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To: "Joanna Bower" <Joanna.Bower@rlb-law.com>
From: Brian Deer <mail48@briandeer.com>
Subject: FAO DR ANDREW WAKEFIELD
Cc: info@thoughtfulhouse.org
Bcc:
Attached:

Dear Dr Wakefield,

I'm directed by editors managing my investigation of the MMR matter for The Sunday Times to inform you that we
intend to publish further on this topic, and particularly on your role in it.  It is now some five years since I first sought
to discuss with you your work, and I've made numerous attempts to do so.  As you will appreciate, the safety of
children by means of vaccination is an unparalleled issue of public interest and concern.

As you will know, not least as a result of our concurrent attendance at the General Medical Council fitness to
practise hearing into your conduct, I'm now extremely familiar with the precise medical histories, diagnoses and so
forth of the children enrolled for your study, published in the Lancet on 28 February 1998.  Based on this knowledge,
and other sources of information, including the cooperation of families enrolled in your research, I must put to you,
for your response, a number of serious matters.

(1) That you repeatedly, and without justification, changed and misreported findings from those children
for publication in the Lancet. 

I cite, for instance, three children who you represented as having regressive autism, who in fact had Asperger's
disorder, or in one of those cases PDAS, which are not regressive and involve no loss of language or other basic
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duty to read and understand - show that some five of the 12 children were subject to concerns prior to vaccination,
and were not "normal".  Other children, who you claimed to have suffered their first "behavioural symptoms" within
days of vaccination, in fact had none for months.  In the cases of some 8 children - two thirds of the total - you
changed normal histopathology results to abnormal results, in a so-called "research review", despite claiming that
the series was merely a clinical report.

(2) That, without justification, you omitted parental links to MMR in the case of one quarter of the children,
in order to reach your unsubstantiated claim in the paper that problems came on within days.

Contrary to your claim that the parents of 8 of 12 children linked MMR to their child's problems, in fact the parents of
11 of the children made this connection whilst at the Royal Free.  The additional, unreported, children are Child Five,
Child Nine and Child Twelve.  Their parents said that problems came on between one and four months after MMR,
and their hospital records, which you had access to (and in one case wrote), show this.  Through the device of their
omission, you contrived to create the appearance of a clearcut temporal link between MMR and autism, when there
was none such.  Furthermore, by their omission, you contrived to create the appearance that these children were
routine clinical cases passing through the hospital, when in fact, as you knew, they were recruited, marshalled and
referred in collaboration between you, JABS and a solicitor.  As such, they were bound to blame MMR when they
came to the hospital.

(3) That the paper you wrote and published in the Lancet was a device, assisting you in obtaining money
from the Legal Aid Board.

I draw to your attention your prior contractual undertaking with Mr Barr, and your joint undertaking to the Legal Aid
Board to attempt to find a "new syndrome".  This latter undertaking was entered into before any of the children were
admitted to the Royal Free, or you could ever have known of any syndrome.  Eighteen months later, you would
declare that you had found precisely such a syndrome, based on the 8/12 temporal link, and an alleged coincidence
of regressive autism and inflammatory bowel disease.  The records show that neither of these are valid.  Without the



Joanna Bower, 11:38 AM 2/6/2009 +0000, FAO DR ANDREW WAKEFIELD

Printed for Brian Deer <mail55@briandeer.com> 2  

public ever suspecting, the route by which you reached this claim required the wholesale changing and misreporting
of data.  Following your claims, to which you attached the reputations of 12 other, generally unwitting, doctors, you
successfully extracted substantial sums of money from the legal aid fund, not least for the business Unigenetics, of
which you were a director, and for yourself personally.  We have previously reported that the Legal Services
Commission says that you pocketed more than £435,000, plus expenses.  The amounts you received increased as
the scare you created continued: the grossest possible conflict of interest.

(4) That, additional to the above, in recent years you have reviewed your changes and misreportings in
the Lancet, and yet you have neither withdrawn your claims in the paper, nor sincerely and publicly
apologised for your conduct, as you should have done.

As a result of the GMC hearings, you have been supplied with all the documentation, and, indeed, were last year
taken by counsel through the changes and misreportings.  There can be no question that you know the precise
details of these children.  Particularly given outbreaks of measles, widely reported in UK media most recently today,
and the appalling burden of guilt laid on the parents of autistic children who believe it was their own fault for
vaccinating their child, you had an absolute duty to come forward at the earliest opportunity and make the position
clear. You have not done so, but indeed continue to display the paper's claims on your website, and to campaign
against MMR.

(5) That, overall, you created the appearance of a possible link between MMR and autism, when you
knew, or should have known, that there was no reasonable basis for this in the histories of those children,
and, as a result have caused immense and growing harm, unnecessary concern and waste of public
money.

In summary, not one of the 12 children is free of serious doubt as to the manner in which their case has been
reported by you.  Indeed, there is no real evidence that any of the children were as you reported in the Lancet. 
When lack of evidence of previous normality, lack of evidence of regression, lack of evidence of inflammatory bowel
disease, and lack of any temporal link as you describe, are taken into account, there was no basis in the records for
your claim to have discovered any new syndrome at all.

As you will see, the issues we raise with you are not the same as the charges you face before the GMC, although
the fitness to practise hearings have, as expected, yielded important insights and evidence.  It is clear that,
particularly in the context of measles outbreaks in the UK, US, Europe and now Australasia, it is important that the
public be urgently informed of the true position at the earliest possible date.

You will, of course, appreciate that there is nothing in this email which could reasonably be described as new or
surprising to you, or which requires from you any complex inquiries or checking. You have been taken through the
children's records on numerous occasions, several times in my presence.  The records have also been reviewed by
five QCs, in our joint presence, and there can be no real room for doubt or confusion as to what they say.  There can
also be no room for doubt as to the pivotal importance of the Lancet paper, although, of course, you are free to
express your views on that, and indeed on anything else, and we will take all reasonable steps to pay proper heed to
what you may say.

I have supplied a copy of this email to your lawyers in London, as well as to your business Thoughtful House. 
Although I have no control over editorial content, I'm advised that publication on this issue is expected, in the light of
the alarm over measles, to be this Sunday.  I look forward to your response today, or at the latest by noon
tomorrow.

Yours sincerely,

Brian Deer


