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GENTRAT MIDICAT. COUNCTY,

DISCIFTIVA?Y COMVINTUE

Wednesday, 24th July, 1974
Tourcsday, 25%h Julv, L1974
Fridav, 26th Julv, 1974

The President, Sir JOHN RICHAND3ON, in the Chair

Case of

PRASAD, Sharangdhar

‘The Committee inguired into the following charge

against Sharangdhar Prasad, registered as of 229 Portland

Road, FEdgbaston, Rirmingham 17, MB BS 1959 Patna:-
« "fhat, being registered under the Medical Acts,

Between about September 3, 1973 and about
February 22, 1374, in return for feegi_you
issued pres crl“tlons fo; orugo other~ise_than
in the co Tt nd \ig
particular, vou so issued toe Dvescrlptlo“ )
o set out in the schedvle accomgahving th
' sent to you by the General ledic¢aI —ouncil on
' April B, 1974;

And that in relation to the facts alleged vou
have been guilty of serious professional mis-
conduct.”

-

Dr Praczad was present and was represesnted by Mr

~r

P, Baylis of liessrs Hemysons; Solicitors to the Medical
Defence TUnion,

Mr R. Du Canr of Ccunsel, instructed by Messrs

“aterhouse & “Yomnanr, Soliciters te the Council, appeared

in order uo Trecent the Tacts to the Comittee.

The ASSIASTAVT =ESISTRAR read the charse.



Mr DU CANN: The form of the charge here requires
the Comwmittee to examine -the way in which -and the ground
upon which the doctor was issuing prescriptions to about
40 different patients between the dates which are set out
in the charge, namely, the 3rd September 1973 and the 22nd
February 1974. ~ A schedulc¢ has beenprepared setting out
the relevant details of those presctiptions which have
already beén seen by Mr Baylis and, of course; by the
doctor, together, I think, with phuto copies of the
___££§§criptions which form the basis of the schedule. Hay
I tell you, before I ask fér the¢ copies of the schedule
and some copies of the prescriptions to be handed in,
that there are three additional prescriptions which apply
to one of the patients, named lodge. Those came to hand
after the schedule had been prepared. Immediately that
was done Mr Baylis was informed and I understand that
there is né objection, and that those three further
prescriptions can be added, and I can direct the attention

of the mewmbers of the Committec to the relevant part of the

————

schedule in due course.
SChel

'Mr BAVLIS: That is correct.

Mr DU CANN: Can I ask that the copies of the schedule
should be handed in to the members of the Committee together
vith the three extra copies of the prescriptions? May T
ask that the schedule, to which we shall b: referring a
great dealduring the course of the nearing, may be marked
as BExhibit 1 and the prescriﬁtions as Exaidbit 2, and so
that there is no moment wihen we are confused at all, the
three additional prescrinticns relating to Iodgre could ve

2(a).



The question of bona fide prescription - thc words
used in the charge - is one to be deter?incd only by thié
Committee. Can I simplr refer to it so that the matter
canjbe examined at leisure in due course? I base thét

statement upon the Jjudgment of the Privy Council in the

. ecase of John Petro in 1968, which concerned the prescribing

of drugs which were then known as "dangerous drugs™. The

drugs that we are concerned with here, with the exception
of Nembuta. and Euinal, fall under the heading of scheduled
© or controlled drugs as set put ir the schedules at the back
of the }isuse of Drugs Act, 1971, which came into force in
July of 1973.
If the‘facts are established and accepted by the Com-
mittee then it would appear that this charge would amount
to 2 criminal offence by the doctor as a result of the
provisions of sections 5(1) and 7(3) of the Misuse of
Drugs Act. Section 5{1) makes it unlawful for a person
to have a controlled drug in his possession. Section 7(3)
is a saving clause where such drugs are prescrited by a
@ doctor acting in his capacity as such. Those are the ,ﬁ
words which appear in the sub-section of gection T

In a nutshell, the facts appear to estabiish that Dr

Prasad was not on these occasions which are set out in the
schedulie prescribing drugs in his capacity as a doctor,
This matter comes to lignt as a result of the change
in the law in another direction Dbrought about by the
Misuse of Drurs Lct, tecause one of its effects was to
require chemists to retain private prescriptions issued by
goctors where those prescriptions included dangercus or

controlled érugs; and it is as a resvlt of the collecticn



df a number of private prescriptions - by no means all;
i wish to make that absclutely clear at the outset -
‘issued by Df Prasad that.the inquirv was éble tc be made and
a number of the persons seen whose names appear upon the
Schedule.
There are in fact seven persons who have attended
as "patients®" of Dr Prasad who are available to us to call
to give evidence before you, Perhaps I>cou1d simply go
through the schedule so that I can direct the Committee's
@_____a_ﬂzention to who-those persons are. Bach of the individuals
whose names appear haée a number. It is in fact No.Z2,
whose name appears as Bremner but whose true name is Sorby.
It is one of the features in the case that in a number of
instances persons were able to attend and obtained
prescriptions despite the fact that they were giving false
particulars relating ito themselves and to the addresses.
I refer to No.7 on page 2, Mr Donnelly; No. 22 on page
6, Mr Lodge, Who gave the name as Lande, as you can see
frola the schedule; and No.24, whose correct name is Robich-
© Adux but who gave the name of Miller. This is one of the
| instances of a false address as well, Then No.25, Mr
"Murray; No.27, Mr Robinson; and then finally one person
whose name does not appear upon the schedule because the
prescriptions have nnt been obtained, who has the name of
Owen Jones. That is seven different witnesses,
I will tell you abcut tnose personsstraight away.
Mr Brémner is &t pnresent serving a sentenée of imprisonment
at Winson Gresn Prison and attends here under escort.
No.22, Tande or T.odge, is about to complete a period of
@ detention in a detention centre, and he also appears under

S ————————

escort. No.27, Robinson, is serving a sentence of



imprisonment at Shrewsbury Prison. Trom that fact alone

it is clear that the Committee will have to regard the
evidence comin- from these persouns with some cauvtion, quite
apaft from the cauvtion whi¢h would be necessary in any event
in view of the fact that it was plain from the evidence that
the persons who weré attending Dr Prasad's surgery were those
persons who were consuming quantities of drugs themselves,

if not also acting as distributofs for part of the guantities
of drugs which they obtained., Some of these persons

clearly are known to one another but I think not all,

but they will speak of many festures surrounding IRIXDXEAIREK
the "prescription" by the doctor which appear to be
wholly in common and from which it is possible for us to
say that this was not bona fide prescribing, and secondly
the doctor was well aware of what he was doing and indeed
of the risks ne was running,
Quite apart from the question of givins false

addresses and nzmes, it is clear on an examination of this
matter that the persons who were afttending at his surgery

® were drawn from a much wider area as private patiegﬁg__==,_.
than those attending his surgery under the National Health
Servica. More significantly, perhaps, the dcctor was
instrﬁéting those who were obtaining these drugs - the
Committee will already have seen that they include both
stimulants and barbituratés: which are raﬁely prescrived
together - to drou the scripté anywhere other than at the
city centre chemists, so that there would not be an
accunuelation of prescriptions in the city centre of

Birminghem, #ut that they wodd be at different chemisis



(14))

©

over as wide an areas as possible. Some of those who went
Yo him attendéd to that instrvction and some oif them did not,
The patients similarly were told not té mention his name

to other people and not to say in any circumstances where
or how the prescriptions were obtained. Save in one |
inctance only, no kind of physical éXamination was made by
the doctor of any of these people, no proper history was
taken from them, and as a result eﬁidence which could liave
been avail zble to the doctor that some of these peéple
either at the time or in the past had been attending All
Saints Addiction Unit in Birminghain was not seen by the
docter, Out of the 40 different persons whose names
appear upon the schedule, no less than 16 were known to

.All Saints - mostly in the past, it is right to say, but

a few also concurrently witnh the prescribing.

This was a cash trade. The prescriptions were exchanged
for pound notes initially upon the basis that £2 was required
for a pfescription of 20 tablets and £4 for 40, Subsequently
those foes were raised to £3 for 20 and £5 for 40.

In addition to a number of the addicts ~ if that is
the right word to give to these people to whom I have
referred - I shall be calling brieflv Dr Cwens, who is the
oonsultant psycniatrist at the All Saints Addiction Unit,
to speak as to those persons whose names appcar upon the
schedvle having been or being treated at that Unit, and
who will be able to confirm what will alreadiv be known, of
course, 1o members of this Committee -~ that proscribing
in thie way of these types of drugs cutcide the treatment

available at the Unit and beinz given at the Tnit underiinecs

cverything which is being done at that Unit., Dr Owens

will be able to sav that, so far as he is aware, at no



time did Dr Prasad contact the Unit, at any rate in a way
which involved direct or indirect ccntact with him. He
will add what is already also, L think, well known to the
members of the Committee -~ that a physical ekamination and
the taking of a detailed histbry from anybody who is secking
drugs of these categories is absolutely essential if proper
treatment, controlled and directed and sensible treatment,
is to be given,
In addition to thqse facts, which I have described
® only in the briefest possible outline, may I add t@ggg_____.,”
two facts. On the 6th December 1973, which is about
half-way through the period wita which the Committee
is concerned, Dr Prasad was visited by a Detective
Sergeant Brown and warned that a number of persons for
whom he was prescribing drugs were giving to him false
names and addrescses, and that a number of the patients
were, as a result of the quantities of drugs and types
of drugs being prescribed by the doctor, suffering from
overdoses of those drugs. The doctort's reply was.that

@& he was not responsible for what was done with the drugs

by the patients after they left his surgery. But he said
he wouvld bear the information in mind. It would appear
irom the schedule and from the evidence which can be given
by the addicts that the doctor continued in his practice
exactly as before,

Cn the 19th Febdbruary Mr Spear and Mr Waters, both
Iﬁspectors in thé rugs Branch of the Home Uffice, visited
the édcctor and will be able to give, if need be, the
full detail of their interviews, Apart from one or two

of tne prescriptions wiiich are contoined in the bundle



of prescriptions already handed in and marked Esthibit 2,
the doctor then admitted that all the ﬁrescriptions had
teen made out by him. There is no question, therefore,
of any of those prescriptions being false. In one or two
instances there is an alteration of the date, but tﬁat does
n~ot go to the root of the gquestion the Committee have to
determine. The doctor said, when being shown nearly
all thosevprescriptions, that he thought that about 40
were hll the patients for whom he had prescribed drugs
15 of these kinds, adding that in some instances he had
prescribed drugs because the patients had returned earlier
than thev would norﬁally have been expectlted to return,
i.e., vefore the supplv ought to have run out, saying <hat
the drugs had been stolen or that their girl friends had
destroyed then. He was asked whether any of those
patients were on his National Health Service list and
he said that they werevnot, that they were new patients
- Yo him, and when he was asked what steps he took to check
their ctories ne replied, "I thoroughly checked them and
© -éxamined them and solfar as possible checked with their .
'previous doctors." - |
According to the evidence wiich is available, that clain
is not in any way supported by anv of the addicts. He was
unable to furnish anv “doctors at all with whom he had
checked. He was asked whether he knew whet-er any of the
40 persons were under the care of doctors at the All
Saints Unit and he replied "No." “e was asled if he had
ever referrcd any o1 his patients to that Addiction Unit

and he replied, "I have tried to persuade them to go but they

refused," ile was asked why it was he told the patients to



take the prescriptions as far afield as West Bromwich,

anda he replied that he had not done that, so that there
would appear to be a conflict beltween the addicts and the
dqoctor as to whether he did tell them to drop the scripts
outside the centre of Birmingham. He said at one time to
Mr Spear much as he had said to the Detective Sergeant -
that he cbuldhnot be responsible for what happens when

the patients left with the prescriptions, and when he was
told that some of them admitted to passing their supplies
to others he said "I don't know anything about that." He
complained that it was:immensely difficult for him to

run his practice because he was a dtranger in this country
and that running the practice was very #mmuch like sitting
in an opren market, and that it was in the circumstances
difficult for him to turn people away without insulting
them and getting a stream of abuse such as "you blaék
bastard bugger." He promised to let Mr Spear have certain
information, namely, a list of the patients for whom be

said ne had prescribed. That was not furnished to Mr Spear,

and on the 3rd April he returned to see the doctor again, -

also with Mr VWaters. Mr Spear said that not only had he
not received that information from the doctor but, desvite
writine to him, rno inforration had bteen furnished at all,
and tae doctor then claimed that ne haé been in touch with
the Medical Defeuce Union and said tnat he had stopped
prescribing on the 20vh Pebruvary for all these patients,
and continuca That clainm in lockins through the schedule,
sa-ing that he had by then stopned fer everybody except
Miss 0fShaushnessy, No.26 on the schedule.

