAL 
C ()lJ N C: J. .L 

The GMC's Interim Orders Comrnittee (!OC) considered the case of 
Dr Barton at its meeting on ·19 September 2002. 

Or Barton attended the rneeting, and was legally representec.t 

After considering submissions frorn Counsel instructed by tt1e C3MC and also fmrn 
Dr Bar·ton's legal representatives, the IOC considered that it was not necessary for 
the protection of the rnernbers of the public, in the pub He interest or in Dr Barton's 
own interests to rnake an order affecting her registration, 

Yours sincerely 

~--c-oae--A--1 
! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Adam Elliott 
Committee Section r·-·-·-·-·-·-c-c;Cie-:A·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Ernail: i Code A i 
1-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 
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In reply please quote ACE/JJCNC/200012047 

Please address your reply to the Committee Section FPD 

Fax L~~~~~~~§.~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

23 September 2002 

Gareth Cruddace 
Chief Executive 
Hampshire & Isle of VVight Health Authority 
Health Authority Head QuartE:rs 
Oak!ey Hoad 
SoutrK"'mpton 
S016 4GX 

Dear Mr Cruddace 

Dr Jane Barton 
GMC Registration No: 1587920 

I atT1 writing to you in connection with Dr !3arton. 

()ENEf\AL 
1\t\E I)lC:AL 
(=()lJN(=I L 

The GMC's Interim Orders Committee (!OC) considered the case of 
Dr Barton at its meeting on ·19 September 2002. 

Dr Barton' attended the meetinfJ, and was legally represented. 

After considering submissions from Counsel instructed by the GMC and also frorn 
Dr Barton's legal representatives, tl·le !OC considered that it was not necessary for 
the pmtection of the rnembers of the public, in the public interest or in Dr Barton's 
own interests to make an order affecting her registration. 

Yours sincerely 

r--c-oae--A--1 
' ' i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Adam Elliott "' 
.. ~.Qmmiit_~_~__!?.~~J}on 
i CodeA i 
'-·-·_-·-·-·-·-·-·-;.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-.:.-:-1._. ______________________ __ 

Em ail: i Code A i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 



In reply please quote ACE/JJC/VC/FPD/2000/2047 

Please address your reply to the Committee Section FPD 
Fax L~:~:~:~:~:~~~~:~~:~:~:~:~:~:J 

23 Septernber 2002 

Dr P Old 
Acting Chief Executive 
Isle of Wight, Portsmouth & SE Harnpshire HA 
Finchdean House 
Milton Hoad 
Portsmouth P03 6DP 

Dear DrO!d 

Dr Jane Ann Barton~ BM BCh 1972 Oxfd 
Registration No: 1587920 · 

I am writing to you in connection with Or Barton. 

GMC101247-0502 

G l: N r nA-r - _[a-: _ · 1.: I\ r .l.,.r 

i\ A£-'. 'I) l ('A l 
I. V \ r~ I_ .. A .. l..r 

C()lJN<:IL 
Pmt:eaing paUems, 
11(1idinq doaors 
.:; {,.>' 

The GMC's Interim Orders Committee (!OC) considered the case of 
Or Barton at its meeting 19 September 2002. 

Or Bar·ton attended the meeting, and was legally represented. 

After considering submissions from Counsel instructed by the GMC, and also 
from Or Barton's legal representatives, the !OC considered that it was not 
necessary for the protection of members of the public and in the public interests 
or in Or Barton's own interests to rnake an order affecting her registration. 

Yours sincerely 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

!Code A! 
' ' i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Adam Elliott 
Committee Section r·-·-·-·-·-·ce>Cie·A-·-·-·-·-·-: 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

Em a i!: l:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~:A~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 



In reply please quote ACE/JJC/VC/FPD/2000/2047 

Please address your reply to the Committee Section FPD 
Fax [.·~--~--~--~--~~~~~-~~-~--~--~--~--~_] 

23 Septernber 2002 

Detective Superintendent J Jarnes 
Hampshire Constabulary 
Major Incident Cornplex Police Station 
Kingston Complex 
Portsmouth 
Harnpshire P02 SBU 

Dear DS James 

Dr Jane Ann Barton, BM BCh 1972 Oxfd 
Registration No: 1587920 

I am writing to you in connection with Or Barton. 