It wae an the 9th April that a letter was sent to the
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doctor from the Penal Ceses “Yommittee., I will ask that

a bundle of arnreed correszoncence may be handed in, I
think that will be Exhibiw 3, The form of the charge

as set out in paragrarh 2 on the first pase of that letver
is exactly the same as the form of the charge now before
the Committee, tut the Gaics ere slignhtly narrowér, as

you will see, The reply, which is at paze 2 of the bundle,
simply described the letter from the Penal Cases Committee
as a threatenings letter and made &« complaint zbout the
letter being delivered half open. I need not ask the Com=—

Q — — -

ittee +t0 read the detail of that now. You can read it

later on and it does not =zo to the root of the issve which
you have to inveéstigate. As a result (page 3) Mr Gray

on the 25th April 1974 wrote again asking, as you willi see
in the last paragraph, for sny exnlanztion the doctor
wiched to offier in relation to the matters set out in the
Council's letter of aAprii Sth. Subsequently twe letters
have been agreed as being put before vou which teouch uvon
the charge wnich vou have to iuvestigate.

0 The first of those is addressed to lir Buicher, dated

18th May 1974. I will direct the Committee': attetion,
if I may, to what wouid aprear to be the relevant parts.

by

Mr Butcher is a wertner with Hempsons. The second pavagrarh
reads: "As exnizained tovou, I don't agree that I have

aone malafide trestment and ticnce T h-ve ceen them the
vatients as individvals znd not as a groun, and uhence any
sugzestion br the Tone Office (I7r Jpears of the ome

0ffico) wovld Yo discrrded br me,¥ 1 do not understond

the seccud part of that. "{1) T have not iscued prescription

]

just to cttain woncy but thic vatients have corie a3
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individuals and I have ireated hiiz/her to the

best of myv abilities, reaiising fullv well that I would
be labelled as incapable ard ignorant if I send them %o
the doctor next door. (2) I have reviewed ali the cases
here and practically many of them have come for lack of
er.ergy, spirits, enthusiasm and loss of sleep, obesity,
inability to concentrate and sleep, and whatever medicine
I have prescribed has been for the wellbeing of the
patient. I have prescribed medicines (drugs) for a week

to a fortnisnt basis at the best. 1t has happened as I

have stated that in a few cases the medicine in the
possession of the patient has been lost from nim and that
he has tazken a little more of the drug for his wellteing
and hence after proper verification and under oath of the
patient, I have given him the répeat oprescription, but tais
has been very few and that also on human reasons, Also, I
I have to tell that I won't treat any patient assuming hin
to be.a scoundrel, I may have erred in my ciinical judg-

ment Lut not in the substance. Manv of the patients have

never returned to me realising I am very stiff with them.
m -~ A —————————

You have aiso to realise that the surgery is clossd on

the weekend (except for urszent casec) and hence to avoid
a rush on Mondayv pivescriptions for the next week have been
issued on Saturdar or Friday evening for the guantity due
for next weel," He then goes on to ceal with what he

descrites as "the threatening letiter cof the &.1M,7.%, and

at the too of the nextt pace says "I hope tuis clarifies

the sitvation. I have helned and rec-onded immediatel:
in the course of btetter umedicine. Pleasze telahonce ne

~

in the rmorning or bty 12 noon or bty alternocn.t
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Then onn the next page thereis a further letter of the
20th May 1974 addressed initially to I'r Putcher hut I imasine
furnished to the Penal Cases Committee by him on the doctor's
behalf, In the firsl paragrarh he refers to his analvsing.
That iz at line 4. I do not think I need refer to anviring
on the first page, bocavse it is dealing with the failure
of correspondsnce to reach him and his attempts {to delay the
consideraticn by the Penal Cases Committee because he has
not had sufficient time. “ould vou look at the last rage

of thaf letter, which begins at the top with paregrazh (2)°
S .

He writes; U"No substantial amouuts of amphetamines or
barbiturates have been written, but hardly a zupply of =2
week or two weeks (fifteen days at best) hawve been given.
Number of days have not been short but just the week days
wnen the surgery is in session, namely I had to give the
patients treatment so that he did not suffer at the weekend
or on holidars or on my half days etc. The interval has
never been that except in a verv few casés when the patient
genuinely conveyed that 2e has lost nis medicine and that
was also under oath of the patient. After all I am also

a puman being and I don't wovk on the presumption that a
particular patient/or a person is scoundrel to begin

with, Zhe patients in general had comnlaints of lack of

corncentration, enthusiazsm, cnergy and inability %c con-
centrate. I devote to the weorit, They also had rains in
thie bodr with lack of slee» ard many had obesity proble s,
I have worked for the phvsical and centval wellbeing ol the
patients and have not given malafide treatment. Man;y did

not sae my face after cecond or third Time gince I was verv

strict with them and acked thenm to go elscwhere.® In
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paragreph (3) he repests that he may have made an error

in his clinical judgrent, and in the ncxt paragraph he
-adds: "I had asked the patients to come to my N.H.S.

list but they have stubbornly refused the offer and in

many cases I did not iike to take them if they were liwvdng

far away. I can further assure you that since the appeal

or the Home Uffice representative I have stopped prescribving

amphetamine, barbiturates and other drugs and it has

completely been stopped with effect from 3 April 1974.‘

It must be appreciated thatwhatever referrals I have made

TR

to the psvchiatric clinic have either been turned dowvn or
gone irto default.” My evidence from Dr Owens at the
Unit is that no referrals have been made at all. In the
last paragraph he refers to a patient named Beston. He
says: “You can assure the G.,M.C. that I have taken it
seriously and am taking and have t{alken guidance in this
field. In patticular I have taken name of Mr Terry
Beston who had committed suicide on his own account, dut
anywav please discuss with me before sending any reply
~Lto-the G.M1.C. You can also tell them about" -~ and the
—

last werd is indecinherable,

Mr BAVI.IS: Also to us!

Mr DU CANN: If I wmay explain the reference %o
Beston, he is a verson vho died from an overdose of the drug
Tuinal pre-crited to him by Dr PBPrasad.

That deals with a substential tody of evidence in a
verv s-.ort forin, but I have done so detiberatelv so that I
can c2ll as manv witnesces as rossible befere the Ceomittee

adiourns., T rrould seex first to call those who are in

custody, first of ai: INr T.odge or Iande.



MAT.COT™M JO¥I 1.0DGE sworn

Examined bv VMr DI CANN

0 Is your name Malcolm John J.odge? A. Yes,

Q0 “here are you devained?. A. Whatton Detention Centre,
Q ‘'hat sentence are vou serving? A. Six months.

Q For what offence is *that? A. Forging prescriptions,
Q To obtain what? A. Diconal,

Q0 Have vou been taking that drug very long? A. Tor

two years.

Q I think at some time in 1973 you were living in Gosyport?
A, Yes,

0 _ llere vou taking the drug taen? A. Yes.

e ——————— et ——- -
Q Following that did vou come back to live at RBirmingnam?
A. I came to live at Birmingha:s after the offence which I
have mentiored.
Q When was that, roughlv speaking? A. June of 1973,

0 "ere vou recistered at the A1l Saints Addiction
Unit? A. Yes, Sir,

- Q From that time onwards were yvou attending at the
Unit? A. From Septexber.

-0 Vhat drug were you receiving from them? A. Physeptomne.

L. Yere vou getting suprlies or prescrintions for ithat
T o - - e ————
drug dailv? A. Weekly.

Q Round about Christmas - just answer this yes or no -
did vou meet someltody in a chemists in Firmin:ham? A. Yecz.

N As a result of -hat he gaid didi rou go csomewhere?
A. Yes.

7~ Where was that? A. To Ir Frasad.
0 VWnoreabcuts in Firmingha~r was that? A. Soho

n DBefore rcu saw the doctor did vou see his recepltionist?
A, Yes.

B

0 ‘Yhereabouts in 3irmingha:s were vou living at th
Time? A. Great Barr. R

Q0 "hat address? A, 1 vowdale *oad,.

L

O After speaking to the recevtionist did rou go in +to



see Dr Prasad? A, Yes,.

Q Were rou going to see him as a privete pnatient or
National National Service patient? A. As a private
patient.

Q Did he ask you your name and address? - A, Yes.

Q And what name did wvou give him? A. Malcdm Lande.

0 That is a false naze. Vhat about the address?
A. Todge Road.

Q Taken no doubt from vour own name? A. 1t is the
same road that All Sairnis is in,

N Did he make anv note of either of those details wrnile
you were there? A.He made a note of tne name and address.

0 On what sort of docvment, do wvou know? A. A vpiece
of notezaper.

Q Was tnat handed to you at all? A, It was handed to
me to sign.

Q0 Did you do so0? A. Yes,

Q ‘'hat was the next guestion that was put to you?
A. He asked ne waat drug I wanted,

, 0 Vas there anvthing intervening bestween rour giving
a false name and address and sigpning the piece of paper

with the false particulars on it and vour simvly being asked
by the doctor "What drug do you want?" A, When T first
went in there it was not the name and addéress first of

all. T was asked what I was there Ifor and wanted a
prescrivtion. He said, "hav vrescrinton dorou want?V

He said, "ihat do ~ou want it for?" I said, "For Digorali"

N You named the drug vou wanted yourself, did wou?
A. Yes. He then sai. thai that was rather a strong drug
_and he did not like prescribing it. I _then $01& him I
" had been using it for a wnile and that Diconal was the
onlv onz I wanted.

Q You said -that was the onlv drug vou wanted?
A, Yes. Then he gave me a siuort examination.

0 *hat dia that consist of? 4. Ye asked me tn take
ny jumver off and he stetnoscoped my chest ané back,

0 VYhat were -ou then wearing? A, a shirt. Then he
vient and sat down agzin and he asked re @mv nome and adaress,

back in the or<er in +hich you have
v? A. Yec. D S

N 50 we 2re nov
given things alreas

r
1

Q Can T bring -ou tack to tre exanination? Apart
from listening to our cuect aad back with a stethoscone
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did he examine any other rart of your bhody at all?
A. No, Sir,

N Did he examine your arms? A. No, Sir.
Q How were vou taking Diconal? A. Intravenously.

0 Injecting it whereabouts in vourself? A. In my
arm,

Q ‘hat sort of conditi:on were vour arms in at that
time? A. Not too bad, nut too good.

Q Having sat dovm again and having got your name:
and address what haprened? A. He procecded {o write out
a prescription which was for 20 Dicvonal and 20 Fortagesic.

0 Had rou acked for Yortagesic? A, No, 1 asked for
the Dirnonzl and he said he would rather give me Tortagesic,
ar.d he started to write the prescrintion out for Fortagesic,
After a 1ot of talking he put dovn the 20 Diconal as well
as the Fortacesic., Thnen he saiil it would be £3. I did not
have £5, only a £5 note, which I nlaced on the table.

0 What happened then? A, He took the £5 note, and as
he had messed z2pout with the prescriotion and crossed it
out he wrote out a new prescription, and instead of giving

me the change he wrote it out for 40 Diconal and 40

Fortagesic.

Q The first prescrintion he writes out for how many
Diconal and Fortagesic? A. ide proceeded to write it cut
for Fortagesic and added Diconal at the bottom.

Q0 At your request? A. Yes.

Q How many of each? A, Tventy.

0 de asked wvou for £3? A, Ves,

Q And vou vroduced a £5 note? A. Yes.

) And he writes out another prescription, this time
or 40 of each? A, Torty Diconal and 40 Iortagecic,

0 How much of the £5 did he xecp? A. The lot.

@ Did he ask vou anv questvions zbout rour medical
or wersonal historr? A. Yo, 3ir. de asked me if the
name and address I had given was rignt.

N Yo doubt vou said it was? A, I said it was,

fy Did he ask rou any aquestions about rour owm doctor?
A, Yo,

¢ Or »now he couid gev in touvrn with vour owm doctor?

A. No. et

0 Tid he acsk vou any question dircceted to finding out
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whether vou had cttended any kind of drug addiction
unit? A, Mo, 3iw.

Q Did ne ask vou for any evidence to identify
yourself, in other words, that rour true nawe was Lande
and that your true zddrecs was Lodge Road? A, Ho, Sir.

Q@ Having vassed over the prescrintion did he give you
any information or anv instruction as to howr you ought to
take the tablets orwhen you ought to take them? A. The
instruction was the same instruction that ne put on the
Trescription itself.

B ——————

Q Was anvthinz =said before wvou left z2bont vour
coming back? A. He said not to come back before the next
week and not to take it to Boots in New Street.

0 Not Lo come back to hinm for a week? A, Yes.

Q0 And not totake the prescription to Roots in New
Street? A. Yes.,

0 s that in the centre of Birmingham? 4. Ves.,

0 *“as anyti:ing said about your sveaiing to anybody
else about being successful in getting drugs of this
character from Dr rrasad”?” A. He did say not to spread
“the word around; mnot to tell everybody; +o keep it <o
myself. ‘

Q Would vou look at Zwhibit 2A? The first appears to
be dated 21st January 1974. Do you see that? A. Yes, the
21st.

0 ' Vvas that the first time you visited Dr Prasad?
A, It is.

N Ve -can see from the ctawn on it that it is prescribed
and presented to vou at Poots in Soho koad, Haadsworin?

e————

A, Yes.
gie——

had finiched, because I went in too early, He also said

Q Is that somewhore near the surgery? A. On the other
side of the road.

0 Have vou in front oi wou now a prescripition dated
29th Jdanuvary? “fas that the next visit ~ou madeT A. VYes.

Q ¥hen vou went in on that dar what diéd Dxr Prasad
say to wocu? A, That wes the fclloving week. T went in
on the Thursda-r of the wece. that I na¢ got the 4C, which
was Tour davs aiteriards, and saw ain, and he sai¢ that ne
could not preseribe me another srescription until the week
that he had heard that I was settinm a »rescriniion froll
AlL Saints Tosrital -~ one of the chans wno knew me had told
hinm., On tna next visit on tae Vonday =-—-

N Faure for a moment. This is the visit in between
thoge tw0 vregerintions? A, Phat was A visit when I did
not Feu a preacriviion,
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Q He said that ‘1e knew vou were zgetting treatment from
All Saints, Was anvthing caid by him to vou or vou to hin
as to wirat drug you were gelting and what cvantities?

A, Yes, ne asked me what druz and how mzny times a dav.

Q “hat dié yov say to him? A. I said Physeptene 3 x 5
ng per day.

N Three amounts of Physeptone of 5 mg each a day?
A. Yes.

Q Was anything said on this visit about vour name and
address? A. Yo, Sir. ' —_—

0 Put he sa2id he would not give wvou Diconal on this
day? 4. Yes,

N Why was that? A. Because it as four days after I
had already received 40 of each,

0 Yhen wvou went back on the 29th did he give you anr
further Diconal oxr preserintion? A. Ves, he gave me the
one that is here.

0 That i onlvy for ten tablets of Diconal, is it not?
A, Vhen I went in this time he again =gaid he would not
prescribe them to m and I said that what I was receiving .
from the hosnital was a minimal amount of Pnyseptone ——-—

The PRBIIDELT: 'ould vou speak ur? You told him the
amountv of Thyseoptone you were getiing was a minimunm anount?
A. Yes, and I asked him if he could write me out a prescrip-
tion for Dicecnal aznd ne szid thnat as I was getting a prescrin-
tion from All Saints he did not like to write out a preccrip-
tion for me, and I said then that I was notv too wowried
about anvthing; 7T just wonted the Diconal because I wes 2
bit sick on the “ionday and was really ill enougn to pay Ior
nvthineg, I needed a fix of Dilonal. He wrote it ocut for
10 Riconal, wnich is tnis one h:cre,

Hr-DU CANN: How much monev did you have with you on that
day? A. £5.

0 How much did the doctor ask For the prescription of
10 Diconal? A, Five pounds,

0 And did vou —ay it to aim? A, Ves.

f On thast day dia he exawine vou in any wav at all?
A. No, 5ir,

N Did he askx about —cur gencral health? 4. Yo, Sir.

0 Anart from estaltiichiing taat rou had three lots of £ nx
£ 1 ) » \ O' 32 - -~ 4 - - " ey
of Puvseptone frow the A1l Saints Addiction Tndt, did ne asc:
wyou an-taine else atout the treatment there o vour medical
nistory? 4. Ye asred ¢ nhow I ¥new ihat what T haa been
ucing bvefore was Diconal, and —=—

D

N Did he nake anv noites? A, I think hdmade a fe: notes

¢

inside a folder.
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N Can you tell v when it was vou saw him the third
time? A. A week after that.

¢ The 29th Januery was a Tueaday? A. Yes.

0 And so the next visit takes us into February, does
itT A. Yes.

0 Was that at his surgery? A.In actval faci- I 'phoned
Dr Prasad and I told himn I did not have any money for a
prescrintion, and I asked him if “e had any work he would
like done in vavuent of the prescrintion. He gaid he
did and over the weekend, on the Satuvrday, I think it was
e 2nd -—-

Q0 This is the second prescrintion in the bumdle of
three. The 2nd is Satuiday. A. I went to Dr Prasad's
nouse on the Saturdav and I painted the inside of nis
garage. I worked there for about six hours. In the
afternoon I asked D= Prasad for a prescrintiorn to cash
in the evening and ne said he would zive me one, and not
to worry about it, and he would see me later on. He went
out. meanwnaile I had almost firished the garage and hne came
bacP and I asked hin again for the arekcrnptlon. He was
T going out that night to an Indian religious thing and hne
gave me the prescription and told me to finish the garages.
It was dated the 2nd, which was the Saturday.

D Is that the one wou have in vour hand there? A. Ves.

On the Saturday I could not cash it because I did nct want
te take it into the New Street Boots.

0t VWas that because of what he had {told wvou? A. Yes,
I did not want anv trouble - I was a bit worried - sc I
left it till the lMonday, and then I was worried zbout the
date, which was the 2nd, and I took it in to Dr Prasad
«—and asked aim if ne would cnhanze it to the 4th, waich
" he has done here.

Q He changed the dats at the to» by writing a "4" ovex
the "2"? A, Yes

Q0 And tuen did he add the date uncderneathr the signature
as well on the 4th? A, He added the date underneatih the
bottonr siznature.

Q That is the third prescrintion vou had got from him.
I want to come on now to the noxt tire rou saw him, which
was on the Fridary of the same week as the Foudar ol which
you have g, oken, Di¢ you go to nis nomc to do egone more

v

nainting? A. It was <the tollicr ing llonuay. I worked the

weekena at “r Prasac's house again and ~-

Q TIs thet workins on the Fridav and the Saturdar of
the fello ding weekend? A. :fes, and on the Satvrday 1 asked
him for a nrescriniion and he caid he cou“d not give ne

one peceause e ted givon meent on thie Vonday, and the other
one wonid not nove run cut, He tolé e to come and sec

hin on the | ~ndav at hie svyzerv and he would five me
anothex» »reccrintion and arrange another time for me to go

round and worlk.
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0 Although he was not able to give vou a prescrinticn
for the reapsons you nave stated, did ne give you somethinz
else? A. Noy he gave me a 1ift into town to catch the bus
home.

N Did he ever give wou any drugs withcut prescription?
Ao‘. Yes. -

Q@ On what occasion was that? A. It was the following
weekend from tnis,

Q How d4id vou et this prescriotion which is dated
____the 11th from him? A. I worked the Fridav and Saturday
and he said to come and see him on the Yondav. I went %o
see him on the Monday and he toid me to come round the
following Saturday to dosome more work and he would give
me the prescription which is here.

Q Was there any exawination? A. No, Sir.

Q Was there any questioning of you at all? A. No.
I failed to tell vou that the ovrevious weekend, when I
tas working in the garage, wnen he was writing out the
prescrintion, ne asked me if the original name I gave hin
was myiright name, and I was a bit more confident then.
Be told me that giving the wrong name would get me into
trouble and cculd cause wrosacution, so that weekend that
I worked on the garage I told hip my right name and address.

0  And that is why one finds the change of name and
address? A, Yes.

Q Did he pay you any money for the work you 4id?
A. No, Sir,

o

Q Then did wvou woxrk the following weekend for nim?
A. I worked the following Saturdav.

0 That would be the 16th February? A. Saturday anc
part of Sunday the 17th.

N Do I gather that this time -rou did not get a prescrip-
tion from him? A, ¥o. '
Q Did vou get somet ins else? A. On the Saturday

Q
nignht T as asiiing him if I could heve a prescription.
I was askinz him & lot during tae afteirnoon and I 4id nag
him a bit, actuallvy, He sa2id 1o =2t on with my work and
evervthing couvld be sorted out for me. TLatver on, towavrdc
the nizht, when I knew all the chenists' shons would bte
shut, I started to =met worried, because I knew I couls not
cash it nycelf, znd I asked him again, and he said "Don't
vorry, it will all be corted ont for vou', and about
half-zast nine he cane back and he gave me the 20 Diconal
in a piece of browvm wa er.