GMC101247-0503 

CiENEl\A.L 
ME"DICAL 
C.() 1 J .. N .. (~- I. ·1 

~ • \r • ~~: w.l 

Ptot;.~ctinq P''liem.\ 

guMinH doctors 

The GMC's Interim Orders Committee (IOC) considered the case of 
Dr Barton at its meeting 19 September 2002. 

Dr Barton attended the rneeting, and was legally represented. 

After considering subrnissions from Counsel instructed by the GMC, and also 
from Dr Barton's legal representatives, the IOC considered that it was not 
necessary for the protection of members of the public and in the public interests 
or in Dr Barton'.s own interests to make an order affecting her registration, 

Yours sincerely 

r-·-·c·o-a-·e·-·-A·---~ 
! i 
! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Adarn Elliott 
Committee Section 
r·-·-·-·-·-·c;·e>-cie-·A·-·-·-·-·-·: 

'Er:rl-aiC[~'~'~'~'~'~'~,~-~-~~~-~~--~--~--~--~--~--~--J 
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Or Barton 

®OC 1 S September 2002 

Df Bartorr The CommitteH hm.> C<'.Hflful!y considered the inlorrnation 
i·"';-'.">~f'(O jl· .;{)r·ir>\} ~:l"Q h~<<;, i'j..-::<to~m~'"'~<t"l ·i~·~;·)i }·.; i•·• r~c;-> >"l(.>>''·,:::.s·s'::)<'\' f<'l'' t"ji:) L-<.:,..~~J.'l ... · H t ...... ;<:.'..; l...h:~ _ z:-~ ... ~~ '-"-;-... '":ts .. ~ .cJ~to:.: ....... ~~L . .s:l t .. ~ '""""~ !~ ........................ ~ ... o,..,:t .... ~ div 

protr;\dinn of rnernbers of the pub!lc in the public intl:::~rn~~t or in your 
own interests that an Ord<::r undm Section 4 ·1 A of the tv1edica; .Act i98:l 
'·f·' '"Hnl:~ndr.>r< t:'hf<Uld bb rnqQA in r<~'·ht:r)t) tr; \<():jr rr.v+.:·t:-::ltior~ \Nhjl<>t th:::. ~ -._':} (. • ~ ~.,;;· ~ -.. ... • ·A) ~..;. ... ./ · V {.:.x "..../ _ · •• , (. 0. ~' • ~.. >ol'<: .- ' • .._.,; ~ Q , ~ : • . '!.: . • ...... ~ . ! ··"' 

rnatters referred to tb:: GhAC are rr:;solved. 

The vievv Clf the Cornm1Hee is that there is no mHN n:ateria! in this cB.sE~ 
srnce the orevlous hf:;arino. of the lntedr-r1 Orders Cornroittef:~ on 21 

~ ·~7 

kbrch 2002. The Committee has r·.s·,0J.f:hod this deterrnlnation in the !lqht 
of this arKi thH logal assessor's advice, 
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THE 

MDU 

Facsimile The Medical Defenc1 
Union Limite< 

legal Departmen 

To: 

Company: 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·r 

Fax no: ! CodeA ! 
----------t,·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-r---

From: 

Date sent: 

Time sent: 

To~ S . P · &:t.-( Kcu 

\b \D~ \o2.. 

No. of sheets inclusive: 4-
---.. ~-----------

Re: 
-------------------.,---------------··--·-----

If you do not rsceive legible copies of all the pages please notify us immediately by 
telephone or rax.. 

Privacy & Confidentiality Notic~ 
This facsimile msy cont.-.in privileged and confidential information intended for the named 
recipi~nt only. If you have received this facsimile in error please notify us immediately by 
telephone. 