0 Vas there tmy dounbt about those tabvlets wou receivcd
frowm bim bring Jicenai? A, Ko doubt, -

Q0 Did vou -take those in the same way that vou had bLeen
taline the otherst A, Ves,
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0 That is crushing them and mixing them? A, Crusning
and mixing them in not water.

Q As a result of taking drues in this way, injecting
them intravenovsly, did vou suflrer from uvlcers freom time
to time® A. I had a very bad arm, Sir,

0 Tid you have any bad ulcers or a bad arm durins +the
period that you have been describing to the Committee
already — January and ¥February of this year? A. Yes.

0 How were you keeping vour arm on amy of the visits
3 i ol . i -
_you made to him? A, At the time I never showed hinm my
arn,

Q Had vou got it up or bandaged or wnat? A. I had it
bandaged one week after this - one week after the browm
paper occasion.

0 I think that vour sentence of detention that vou ara
servins at the moment is the result of a breach of a pro-
bation order? A. Yes.

0 Vas one of the conditions of the nrobation oxder that
you should take no more drugs’ A. Yes,

QO Vhen was that order imnosed on wvou? A, Tast o

F_‘" - - . - -
Dece: ver, and I had a six montnsf{ deferred sentence,

and when I went back tocourt in NDecember theyv gave me
three vears' probation as long ag I kept away from the
drugs. ‘

0 So that the taking of the druerc in the manner vou
have described was a breach of trnat probation order?
A. Ves.

N VWhen were vou cavght and sentenced to the deten -ion
centre? A. The 'Vay prior to this one - 197>,

.. Q I am interested in -inen vou were sentenced for the
breacn of tne wrobation order. A. That was in ilarch.

Q Of this wear? A, Ves.

7 Since that tine have vov had contact with any of
the other »eole w20 ‘rere viciting Dr Prasad in Birminghain®
A, Y¥o, Sir, 1 have been in cetention.

N T think it was waire vou sere in “hatton Deteniion

Centrs to-1 vou rere virited by Mr Summers, who sits next
to me here? AL Yeu,

Croog-oxoniined b iy DAVT IS

0 You Tteolfa tne oo ittee ot the beginninc of vour

e T

K s
evidonceo ot voare now in ocetention Loy Yoraing
prece dotions for deonnl? AL Ve,

.
AT S TR S FOR

ond jt, steic il rpeaking you are in



detention for breach: of a pvohation order which was
imrosed br a coury for Forging preccrivtions for Diconal,
5 that richt? A, Jio. Originally last May, when I wes
cavght forging preccriptions, I was bailed till July 3rd,
when I vas to anpear, and wohen I appeared I was given
a six months! detention centre sentence. I served eight
davs of the sentence and as I had alreadv appezled I
was let out on bail, and my grandfither stood as su*ety,
and I as stopping in Birmingnan, At the time I had a
00od pxwbation officer and winen I went back to court for
the anpeal thevgave me six months' deferred senterce
and to return in QTecember, and see how I got on, and it was
in Decemrber, wnen I went back, that they gave me the three
vears! vrobation, but I still had the six months detention
hanging over mv head. .

Q@ I follow, At all events, the occasions on which you
forged p»rescrintions for Diconal were before January and
February of 19742 A. Yes, Sir.

0 And vou have told the Committee that this was a drug
wnich you had been taking for some two yeans? A. Yes..

Q How had you been obtaoining that drug prior to February
of 19747 A, I vas getting it on the black market when I
was Jiving in Portsmouth. I was 2lso forging prescriptions
for them for quite a while. That was mainly how I was
getting then.

Q And it was in June of 1973, that is to say, six
months or so before you ever saw Dr Prasad, that rou came
to live in Birmingham? A. Yes

Q Yere you working in Birmingham? A. Yes.

*hat as? A. A carpet salesman in Debenhams.

a——-Q

Q During that six months were you taking any Dicow.al?
A. Yes,

Q How were you obtaining it? A. Again from other
people, buving them, :

Q 7Furchasing them? A. Yes.

Q VWhen ¢id vou become a patient of the Addiction
Clinic at A1l Saints Hospital? A, At the beginning
of Septerber.

Q Of 197%? A. Yes,

Q Vhile attendlng the CllPlC, between Septerber.

e ,
and, sav, “hrictmas 1973, you were being treated by the
uoctor tnere with Physeptone Jere vou at the same time
taving Miconal? 4, T was tql ineg Diconzl but not an awlful

lot - not ver» much at all, actually, beocause I did not
know mam peonle in Birmingham and at the time I really
vantea a cure,

Q 4And it was, 1 think, the 215t January 1974 when vou
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first went to sce Dr Prasad? A. Yes.

Q He acked you your name and your address and you
said that you were Falcolm T.ande and that your addrecs
was 70 TLodge Road? A. Yes.

0 I understand there is a Lodge Road, Blrmlncham,
where the JTospital is uituatedQ A. Yes,

0 Did you tell Dr Prasad how old you were? A. No,
Sir, I am sorry; I might have done,

Q How old are you? 'A. Alﬁost 21.

0 Did Vou tell Dr Prasad that you suffer very badly
from pain which was principally in the back? A. No,

Q Did you say anything about sufferlng pain at a11¢
A. No, Sir.

0 Tid you say to Dr Prasad anything as to what was
wrong with vou? A, No, Sir.

Q Are you quite sure about that? A. Yes.

Q On that first occasion did Dr Prasad carry out
any €éxamination? A, Yes. \

Q VWhat was the nature of that examinationt A. He used

a stetﬁécope. s

0 Whereabouts? A. On the chest and the lower part
of my back.

Q0 He made you take your shirt off, did he? A. No,
my Jjumper.

0 Did vou tell him you had been taking Diconal?
A. Yes,

Q Did you tell him for how long? A. I think so.

Q Did you tell nir vou had been under treatment by
the doctors at All Saints flosnital? A. No, Sir.

Q Did vou tell him that Diconal relieved the pain in
your back? A. I did not tell nim I had anyv back pain.

N Tid vou tell him wou were accustomed to sufferincs
from cramns in the leg? A. No, Sir.

N Did vou teil Dr Prasad that rou had no doctor in
Birninghan? A, I cannot remember, T do net think I
mentioned the doctor,

N Are wou sure that Dr Prasad did not asl yoau for the
namne of vour doctor in Birmin~ham and vou said "I don't
have one%W? A. It is quite possible.

0 Indeed, it as trve? A, I cannot reuenber.
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0 T am sorrv., You misunderstood the guestion. It is true
that vou did not have a general mractitioner family doctor
i Birminghan? A. I did have, actually. :

0 You did have a fanily doctor? A. Yes, Sir.
0 “fere you under treatment? A, Yes.

@ ‘*hat for? A, I was not actuvally under treatment. He
was the one who gave me the note to take to All Saints.

N He was the one who gave you tne note for All Saints?
A. Yes.,

Q Had vou been under t*eatment with him because vou were
uah1n DiFonal? A. Yes. T

0 Apart from going to All Saints what had vou been to your
familv doctor in Birmingham for? A. Nothing at 211 other than
stomach upsets. That was the first visit - just an ordinary
stonach upset.

0 You have told the Committee that he referred you to
All Saints Hosnital, and I think we all perhaps assumed that
you rreant that he referred yvou to the Addiction Clinie?

L. Yes, I went in to see nv genersl practitioner and ask
iim if T could have some Fhyseptone and he said he could not _
Prescribe it himself and he referred me to the Doctor at All
Szints.

Q Vhy did you want Thvseptone from vour fanily doctor?
A. Because from the time I got to Birminghe: in June right
through until the Septenber when I went to Al‘ Saints I had
been drinking cough mixture.

Q In large guantities? A. Yes.

¢ Was that a cough mixture which contains something
similar to Physeptone? A, Yes.

O _And wour family doctor refused to supply Physeptone?

Q And sent you to All Saints Hospital? A. Yes, Sir

Q@ Did you tell Dr Prasad anyvthing about this? A. No,

N You say that vou told Dr Prasad on this occasion or
sked him if you could have a prescription for Diconali?®?
e _ :

0 “het T sugzest tovou is thdtrcu said that ihe rains
in vour back had in the past been relieved Ly DNDiconal?
&, No, Sir, e et

0 Because he did not give vou a preceription for Diconal
alone, did he? A, Por Diconal and Fortagesic,

N Have you ever beensiven a prescription for Vortagecic
hefore? A. Mo,
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Q Do yvou knoswhat it is? A, Yes.
Q Wwhat is it? A. It is a pain killer.

n He gave you a prescriﬁtion, did he not, for 40 tzblet:z
of Diconal - 10 mg tablets? A, Yes.

Q0 And a similar number of Foxrtagesic? A. Yes.

Q And he charged you £3, did he not? A. No, £5.

0 I suggest that vour evitence to the Committee that he
first of all issued aprescription for 20 tablets and increzscd

the number in effect in return for more meney is cuite untruc”
A. Well, I have no reason to lie, Sir.

Q “hat hapnened té6 the first prescription? A. Dr Prasad
stopped the prescription and gave me »nother one.

0 What do vou mean by saﬂlng that he stopped it? A. He
kept the prescription.

Q And substituted another one? A. Yes.

N T have to svggest to you that your recollect:on about
that is not right and that the only prescription he wrote
out at all or gave vou was the one for 40 tablets of each of
these two analgesics? A. No, Sir.

Q@ 4And that he did not charge vou £5 but £3? A. No, Sir,

Pm————

£5.

0 You told the “ommittee that he did not ask for any
means of identifving vou? A. No, Sir, he asked me if the
name and address I had givenr him was right and he made me
sign the piece of paperafter 1 had written it down,

0 And ne told vou to come bac.: in a week? A. Yes, he
said not to come back before the week was out.

Q Which is right. 1 am suggesting to vou that he told

you to come back in a week's time? A. He did sa, not to

come back befores the week was out. ——— e
0 Do wou sav that he told vou tnat vou should not take

the prescrintion to Boots in New Street? A. Yes.

Q0 Did ne say why he gave vou tnat piece of advice?
A, No, Sir.

0 ‘Vhat impression did vou get from this piece of advice?
A. Boots in Hew Street handle nearly all the prescriptions
fer A1l Saints, and I snould think it ~sould have been
questioned if it had been handed in there.

Q You had been in Birmingha- by that time for six monthst
A Voo e —————
— X} LT woe
Q And had been imnroperly obltaining Diconal, as you told
the Committee quite Iranlkly, from var. ous SOUTCHSY A. I pot
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it a few times frcm different sources,

Q TFron Boots? A. No, I got it from different people.

Q0 Had vou ever been in the New Street branch of Roots?
A, Yes,

Q ‘Vould you know if it was a chemnist where people suffering
from denendence on drugs coumetimes went? A. It is where most
of the prescriptions are handed out for drug addiction. They
are e.ther dispensed there or in Associated Chemists.

Q What kind of prescriptions? A. Heroin and cocaine,
Physeptone,

0 fThis is what vou have heard from friends? A. No, this
is what I knew from All Saints myself,

- 0 How do you know that this hannened at this particular
branch of Boots? A. When I used to go to All Saints there
were quite a few other peovle in the waiting room there, and
most of us wsed to get our prescrintions at the same time.
Vhen we got back into Birmingham nearly alloi them went to
New Street, and the others like me collected them at
Associated.

0 T suggest that you knew that the Foots at New Street 5
was an unwise vlace to go to get the preccripticons of tnis
sort made up, feor Diconal for someboiv like yourself, but
Dr Prasad never said anything of the soxrt. A. Dr Pracad
did not say anything at all.

Q 8till dealing with this first occasion on the 21st
January, did Dr Prasad tell you how often you were to take
the Diconal tarlets? A, He told me the same as whal was on
the paper.

Q That is one tablet three times & day? A, Yes.
Q Did he tell you how to taie them? A. No. ) :
Q Did vou say anything to him to give him to understand
that you were taking then by intravenous injection?
A. No, Sir.
0 You say vou did nct show Dr Prasad your arm which had
a sore or =n ulcer on at thatv time? 4. I did not, mainly

because ithere was a good chence of not getting ancther one if
1 did. "

0 The answcer is that vou did not show him your arm?
A. Yo, _

——Q 1 am afraid I got coniused as %o the dates. You saw
Dr Prasad next about four davs later, aid vouv? A, On the
Thursdayv.,

Q You had gone 1o the surgery? A.Ves.

Q0 And he said he had heardyou were petiing treatnent



at All Saints Hospital? A. Yes.
Q And you told him you admitted that that was true? A. Yes.

Q And told him you were being treated with Physcptone?
A, Yes.

Q And he refused to euﬂply vou with any prescrintion on
that occasion? A. Yes.

Q *he next tine you saw him was on the 29th January?
A, Yes.

Q  You said you had come for another prescription? A. Yes,

————0_ Did he on that occas1on ask you about the pain$ you had
complained about in the back? A, No, Jir, e

0 At all events he gave you a much smaller prescription?
A, He gave me a smaller prescription, yes.

Q For 10 Diconal? A. Yes.

Q Vhat did he say, if anything, about coming tack?
A. He did not say anything at all about coming back,

(Short adjourmnment.)

Mr BAYL.IS: T have already dealt with the particular incident
on the 25th Janvary. I have to put it to wvou that vour
recollection is at fault in saying that DrPrasad told wvou +thatl
he had heard you were getting treatment at All Saints HCSUltel
Are you sure he said this to you on the 24th or 25th January?
A, It was on the Thursday before the prescription was given
which was dated the 29tn.

Q0 Do not worry about the date. Are you sure this conversa-
tion took place at all? A, Yes, Sir.

0 I was dealing with the 29th Jenuary, which I think was
the second prescription, which was for a reduced quantity of
Diconal, was it not - 10 tablets? A. Yes.

—{ I suggest to you that vou are mistaken in thinkirng that
any payment was made for thnat particular visit to 'the SVLEELY .
A, Payrent was made, Sir.

Q The next prescription with which the Committee are dealings
was dated either 2nd or 4th Februvary and was for 20 Diconal
tablcts, one tablet to be taken three imes a day. That is
right, is it not? A. VYes.

. Q You have told the Conrittee that you did some painting
of Dr Prasadis garare? A. Ves.

Q I do not think we need to go into uny detail but vou

did a certain amount of wainting at his house® A. Ves.
o ——

0 You knpw about painting and decorating, do you? A. I
have done a it of it. T do not actvally know about it.
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0 At all events, vouwere good enough to paint - what was
it, the outside of the garage? A. The inside.

Q Did vou offer to do this work for him or did he ask you?
A. I offered to do it.

Q0 He said something to the effect that it needs doing
and you could doit? A. Yes.

Q How much actual work did vou do, very rouzhly? A, T
did t-e garage, one bedroom, and started another one.

Q Six or seven hours!' work? A. Six hours' work on the
garage and about ten or twelve on the bedrooms and a bit more.

Q And bhe paid you £7 for this job? A. Nothing, Sir.

Q Yhy did he pay you nothing? A. I did not ask him for
money.

Q Were you doing it as a favour? A. I was doing it for
the prescription.

Q But you have told the Committee that you were paying
for thne prescrintions? A. I was paying for the previous
prescriptions and the reason I asked him if he had anything
that wanted doing was that I did not have the money to pay

Q VWhat was the date on which you did this painting?
‘A, The first time was on the 2nd February.

Q Just on one day, was it? A. It was the following Saturday
and also Sunday.

Q Are you trving to tell the Committee that the prescription
was issuel on the 4th February? A. The 2nd February and coanged
on the 4th.

00 It finally became effective on the 4th. The date was
changed from the Saturda; to the Monday? A.Yes.

Q Are you teliing the Committee that it was issued by |
Dr Prasad in return for some nainting? A. I did the painting
and I asked hin for a prescription and that is what I got.

Q The truth of the matter is this,is it not - that Dr
Prasad issued vou with certain prescriptions as a doctor and
as an individuzli he was rather sorryv for you, you acsked him if
vou could do somae decorating to earn monev and he agreed and
paid vou monev foc doins so? A, He d4id not pav me rnioney.

0 I sugrect that e maid vouw £7 and, as it nappens, his

wife maid vou 15/ or the equivalent? A, His wiie did give
me som> bus iare one night. ——

Q0 About T5p? A. Somewhere rovnd there, ves.,

n And the last prescription we arc dealing with is the
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cne dated the 1lih February 1974. That is right, is not it?
A, Yes.

n as that the occasion when you sav vou went to Dr Frasad
and nagged nim a bit? A. That was the week after that I
worked the Friday and the Saturday and I asked him on the
Soiurday night if L could have a prescription and he said
"lo, it is not possible until Monday."

0 VWas the 11th %ebruary the date on which the prescription
is dated? A. That is a Fondav,

0 What is the occasion on which-you say that Dr Prasad
gave vou some tablets of Diconal in a piece of brown paper?
A. The fellowiny Saturday.

0 The folloying Saturday? A. Yec.

0 " You say vou went a bit wild. ¥What did you mean by
that? A, T went a bit wild? Wnen did I say that?

0 I may be mistaken but my note of yvour evidence about
this was that"l asked him on the Saturdav for some more
Diconal. I did nag him a bit. I went a bit wild and he
said, *Don't worry, it will all be sorted out.,¥" A. That
was the foilowing Saturday when he gave me Jjust the tablets,
“ not the prescription. _—

M1 BAYT-IS: Pernaps I have misled you. 1 am télking about
that particular Saturday.

Mr DU CAWN: I thought the evidence was that he was rather
worried because it was getting late and the chemist was
going to be shut - not wild but worried.

The LEGAT, ASSESSOR: I have no* got twild" either.

Mr BAYLIS: Yhen you say vou were a bit worried and ycu
nagged hin a bit, why were vou worried? A. Because I did not
think that I would get the prescription that weekend, md I
was a bit ill and I wanted it. ,

Q You were feeling ill? A. Yes.

Q@ Does it make you feel ill if you run out of this drug?
A. Yes.

Q@ And vou vere afraid it would happen on this occasion?
A, Yes. :

0 Would it be fair to say that you bullied him a bit on
this Saturday? A. No, I have never bLullied anvbodyv.

O At all events, he save vou a quantitv of Diconal?

A

A. He gave me a quantity - 25 in a piece of bro.n paper.

0 And he said something to the effect of, "Ton't worry,
it will a3l be rorted out"? A. lle said that before he went to
set theis,



Re—examined bv Mr DU CANN:

0 You have told Mr Zaylis atout buyving Diconal in Birmingham
on the black market in eifect before you went up to Dr Prasad
with the resvltis that we know. Just help us, would vou?

The first prescrintion you zot, for which wyou paid u5, was
for 40 tablets of Diconal? A. Yes,

0 And 40 of Fortagesic? A. Yes.

Q If we relate it onlv to the Diconal, that works out
at something less than 12% p per tablet? 4. Yes.

0 How doés that compare with the price on the black market?
A, They are about 25/- each.

Viitness withdrew

RICHART) JOHN SORBY sworn

Examined by My DU CAFN

Q Vhat are your full names? A, Richard John Sorby.
Q VWhere are you detained? A. At Winson Green Prison.

0 VYhat sentence are yvou serving? A. Nine months'
imwprisonment,

Q What is that for? A. Thefft of a car.

0 Have vou previous convictions other than for the theft B
of the motor car? A. About six.

Q In rolation to what sort of matters? A. Cne convicuion
of possession of stolen drugs.

Q %Yhat tyre of drug. A. Methadone, I think it was, and
Physeptone,

0 And tue other convictions are in relation to crime
generally, are they? A, Different categories.

Q Any others in relation to drugs? A. No.
0 ‘hen was the sentence imposed on you? A. April.

e ! Aprll 01 this year. So cince that +time you have been
detained in “iancon Zreen. Have you seen anv of the other
peovie in tiais case vho are givin, evidence as witnesses

since you have lLeen detained in prison? A. No,

o Trom Ausust 197% at anv rate up till vour sentence in
April of this vear, 1974, were you cut of prison? A. Yes.

N low old are you? A. Twentv-four.

0 In tuat period that I specified -~ August 1977 to April
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1974 - were you takinz druss at all? A. From August?

0 Yes, from 197% up to Anril 1974. 1In that period of time
were you taking drugs at ail? A. Yes, '

Q Vhat kind of drugs? A. Various kinds - barbiturates,
amphetanmines,

0 Where did you get them from? A, Off friends and off Dr
Prasad.

0 Can you tell me the first time you ever went to Dr Pracsad?
A. I cannot say the exact date., It was the middle of August.

0 19732 A. About that, or it may have been just after
that. S

n Did you go to his surgery? A. In Soho Road, yes.

Q@ Did you go as a National Health patient or as a private
patient? A. A private patient.

Q hen you got into his surgery were you asked to give a
name and address? A. Iwas, yes.

Q What name did you give? A. Joseph James Bremner.
0 What address did you give? A. 8 Richmond Road, Handsowth.

Q The name was false., VWhat about the address? A. The
address was false as well. . —

Q No doubt the doctor asked you why you came? A, Yes,

0 VWhat was vour reply? A. I t0ld him that I had heard he
was giving drugs out.

Q What did he say to that? A, [ cannot remember exactly.
Q Did you ask him for a particular drug? A. I did, yes.
Q Vhat was that? A. Durophet.

Q Anything else? A, And some barbiturates, Durophet and
Nembutal.

n  Comins to the end of the storv, when you left the surgery
had you got something with you? A. A prescription, yes.

—_—

QG Por? A. Durophet and Nemnutal.

Q Do you remember how menv tahlete of each? A. On the
first occasion I think it was 20 and 20.

14 nake anv vayn or them? . £3,
Q Did vou make anv vayment for them? A. &

Q VWexe vou asked anv cuections by the doctor? A. Just
viere I was getling my druvis from previously.

0 "'hat was vour reply to that® A, Off friends, off the
black mavket.



Q Did he ask you anything about your medical history?
A, No.

Q Did he ask you who vour own doctor was? A. I cannot
remenmber exactly.

N Did he ask you anything about vour present condition -
why you wanted drugs? A. He did.

Q Apart from the fact that you desired to have them?
A, He did ask me that.

Q VWhat sort of cuestions did he ask you, do vou remember?
A. If I was hooked on them.

A B ——

Q And you.replied? A. Yes.

Q Did he ask you anything else at all, do you remember?
A. No.

Q Specifically did he ask you whether you had received
any treatment in the past for drugs or whether you were
attendlng any drug addiction unlt” A, T cannot remember exactly.

Q Havpncr gone in August did you go agaln from time to time?
A, I did, yes.