Specialists in: Medical Defence Dentai.Oefence Nursing Defenc~ Risk Management 

230 Blackfriars F<oad, London, SEi 8PJ T~lephGne 020 7202 1500 F<H:sirnilt:< 020 7202 1663 
DX No 36505, l. AMBETH 'Nebsite w•.vw.the-mdu.com E. mail mdu@thc,-mdu.com 

Registsred in Engl~nd ~95705G. Registered Office: 2~0 Bl~c~~rrl;srs Ro~~d Lo:1don SE"I !:PJ 
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16 / o 9 · o 2 12 : 19 FAx i·-·-·-·-c-c;c:ie-·A:-·-·-·-! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

THE M D l' LEG:\.L [4J002 

Please quote our reference when communicating with us about this mAtter 

e Our ref: ISPBITOC/0005940/Legal 

Your ref: ACE/HJ/FPD/2000/204 7 

16 September 2002 

Mr Adam Elliott 

Committee Section 

General Medical Council 

178 Great Portland Street 

London, Wl W 5JE 

Also by fax: i-·-·-·-·-·-cocie_A_·-·-·-·-·-i 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

Dear Mr Elliott 

Dr J ane Barton 

THE 

MDU 
MDU Services Limited 

230 Blaekfriars Road 
Londun 

SEi SPJ 

DX No. 36505 
Lambeth 

Legal Departmant of The MOU 

Freephone: 
Telephone: 

Fax: 

0600 
020 7202 1500 
020 l202 16!33 

Email: mdu@the-mdu.corn 
Website www.tha--mdu.com 

I write with refel-ence to OtU' telephone conversation on Friday concerning the 
forthcoming appearance of Dr Barton at the Interim Orders Committee. As I indicated 
when we spoke on Friday, Dr Barton is presently on sick leave having recently 
undergone operation. It would not therefore be possible for her to appear at the hearing 
on the 19th September. In these circumstances I write novl to request that this hea1·ing 
is adjourned to a time •vhen Dr Bru·ton can attend. 

I am enclosing with my letter a sickness certificate, from which you will see that Dr 
Barton has been advised that she should refrain from work for a period of 3 weeks from 
today's date_ 

I understand the next period over which the IOC will consider cases is pt- 3rd Octob€r. 
Mny I respectfully suggest that in the circumstances Dr Barton's case should be 
adjourned until 3rc October. Although she would in theory still be on sick leave at that 
point, she would hope to be in a position to attend then. If that were not to be possible 
then clearly I would endeavour to notify you in good time. That should at least ensure 
that this matter is heard as soon as possible, but with reasonable delay to ensure that 
Dr Barton is recovering. I anticipate you will agree that a hearing on 1 •t or 2nd October 
would be unwise, simply increasing the risk that she might not have recovered by that 
time. 

Finally, can I let you know that Dr Barton will not be practicing ··- for obvious reasons -
during the currency of the sickness certificate enclosed -·- being 3 weeks from today's 
date_ 

Specialists ln: Mectlc;;l Defence Oent.al Defence f~un.ing Duf~nc< Rl;;l< ManagamGnt 

MDU Services Ltcl i~ 011 rigenl for The ldeciir(r/ D•.'/enr:e Union Lta (rh• }efDU) ond for Zu.rich ln->'"''""''' Company, whhh is" r11ember of !he .485ociario1; 
of Briti.;h lrw;urers (.1}31). The .MDU i.s not an in.suT'"'"'" 'ompan;,·. The bwefits of membership of !};e ;lfVU are all di.screliorwry ond are subjecf tD tli< 
MemOnlrl.du.m cmd Artic).,., of At,sod.mion. 

Regictered in England J9:070B6 Register9d Office: ;z:;,o Blackfriar$ Rc~c; london SE 1 &P.J 
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e Ourref: 

Your ref: 

L--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

ISPBtrOC/0005940/Legal 

ACE/HJ/FPD/2000i204 7 

16 September 2002 

GMC101247-0507 

[4] 003 

Page 2 of2 

I look forward to hearing from you and please do not hesitate to contact 1ne if I can 
assist further_ 

Yours sincerely 



;'c::r tk.;tl.l'inr,; i:>i"lt 0'1~~ (SSP) purp(;j!.e& • fl~ it-: P;>J1 /1. C~f,,.J<;,at Al1;0 1111 ;~ 
Pan H ii the t:o,::lor ~ gl:vt~n yo<J ;;. (;f.l~'tl :::::, rcs.t~mll! w-;.rl< Cl«<! "r '-ien.;l tl"~'' 
curnpl~t«ti fC!":f't< 10 )'O~.>l. *>fflPk:yvt 