Q@ I want you to look at three prescriptions that have been
—>Xecovered. They are dated 191h October, 26th October and
- 5th Janvary 1974. Do you see those? A, Yes.

0 “ere those prescrlptlns whichyou obtained? A. I think
so, yes,

Q Do they bear the false name and the false address which
you have given so far as the first two are concerned? A, Yes.

Q The last one, of 5th January 197A has got the same name
tut a different address -~ 15 Church Poad Blrmlngham¢ A, Yes.,

Q Was that a true address or a false one? A. I did stay
there at that address. :

Q- It may have been a true one? A. It was a true address,
yes, .

Q Youwent in August, twice in October and once in January
1974, Are there anvy other occasions when vou went? A, I
think there were, yes, but I cannot remember exactly.

Q Yere you goins regularly or not? A. I was not going
regularly.,

Q ‘How much A4id vyou pay? On the first prescription youv got
20 Durophct and 20 ¥Nembutal. How much did you pay for that?
Falrd
0 On the second occasion, 26th October, it is the same
quantity of drugs. How much did you pay for that? A, About
£H.



Q And the last one, January 19747 A, T an sorry, I thnink
I paid £3 for that as well,

Q £33 for the 20's? A. Yes.
0 Wit about the 40 one? A. That was £5,

Q Did the doctor on any of those occasions exemine you
physically? A. YNo.

Q Or ask you any more gquestions than those you have mentioned
to us? A. Not that I can remcmber, no.

~Q Yould you help us about another thing? You have got
_theprescription in front of vou for the 19th Gctober. Does
it bear the stanp of a chemist where it was dispensed?
A. Yes.

. 0 VWhere is that? A. Associated Chemists., I think it is
the DBirmingham City Centre -~ the Bull King. '

Q@ The next one is the 26th. That was cashed at Boots
in New Street? A. Yes,.

Q And the third one at a chemist in J.odge Road, Winson
Green? A. Yes.

Q Why did you cash them all at different chemists?
A. Because I was going that way at the time.

Q Do you remember anything being said to you about where
you should or should not or could or could not cash prescrip-
tionsTgiven toyou by the doctor? A. No.

Cross—~examined bwv Mr BAYLIS:

Q May I see the prescrintion issued in the middle of
August - the fourth prescription? =——-

Mr DU CANN: T have not got it. The only prescriptions
we have retrieved are those which have been copied, and I
think myv friend has a bundle oi the photostat copies, the
ones wnich are produced as Bxhibit 2. We have none o the
others so I am afraid I simpl~ do notv know at all where it
was dispenced.

Mr PAYIIS: My friend unintentionally has led evidence from
a prescription for Yuronnet in the middle &f Avgust which is not
only nov produced but outside the period of the charges., If
my friend is relwving on this he should either amend the charge
or possibly clarify the date with the witness. As I understend
it, accordiug to the evidence, there are only three prescyiptions
which relate to this particular patient.

Mr DU CAMI: I do not apply to anend the charge. 7T have to
=Jad this evidence, do Y not, in orxder to introduce the evidence
of the svbsequent visits made by fthis witness to Dr Prasad and
the method by which Dr Prasad saw hinm and treated him, if that
is not an inappropriate word to nse. Cne can regerd it as



pa vt of the nreliminary history of the matter and in part

alco as sinilar fact evidence to those instances which are
contained end varticularisced in the charge. It has not been
inclvded in the charge becasuvse we have preocrlpulons onlv from
the beginningzg of Sepitenber cnwards.

The LEGAL ASSESSGH ind this is the best evidence which
can be given, oecguse it has not been possible to recover
the originals?

Mr L9 CAMN: Precisely. This is only a partial recovery of

prescriptions issued. o ‘ -
pu———

The LFIGAT ASSESS0™: And vou are not relyving on this as an
actual part of the offence?

Mr DU CAXH:  Not as falling within the charge, no.

My RAYLIZ: T do not think it operates fairly cn my client.
He is cherped with icssuing certain prescriptions which are
alleged to pbe impropex in a certain period. Now evidence nas
been led and the indication is that this offence was committed
at a previcus time. If that is rignt my friend saould not
only tell mo dvring what period my cllont is alleged to have
COumltuee& these offences but produce some evidence to that
ffect, As things stand at the moment I am now being asked
to deal with evidence which reiates not to the charge on
which he is standin~ before this Comuittee.

The LEGAL ATSESSOR: So far as the first objection is
concerned, namely, that the originel prescription has not
been produced, I think that ies not a valid objection, for
the reacor I have just given. So far as the second is
concerned, lir Du Cann says it is dmilar fact evidence.
Similar racts are adwitted in certain circumstances to meet
certain ¢cofences, but I do not think any of them are likely te
= TPe anplicatle nere, are thev? 1 would have thought there was
some substance in the second objection.

Mr DU CAYH: I am ocvite happy that the Committee simply
regards it as part of tte history leading vp 1o repeaved
visits made by this witness within the period led in the
charge. It seems to me that it is no use ny going straight
to October and the two wrescriptions we have got in Getober
and the cne in January 1974 and concealing from the Conmittee
that this is a repetition of a visit which has already Dbeen
nade.

—

The LECAT ASRESSOW: You are not relving on similar facts
in the sense of cvidence advanced to webut some defence. You
say it sinnly narrows it.

My DU C471T: It has both features attached to it., e have
gquite cnouch cvidence here without having to rely on sinilar
fact evidence,

The LLCAT ATSESS0?:  Also it is difficult to see how an
offence reguiving rebunivial by sinilar facts could arise hiere,
As narrative it is a different matter. Lo you really want to
object to that%
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Fr BAYLIS: Mot in those terms. To witness: May I suggest
toyou that the evidence vou gave abont seeing Dr Prasad in the
middle of Aupgust 1977 is mistaken as to date? Is that pos-
sible? A, That is possibie.

Q' Could it in fact have been the middlie of October?
A, It more then likely was October.

Q I will leave it at that. You went to Dr Prasad's
surgery in Sono Road, Eirmingham, and you saw Dr Prasad?

.A.- {eklo.

0 You went into his consulting room? A. Yes. e e
. . . ——____—-_____—.!‘"q’ i . .

Q And you had a discussion? A. Yes.

Q Do vou remember him writing down anything in this
discussion apart from the prescripticwu that you have already
given evidence about? A. My name and address.

Q Was he vrlting in a book or on a plece of paper or what?
A. In a book. _

Q What isyour National Insurance number? A. I cannot
remember offhand.

Q Could it be YPT73422%D? A. It might be. I do not know,

If the doctor had put that one number down he could only
have got it from you, could not he? A. I think that was a
labour card that T had with the name Joseph James Bremner on it
which I foxged nyself,

Q I see. You had a card in the name of Joseph James
Bremner which bore wvour National Insurance number? A. The
National Insurance number was the one I wrote in myseclf,

0 At all events you had a docunent on yoia which bore your

name, or rather the nuwe you were using, and a number which
appeared to be a National Insurance number? A. Yes.

0 Did the doctor ask you what was wrong with rou? A. He .
did, yes

0 What was your occupation at that time? A. I was out of
work,

Q VWere vou drawing unemployment benefit? A. I was, yes.

Q Did wvou tell) him that vou suffered from insomnia or that
you found it difficvlt {to get to sleep at night? A. No.

Q Did you tell him that you could not concentrate? A, No,

 Did —ou tell hinm that you had tried a drug called Duromin?
JXO No.

0 Did yveuv mention Durcmin at all? A. No, Durovhet.

@ Duromin? A. Novs
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0 Vas any mention made of a drug called Mogadon? A.No.
N ’

Q Or Sonervl? A. %o,

Q You know the drugs I am talking abbut, do vou not?
A, I have heard of them, but not Duromin.

0 There was no discussion about those particular drugs?
A. Vo, not that I know of.

Q Do you:¥now how much you weighed on that occasion?
A. Atcut 103 stone,

Q Dr Prasad in fact weighed you, did not he? A. ko.

Q . And recorded your weight as 12 stone? A, No. -

Q And he c~rr1ed out a brief examlnatlon of you, 4id not he?
A. ko, ,

Q Did not he cxamine you at all? A, No.

Q He gaie you a prescription. May I look at it? That is
the prescription, is not it, Mr Sorby (ianded)? A. Yes.

N “Capsules Durophet 20, 2 to 3 capsules with breakfast.®
Is that when he told you to take them? A. Yes, I think so.

¢ He gaid you shovld take two or three of these a day at
breskrast time? A. Yes.

0 And the second part of the prescription is "Cawnsvles
Nembutal, 100 mg, 20, 2 to 3 capsules at bedtime." Did he
tell you to take two or three of them at bedtime? A. I cannot
remeiber exactly.

—

Q May he have given you those instructions about taking
these taiiLets? A, He may have done, yes.

Q You say that you told him that vou were hooked on these drug:s
To which drvgs are you referring? A. Durophet and FHembutal.

0 How long had vou been taking Durophet and Nembutal?
A. Since the beginning of 197:.

0 VWhere had you been gebting them? A. I got them off
friends.

I have to su~gest to yvou that vou did not sey auything
at all to Dr Prasad about being hociked on any drugs at all?
A, T did,

~ Had 7rou been under any treatment by auvbody for drug
addiction? A, I went to nmy own doctor in St Tauls Road
and ne gave me a note to take to Al) Saints and 7 went there
in 1972, a2t the end of the year, but I was not heolked on t' ¢
drugs ‘taen. I had not reallv started taking them. They
relfused me; they would not sign me on. _ |

N Nothing like that was said to Dy Pras=d, was it? A, I
think I did mention it.
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Q 7You have not told us about that before Are vou surec
vou mentioned to Dr Prasad that you had bnen reicrred somctblnv
over a year before? A, I cannot remcuber exactly.

Q You went to Dr Prasad on two other occasions, I gather.
There was the 26th October, when you were given a fuvrther
prescription for 20 Durophet. That is right, is not it?

A. Yes.

Q And a prescription for 20 cavsules of Tuinal? A, I
cannot remember Tuinalj; Nenbutal.

—— 0 Is that the prescription issued to you on the 2632____‘
October 19737 (Handed) A. That is right; that is the one.”

Q Can you remember being prescribed Tuvinal on that
occasion? A. I think I did get Tuinal, yes, but I usually
take Nembutal.

0 There cannot be any doubt about that. That is what wvou
got the prescription fer. Did Dr Prasad tell you why he was
changing the sedative at night from Nembutal to Tuinal?

A, Wo, I asked for the Tuinal, I think,
0 You asked for Tuinal? A, I asked for Tuinal,
Q@ You told us a moment ago that you were addicted to

Nembulal? A. I was taking all kinds of barbiturates and
"sleepers' - any kind of "barbsv,

Q T suggest that this is quite untrue, and that the doctor,
having originally prescribed Ncmbutal to be taken at night,
decided to change it to another sedative, ndmelv, Tvinel,
which he did. That is right, is net it? A. I do not think
50, no,

Q At all events, it was something over two monthe before
you saw the doctor again -~ is that rigant? A. It could have
been. I cannot say exactly how lcng it was. ' .

0 Weknow, at all events, that the short prescription to
which your evidence relates is dated 5th January 19747 A. Yes.

0 That is the right date, is not it? 4. I cannot remember
dates exactly. I was taking that many different kinds of drugs
ané the dates did no'seem to matter.

Q Your recollection of many of the events of this time
is no doubt clouded by the fact that you were taking drugs?
A. 1t could ve, yes.

Q It does appear, does it not, that vou did not see the
doctor, Dr Prasad, between 26th COctober and 5th Januvary. That
is gouitea tixe,. “ere yov seeing onyv other doctor during that
reriod? A, Ko.

0O “hy did wvou not go hack to Wr ¥racad some time at the
becinming of fovember? A, I had friends who were getting
drugs off Dr Frasad o 1 had them off them. Thev uscd to
give me then,
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You had them off them? A. My friends gave me the drugs.

So far as you were concerned, the quantity of drugo
rasad pre°c ‘ibed for youv did not: allow any to be given
our friends, did it? A. No,

He nrescribed small quantities, did he not? A, I would
say small,

Twentr tablets for a week. DNid you regard that as a
e quantity of Durophet or Nembutal? A. Not for a week,

And after this period of about eight or nine weeks you
to see Dr Prasad for the third and last time, on the

5th Jannvary. Vhat did he prescribe for you then? Have a
look at the prescription. (Handed.) A. Some pencillin
tablets for mv throat.

0

Q

He prescribed 40 Durophet capsules? A. Yes.

Do you reiember anything significant about those Durophet

capsuvles? * 4, They were 12.5 mg.

Q 12.5 mg as against 20 mg on a2 previous occasion? A. Yes.
Q And he prescribed 40 Nembutal capsules. That is right,

is itY A. I think so, yes. —
O He got back to Nembutal from the previous prescribing

of Tuinal? A. Yes.

Q
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And he prescribed tablets of pencillin - a three-day
se of rencillin., Why was that? A. At that time I had
casual emnlovment on demolition work and the dust was
ing in the back of myv throat and causing it to swell un.

Did he examine your throat? A. He did look a2t the throat,

And gave vou some penicillin for it? A. Yes.
Did he weigh you on th&toccasion? A, No.

I suggecet that he did and that your weight was then
tone 10. You do not remember? A, No,

Do vou vemenmber him telling vou that vou must report to
own docter? A Yo,

You do not remember him doing that? A. XNo.

That is the last occasion on wnich you saw Dr Prasad?
think =o, ves.

Re~examined br Mr DU CAWN

Ve have got the three prescrirtions, saowing that vou
to Tr Prasad and obtainred thoce preserinticens on at any
thiee occasions - twice in CGctober and once in January
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of this year. Do you follow? Pi¢ you go to see Dr Prasad
on any other occasions than those three? A. I did but I cannot
remember exactly.

g Can vou give us some idea of how many times vou may have
gone to see Dr Prasad? A. About three occasions in beiween.

0 Did you ever go with friends? A, Not that I can remember.
T waited for friends in town and things like that.

Q While they went where? 4. To Dr Prasad.

0 VWhen they came back did they have anything in their
_possession? A. They had a prescriptiocn. ——

Q Did you see the prescriptions ever? A, I did see them,
yes. :

Q "What tyvwes of thing were written on the prescription?
A. The.same as I was having - Durophet. Sometimes it was
Nembutal and sometimes Tuinel.

Mr BAYLIS: I did not object to the last questions but I do
not think thev arose out of cross-examination. But may I ask
the witness the nanes of the persons concerned whose prescrip-—
tions vou sav you saw? A. I do nolt want to disclose the names.

Q Do not be too sensitive, Ve have got the names of a lot
of people on our zchedule., If you prefer to write them down,
by all means do so. e will give you a piece of paper. %ould
you like to do that? (¥itness writes names,

Mr BAYI.IS: The witness has written the surname of No.9.
The sex has apparently changed. '

Mr DU CANH: There are two nawes under ¥No,lO.

Mr BAYTIS$ I am much obliged. It is indeed case No.lO.

Witness withdrew

GRAHAM GE:NE ROBINSCH sworn

Fxamined by M DU CAVN

er————— e —— 4

Q Is veur full name Graham Gene robinson? A. Yes.

Q You are, T think, detained at the rnoment in Her Majesty's

. Prison at Shrewsbury~r 4. Ves.
7 BHow long have 7you been there? - A, Since Jenuary 1llth.

. 0 This vear? 4. 4t several pricons, stertin: at “inscn
Ureen, then Shrewstury and now T @ in Wormwood Scrubs,

0 ¥ere vou in custody before being satenced? A. Tromw
Januvary llth.

Q VWhat terin of iwmpriscnment are you pervin~? A. Three
years,
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n  For wnat offencecs? A. Aggravated robbery and resisting

arrest with o firearu.
¢ How old are you? 4. Twenty-five,
0 Have you previous conviciions before fhat? A. Yes.
Q ‘Any of them in relation to drugs? A, Yes.

Q vhat sort of convictions? A, Possession of canmbis and
possession of 1,,35,D,

Q In 19 were you living in the Birmingham area? A. Yes.

0 And d4id -rou remain in that area until your arrest in

January 1%74% A, Yes, _ —

think so, yes.

avout how far is that from Soho oad, Handsworth? 4. It is about _
r— oot

0 During thet time did you go at a.l to Mr Prasad's
surgery?s A. T did.

Q Roughly speaking how many times did you go there9 A, I
would imagine flve or six times,.

Q VWhom did you see theré? A. The doctor himself.

) PTid you see anybody other than the doctor on any of your
visits? A, I saw the young doctor the first time I visited
there, I believe Dr Prasad was on holiday.

0 I thirzk that first visit was some time in August? A. I

Q And your other visits to the surgery were after that?
A.Tley would bte, yes,

0 Vhat nawme did you give? A, My ovn nanme.
¢  And wnat address? A, My own address.
¢ +vhat was that? A, 69 T.ilac Road, Bentley, Walsall.
O T am going to ask vou to look at four prescriptions.
Were those prescerivtions which you obtained as a result of
going to the svrzery? A. Yes.
O Just heln» us, would you? If vou were living out at Walsall
a %0 minute bus journey. )
N Cn one of the prescriptions there is a different address,
Broughton 2o0ad, Birminsham - the one dated Z0th December?
A, Yes.
0  How does tual came about? A, 1 gave the incorrect ad arcqm.
Q@ Deliber»tc.v? A, Yero,

0 YWas any guestion raised by the doctor? A. Yo.

0 411 the dry~s which one can see recorded there are Durorhet
and 9uvinal? A. VYes.



Q¢ Who chose these drugs? A, I chose those drugs.

Q How did vou justify, ii wou did, your choice of those
drugs to the doctor? A, He jrvtlflcahlon was necessary I
merely rejguested these drugs,

Q Did the doctor ask you any guestions as to why you
wanted thewm? A, Yo,
Q Did ke ask you any gquestions about your owm medical

.

history? 4, Wot that I can recall,

Q Did he ask you any guvestions about your own doctor -
whether vou tad one or not? A. I believe he asked me about the
s - ~¢ > et e
Drug Addiciion Clinic at All Saints.

Q What did hne aszlk you avout that? A. If I had attended,
which I had.

Q What did you say? A. I told him that I had at tended that.

0 Having given hin that information did he ask you anything
else atout it? A. Not that I can remenmber.

. Q Did he make any suggestion to you about going back or
anything like that? A Mot at all, no.

0 Did he give you any kind of examination? A. None what~
soever; no. A—
Q Did he ask you any guestions as to why it was you wanted
the drupU? You told us that you told him you wanted themn.
Did he ask you why vou wanted them? A. Not that I can rememder.

Q With rezard to the amounts of the drugs, on the first
two prescrintions, in chronological order, November and
December, thers ave 20 of each type. Did wou wmalke any paryment
for either of those? A, I paid £2 each for trose prescriptions.

2 And the thi

ird one is for 40 of each. Did you make anv
pament for thoge?

.A.. £150
Q@ Then it goes back to 20 again. “as there any payrent

———-—‘u

for those? A. Three pounds for the last one of 20.

0 Was that paid by cash or cheque or how? A. That was raid
in cash.

N Dbid the deoctor make sny records or entries upon any
document wiille you wzre seein him on +these tour cr five
cceasions? A, I beli~ve on all these ovcasions he did, yes.

0 Did e ask yveou anr more questiont on tee occasions when
vou went tack than on tae firet occasion? A, I an sorry; I am
nos clear,

—0 T asree it i nct very clcar. Did he ever examine you?
A. Vo, ' —



Q0 Did he ever as¥k you any guestions about your medical
history snd so on? A, Ho.

Q I think you have been registered at All Saints? A, Yes.
Q Receiving what type of drugs? A. Heroin and cocaine,

N Vere vou receiving treatment at this time, in the
November-December-January period,at A1l Saints? A. 1
finished cured from hercin and cocaine addiction in
Cctober of last year.

Q0 As a result of vising All Saints and perhaps your own
getivities as well can you recognise by sight a number of
those persons adéicted to drugs in the Birmingnan area?

A. Quite a number.

0 Did you see any of those persons waiting outside Dr
Prasad's surgery? A. Several times.

- Q Perhaps it is not very important to know what the
waiting room is like but on those occasions thatl wou were
vigiting nim can you give us any idea how many people would
be waiting? A. On cevery occasion I went there were al least
two other people waiting that I would classify as drug
USErs., '

G That is two ocut of how many? A. There would bsually
e abhout four or five people in the surgery.

Q0 Since being arrested in January of this vear and theve-
after bteing kept in ¥Wincon Green and transferred to
Shrewsbury, have yvou had contact with anv of those other
persons viho might be using Dr Prasad's services in Rovewnoer
end Decenter? A, I have had one letterfom a person who did
use Dr Prasad.

¢ And that is the only contact, is itY A. That is the only
contact.

Crogs~exomined bv KHr BAYLIS

0 You say you finizned vour cure at All Saints Hospitzl
in October 1977%., 'Yhat wese the treatneont vou were receiving
for heroin and cocaine addiction? A. Yes.

Q@  After October 1973, when you ceased treatnent at A

e b
Sainte, werc wov taling any of those drugs? A, T was n

bakine heroin or cocaine or any intravenous drug.

1
ot

~ thwat, if any, drugs were veu taling dvrinst that poriod?

:::_*-‘«:‘ \
A. Amphetamines, barbiterctes. D——

0 In large guantitiec? A, Fairly larse quantities.
Q How rony oophetaninces vould vou take in a normal day?
A. I would take pernass 1Y to 20 me of bDurovhet and six
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200 ng Tvinzal.
Q How memy tablets of Duropnet? A, Ten to 15.

Q Youlid you take those during the day? A, During the day

~

and during the night; at all times.

0 Would you take the Tvinal during the day as well as
during the night? A. Not so much during the day but towards
the endof the day, to sleep.

Q0 At all events, you were taking in October of 1973
fairly large quantities of these two druvgs? A. Yhen I could
get ny hands on them, yes.

Q By the standards that you were using at that time,
the amount you got on prescrintion ivom Dr Prassd - we
know the precise figures; you have goi the prescripltions -
was trifling? A. They were.

Q Please do not think this cffersive, but the amount he
was prescribing for you was for the treatment of a normal
patient who was not used to these druge? A. I would
disagree there.

Q0 Let us look at the firsl prescriovtion. That was given
G

L, Yes.

on the 26th November 197%. That was for 20 tavlets

LY

take a day? A. Two to three.