I'. l"c·t t1oolw S.'"wf•[)l :ll.~>"l!oo,a:.; · 
·ro <)(c~NWt> ;) -cla!m tor 10tate ~""o$)fit ftll 11'1 F<1rts A •nd ;;; '01 thP. lr.>tm 
I;)>'H~t. A!::;(1 flll itl f'aH $ i11.he ~CIOf !'I~ ~ivert you '~ dat<"! lt} r-e~m<;l 
'"-l:l-rk. Si!,n ;:ttc<J t13a:te tt'"" lr.lttn am.l gi:l:'~ m Mnd it y\X.!r l.~l StK%1 
Sl%'1nity ()~IJ' Qt.HC"Kl..Y t1:1 <lVQ:t:J !e<!llfl9 .bl'mei\i 

KCT£.~ Jo ,:;!i.ift )1(>\lr .;l~it:ll t~ :il.alt! monl>!lt )'Qil muM u:>-a IO<~r, ~1:;,1 ff yo>J :c;r·'> 
:li~IHlm~~(l)''i!:tL vrwrn!l~OY<!!'" Qf l"•<::<H~mp!Qyeo OR f~ S$P> :t ·1-t~\J Sff; .lltl 
<:;'fl'lp!o~·~.;e. Fof iUri:he.t \:ll3!itia gall:t~f'i!i1l8~ Worn Sroru St~e.,r\~' U>t..U Olf!:ct?<$! 

~~~!~:: .=r~~~e::=~~ .. 
I n:t>'llllli"IO';'f:i you tud~'f~Y MU w:~·,..::~~-t)d you >t...U 

(a) "You n~oo nol Wl 'l'<.ll-1 Sf>t<ul<l t'&frni•• lruw ... ~ 

~~~~<>tt~"r> t<>r•t •. '3. ~ ........ ,_--> 

nnum!l. 

c::r:agnot'l$ et]c't'>clr D<~><::·r@r 
cnuz;!'!~ a~M»:-<l ~t.m< -w~~k 

GMC1 0124 7-0508 



In reply please quote VC/MK/2000/2047 

Plea.~.~.J~.rtflr~.!?.~LY.Q!Jr reply to the Committee Section FPD 
Fax i Code A ! ··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

13 Snptember 2002 

Special Delivery 

Dr J A Barton 

Code A 

Dear Or Barton 

GMC101247-0509 

G, ·1::. N. r: TJA .L 
,l .. Ll\ . 

!V\EI)l(~Al 
CC)lJN(~IL 
Jf!.Otcct ing p~-·~t h:nts·~ 

qui,!uw doctun 
•. -0 

I am writing to notify you that the information about your conduct receivf)d 
from Hampshire Constabulary and referred by the Preliminary Proceedings 
Cornrnittee on 29 August 2002 for an inquiry by the Professional Conduct 
Committee, has now been considered by the President of the GMC under 
Hu!e 4(a) of the General Medical Council (Interim Orders Committee) 
(Procedure) Rules 2000. 

The information considered by the President is as was considered by the 
Preliminary Proceedings Conu11ittee, a copy of which 1 enclose. The President 
was also made aware that tho Police and the Crown Prosecution Service are 
now considering a!! five cases against you, 

The President has noted the powers vosted in the Genera! Medical Council by 
the Medical Act 1983 (Amendment) Order 2000 and the General Medical 
Council (Interim Orders Committee) (Procedure) Rules 2000 and considers 
that the circumstances are such that you should be invited to appear before 
the lnterkn Orders Committee in order t11at it may consider whether !t Is 
necessary for the protection of members of tho public or is otherwise in the 
public interest, or is in your own interests that an fnterim order should be 
made suspendinrJ your registration or imposing conditions on your registration 
in exercise of the powers under section 4 ·1 A( 1) of the Medical Act 1983 as 
amended. 

The President reached· his docislon havino considered the information that the 
Police and Crown Prosecution Service are now in~9stigating five cases and 
the fact that thn Preliminary Proceedihgs Cornmittoe considered it necessary 
to refer this case for an inquiry by the Professional Conduct Committee. 



GMC101247-0510 

You are invited to appear before the !ntf::rim Orders Committee at 11.a0 on 
19 September 2002 at the Council's offices at 44 Ha Ham Street, London, W1, 
if you so wish, to address the Committee on whdher such an order should be 
made in your case. You may, if you wish, be represented by Counsel, or a 
solicitor, or by a member of your family, or by a representative of any 
professional organisation of which you may be a member. You may also be 
accompanied by not more than one medical advis(~L The Committee is, 
however, empowered to rnake an order in relation to your registration 
irrespective of whether or not you are present or represented. 

You are invited to submit observations on the case in writing. Any 
observations will be c!rcuiHted to the IOC before they consider your case. 
Your observations should be marked for the attention of Adarn E!liott, 

. r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Committee Section {fax no L.-·-·-·-·~.~~~.~-·-·-·J. 

You are .invited to state in wrltlng whether you propose to attend the meeting, 
whether you will be represented or accompanied as indicated above, and if 
so, by whom, 

ThH Interim Orders Committee normally rneets in private but you may if you 
wish, under the provisions of rule 9 of the Procedure Rules, direct that the 
meeting should be held in public. If you wish for the meeting to be held in 
public could you please notify Adam Elliott, Committee Section (fax nurnber 
as above), as soon as possible. 

The GMC is under a statutory duty to publish the outcome of IOC hearings. 1t 
is our usual practice to do so by placing the outcomes of hearings on our 
web site. If you do not attend tho hearing could you please supply Adam 
Elliott (fax number as above) with a telephone or fax number whem you can 
be contacted on the day of the hearing so we can !et you know of the decision 
before placing the inforrnation on our website, If you do not provide such a 
contact nurnber, or we are unable to contact you, the outcome of the hearing 
will still be published. 

If you intend to consult your medical defence society, or to take other legal 
advice, you should do so without delay. 

I enclose copies of the relevant provisions of the rv1edica! Act, the Interim 
Ordors Committee Procedure Rules, and a paper about ttle procedures of the 
!nterirn Orders Committee. 

The documents endosed with this letter may contain confidential information. 
This material is sent to you solely to enable you to prepare for this hearing. 
T'he documents rnust not be disclosed to anyone else, except for the purpose 
of helping you to prepare your defence. 

Pt"<Jteclill_q raUcnts, 
JllidinH ,ioctor> 
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Please will you wrlte personally to acknow!ed~1e n~ceipt of this letter quotinn 
the reference above, 

Yours sincerely 

[~~~~~:~:~:~:~~~~:~~~~~] 
Venessa Carroll 
Assistant Registrar 

cc: By Courier 
Mr lan Barker 
The Medical Defence Union 
MDU Services Limited 
2~30 Blackfriars Road 
London 
.SE1 8PJ 
{}mur reference: !SPB/TOC/99000'79/Legal) 

f'roreCI in9 rotients. 

l
1
,ui,lino ,/octors 

L {/ 



In reply please quote ACE/JJC/VC/200012047 

Please address ~our reply to the Committee Section FPD 
Fax [_·~--~--~--~~~~~-~~-~--~-----~--~_"] 

23 September 2002 

Special Delivery 

Or Jane Barton 
-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i i 
i i 
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Dear Or Barton 

Notification of Decision of the Interim Orders Committee 

GMC1 0124 7-0512 

("~ -E, N r 0 AI 
_l . ·' . . L .[\_ . ·' 

tv\E ·o I C A . .L 
c:<)lJ.NCIL 
1)1,.); ''C <·I' l' ("! l'("l" t ; ''"'" N· t d,.. {· ~.("f .·•• -•>.-t-".J.I.C.-J_, 

goirh Df] duaors 

On 19 September 2002 the Interim Orders Committee of the GMC considered 
whether it was necessary for the protection of members of the public or was 
othfJrwise in the public interest or in your own interests to make an Order under 
Section 41A(1) of the Medical Act 1983 as amended (the Act). 

You were present at the meeting, and were represented by Mr .Jenkins, Counsel, 
instructed by the Medica! Defence Union. 

At the conclusion of the proceedings of the Interim Orders Committee in your case 
on '19 Septernber 2002 the .Chairman announced the Committee's determination as 
follows: 

''Dr Barton: The Cornrnitiee has carefully considered the information before it 
today and has determined that it is not necessary for the protection of 
members of the public, in the public interest or in your own interests that an 
Order under Section 41A of the Medical Act 1983, as amended, should be 
made in relation to your registration whilst the matters referred to the GMC 
are resolved. 

The view of the Committee is that tl'tere is no new rnaterial in this case since 
the previous hearing of the Interim Orders Committee on 21 f\~arch 2002. The 
Committee has reached this determination in the light of this and the legal 
assessor's advice." 

r }~ (~n:~~1L ]\.,rd~HH[ Sixt~(·t L·.)~:<:L:;l: \.\.·.-1 \V :;}L TLJJ..:pb<tnt: ~.:-~:{) ;~. ~,-~ --~~~·-: ~ t.-·.~K '))c;. }·:~: -~ -~~.:,·~·' 

c:na31 · 1:.:k.urg ,.~,.'\\'\V .. ~trnc-u}:.nr~:~ 



Yours sincerely 
r·--------------------------------------------------------------------------

; 

i Code A 
; 

L ___________________________________________________________________________ ! 

Peter Gray 
Assistant Registrar 

cc: I an Barker·- Medlcal Defence Union, 230 B!ackfriars Road, London SE1 8PJ 
[ref: ISPB/515/0005940/Iegal] 

PtoUX,'tillf.J (hli icnts, 

gu.iding docturs 

• .. :_ 
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To 

GMC101247-0515 

'1, Mr Peter S'Nain 
Acting Head of CCPS 
2, President 

Frorn Venessa Carro!! 
Senior Caseworker 
Conduct Case 
Presentation Section 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~] 

Date 12 September 2002 

Referral of Case to the Interim Orders Committee: Dr J A Barton 

1.. The Pre!imrnary Procf.lt.Xllngs Cornmlttee (PPC) Cf)nsidemd this cas~ on 
29 August 2G02, ':;Vt'\en the Cc..';ofTH11lttee difech:=:d H1at the case be n::rerred to the 
Professional Conduct CornmHtt:.1e (PCC::). P,, copy of the it.ern considered by the 
PPC is aUach~.::d (Flan A). Havfng referred this c.ase h::J the PCC, thr~ PPC vvas 
rnade avvare of the fact thar this case had been consid~Jred by the lOC and that 
nn nr ... h-">r· t.,,_~..-l ~)O·f"f' <'Y-~;·{,::; (EJ·)P rw;t.:~ ,..,f ,•p,:;;,·'L'"'"''('H'l f:k<>'l RI Tl.1.A (.~0 ... :.1.'l.m.ittP..;.{;l did··· .. ~ ..... ~ .. ,.,. '\.-:. .. ,.~. J .. .:;,..t\J t o;;,;.·~..i' ~ ~~~{...t'\,,.,oe~,..~ ... ~ ............ ~ ... .,.-....,~ '\.,.•:f ~~ .......... ~ o~;.;~v:~·---"$ ., • . ..:.:1:~·3 ~.~·· ..... ....- ~ ~~V .... 

not trH;rebre rnake <::cJ ded~1ion about referral to lOG, 

2, 1\t the time of u--le head no th•J CQrnrn!th;:.e 'Nas B\"·H-:lre that the casf~ of 
Giady}> nlchards had h:en referre{j back tz_:, the CPS. Since that rneetinfJ, 
throuor1 contact \-vith the police am) the Reo!onel Director of Put>!ic HfJalU·: (SE 
region), l hcl'-/t~ boen inforrnod thnl: the CPS are novv conskier!ng £-lll five cases 
against Dr Bartcm, not just the case- of Gladys: F~.icr1arc1s as they did previously. 
ln view of this and the fact that the status of the case has changed as it has 
novv been referred to the PGC. you are invited to CCHlsider referring th!s caf.;e to 
the lOC tcw it to reconsider this case. 

:{~ r~~t:~.ase tefet)hc~.ne~ mt1 if yc~u WOtlit) Hkf~ tc~ ciiscuss th:Ls furtr~t3r~ i shc>u'k1 t)e 
qratetul if you could contlrrn your dcclsbn as soon as posslbif:, 
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