Q Does he give any indication as to how wary wou shovid

0 That was infinitely less than wou were taking. -You
were taking atout 15 a day? A. What ig stated on the
prescription is less than I was tlaxing, yes, but this
prescription would last me perhaps a dev.

Q But, of course, you did notl go back to Dr Prasad,
according tc the scheduvle we nave, for a week? A, No,

0 He issved you a prescription for 20 Durophet tablets,
two or three to be taken a day, and said "Ccmc bpack in a .
week." That is right, is it not? 4. I imarine he did, yes.

0 You came back in a week and the same prescription was
ordered? A. Yes, :

Q@ Perhaps vou would be good enough to leok 2t it. I expect
you can see it is for two or three cvapsules z day. Is that
ricat? A. They sre for two or three a day, ves.

0 Did he sav %Come back in a veech" after inat?
A. He did stipulate. I would go back carlier and he would
write the nrescription but he would write the date on the
precexiption that the presceriptisn was +to be cashed so that
it would cerxresnond wita the dav the aciual capsuvles would
ruvn out, ¢s sicted on the praecceripzption.

Q Yhaen ou went back again wov did not zat nnother
) £ ; z
prescription until the 18th Necember - 19 dayveg later?
A, Yes.
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Q And then you got a prescription for 40 Duvophet?
A. Yes,

Q Was there anything significant about that prescrivntion
apart from the fact that the number of tablets had increased?
A. In wvhat way?

Q What was the strength of the tablets? A. They would be
lowered.

Q To 12.5 mg? A. Yes.

Q Preswnably not very satisfactory by your standards?
A, They were not, no. _—

Q It was not until after the New Year that vou went to
see Dr Prasad again - the 4th Janvary. That is rignt, is it?
A, Yes.

Q0 How many capsvles of Durophet did he prescribe on that
occasion? A, Twenty. '

0 To be taken two or three times a day? A. Yes,

Q What was the strength? A. 12.5 mg.
Q Very sm2ll stuff by the standards which vou required
at that time? A, They were.

——=0 Are you really telling the Committee that you simply I
waiked into Dr Prasad's surgery and in cffect bought these
drugs like you might have walked into a sweet shop and
" bought sweets? A, That is what I am telling the Committee,
yes. .

N Do you think it is possible that ycu gave information
to the doctor -~ whether it was true or false - about vov~
condition? 4. I gave him no information,

0 Did you say anything to him about feeling sleepy during
the daytime? A. No,
0  And being unable to concentrate on wour Job? A, I
never mentioned the word.

g vt .

0 Did you have a job? A. No.
G You were unemployed, were you? A, Yes.

©  Are yvou gure vou said nothing zbout working in the
building trade? A. Wo, I said ncthing.

C Do vou rewe ber Or Prasad weiguing vou? A, He did
ack me to stand on the scale; ves, 1 think sco,

O  And he recorded yvour weight in the notes that you have
told us alreadr he was tains? A, He mwav nave done,

—— 0 When wes it that vou gave the wrons address? That
wvas cn the cccond occasion, the %rd leceamber, was it?
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Why did you do that? A. We heard that the Irvus Sguad were
checking up on prople recewv1ng preccripltions from Dr Prasad
so I did this as a safeguavrd. -

Q What is Noi6 EBrovghion Road, ‘addsworth? A. I had lived
there previously.

Q Is it possible that wou told Ixr Prasad on the firs
occasion that you had moved recently to Lilze Noad from
6 Broughton Road, Handsworth? A. It may have been.

0 Are you sure the position ic not this: +1hat each tine
you went to Dr Prasad you gave a convincingz rerfoxwon.e of
a patient in need of treatiment in oxder to deceive him into
giving you prescriptions? A. No, rothing like that.
Q Are yo'« sure it is not possible that that is the case?
A. No, I am certain that that is not the case.

Q Because he gave you prescriplticas for very mall
quantities, did he not? A, ¥Well, they are siimming
drugs and I did not look like a fellow needing slimaing
drugs, so they seemed to be quite adequate Lor the price.

Q Did vou ever say to Dr Prasad, when he offered vou
a prescription for 20 tablets of Durorhet, "Don't he so
silly, that is no good to me"? A. That may have been on
the occasion when the number of milligfammes was dropped,
you ixnowv.

Q The very first time vou went there he gave you a
presiription for 20 capsules of Durophet at a tiwe when you
were taking 15 a day, as you have told the Coumittee. He
gave youw reallv sbout a day's supolv? A, No, 15 was wnat
I wovld take in a day. I was not taking 15 in a dav but wnat
I could get. Vhen J got a prescription I would take 15.

—_— Q

Vhea you got 15 vou would take 157 4. Yes.

R If the picture vou have presented is right, walking
in to buy drugs as you would go into a swec1 -aop for
sweets, why did vou not say "I will have 100"? A. The doctor
would nct allow vou to buy 100 and I did not have the meney to
buy 100,

~  Did you ask him for 1C0? A. I never hed the money, The
most wags 40, when I could afford to n»ay £5.

Re—~cxamined by Mr DU CAVH:

N I gataer vou say that this suppi-, good, bad or
e dndifferont, vas guite adeguate Iov the orice. In oxder to
nakea comaarvicon one neads to know the blaci wmerket price
for Duzorhint and $rinal in Pi?hin"h'm 2t atouvt that time.
Can you neip us about that? A, Tuinad weuld be about 25p.

0 A wablety A, Yes, 200 g Tuinnl, and Turorhel could be
anything up to 45p, 50p, starbtiung at about 1),
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Q Yer tablet? A, Per capsule, yes.
Mr anisI&: On the occasion when you went to see the
doctor 4id vou asik for so many tablets according to the
money vouw had in your pousession at that time? A. Yes.

Q So that the guestion in your mind was not what the
doctor was #oing to prescribve but how much money you
hapucred to possess to enable you to buy tne tablets?
A, T,al is right.

Mr. POTPER: Did you know, when vou were paving £5 for the
40 capsules of Durophet and the 40 of Tvinzl, that they . .
were rovghly hall the strength of the 20?2 A. At first I
did not know, until I hed received the prescription in
the chemistts, I acceplted the first prescrintion, and
then on the seconrd occausnion, when ite 12% mg Durophet and
the lessexr amount of Tuinal were prescribed, J mentioned it
to the doctor and qc said, "loeok, I am trying to lock after

you,"
Witness witudrew
(Adjourned at 6 p.m. vntil
. T0.%0 ag1. tne following day)
*w—.....,.,,___.‘“__‘ - —
Resvnreed

s i ——

Thursdry, 25th July, 1974

Mr PU CANN: Refore contiming to call the evidence may
I ark for copies of a schedvle wonich I have prepared to
be handed to the Committec? I have given a codv already
to Mr Rszylis. Cut of the 40 nam-~s whicn appear in the main
schedule, in Exhibit 1, 16 of those versons were knowvn
in one wayv or =nother by the staff of the Addiction Unit

at All Saints Hespital. ‘hat I have done is to list those
16 persons nere on this single piece of paper It will then

Decome ruch easier to absori the evidence to be given by Dr ~

Owens in due course. In the left-hand colunn the numbers

correspucnd to the nunbers in the main schedule for ease of

cross "ofezcncr, and the true names oi the peisons are set

out onetimnes one has to remember the false naiic: for
finok, He. 0,Fnnis, is also kaown as Casev. ‘iith regard

to tue dates in the centre, mar I make it azlsolutely cleoer

thzt where treatment was given by the Addiction Lnit and one

findsas 2o spread of dates, Tor instance in the case ot J.H,

brookes, the second on the list; il does not necessarily

mean tnne Ve Dreokes was aitnnding recuiarly throvghout the
vviole ¢ that neriod buit e was known within that period

and trcatment by x“nnecudxne in that particvlar case was

given, "he very lirst nar e, Prookes, has the letter (A)

againS' druvy, wiicn weans that tnav was the addicticn
)

v
oo

Tthat vieved or ¢laimed to nave at the time he attonded.
In Jﬁc“ particvlor instance no +”oaim‘nm Vas Pvan at all.
In the caze of MNo.k6, P.J. Hubevey, he attended on three
separate oc -“1ouk ontweu“ 1966 and 1971 bLat no treatwent
“was actually given and yo addiction actually estabriched,



so I have left the last column blank,

is intended only to indicate
either what was
of treatment -~ again not nece
the periocds shown in tne date
gives a general guide and a
that it may be ncecessary to t
as Exhibit 5.)

I now ceil Detective Serge

in the wost gencral

ssarily continucus

The last column
sense
found by way of addicticon or given by way

througaout

column in the centre.

But it

horthanﬂ version of the eviden

ce

ake from Dr Owens. (Put in
ant Brown,

TN sworn

bv Mr DT CANN

JESS BRO:

——— T e
Examined
Q Vould rou give the Commi

A, Jess Brown, Detective Serg

Birmingham,

ttee vour
ceant,

particuvlars?
Viest Midlands Folice,

Q@ Until April 1974 did your dvties include visiting

chemists!

0 And there examining priv
specifying controlled drugs
1971°? A, For the puxpose of

0 Ae a recgult of those vis

rivate prescriptions issued
Blrmlngham. A, I dig,

N Mainly what drugs?

Q Separ aLcJV or in combina
of them were together,

0
of the identities of thep
A, Yes, I did.

Q And also in respe~t of t
correct.

A

n ‘Jere you able to identify
on the prescriptionsty A. Yes

0 Vere tuey known
City Policr-? A. Tae vast maj
did see were known to menmbers

0 It is now the “est Midle
A, That is cerruct.

0 On checking the addresse
vhetter same of 1a0se existed
wvere quizte o nunber oif tanoc
existent. COlhervrs were office
otlier cogeg The Leyoons named

i i .
addyressen,

premises in the city

mder the l.isuse of

2 As a result of that did vou make enquiries
ergsons named upon tne prescriptions?

he addrecses?

to the Druzs

nds P

of Birmingham?

rprescriptions issued
Drugs
all controlled drugs,

ate
Act
Sir.

its did ycu see a number of
vy Dr Pracad at Soho Road,

A. Mainty for Durophet znd Tuinal.

The vasl majority

tiocn? A.

in respect

A. That is

A. They did,

sone of the

persons named
I was. '

Ersnch of the Dirminghom

ority of the vounsg ncovnle I
of tvhellilmg Squad, yes.

clice force, is it not?

3 were vou avie to establish
cr 4id not exist? A. Ther:
addregres that were non-
bleole or shon nreises, 1In
wvere not inown at thos
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Q VYould you look at the main Schedule BExhibit 19 Tould
vou turn to the third page, entry No.l0, in relation to a wan
whose trve name is fnnis but who is giving the name Casey?

Ao Yeso ’ .

0 Is one of thoce an instance found by you of & false
name beinzg given? A. Yes, both a false name and a false
address.

Q <Can you help about one or other of these two addresses?
A, 8 Richmond Rocad is an office block with no private
accommodation at all. 24% Mary Street is an address at
vnich "Casey" may possibly iave lived. I cannot really
be sure of that. These voung people very often drift
from one address to another.

0 Wevld you look at No,11l, Flwell? A. I do not know
this person and I capnot be sure of Murdock Road. Yo the
best of my lknowledge no one is know.: of that name.

Q VWhile that address is in our mind can vou turn to Item
37, which appears to be the same address, but instead of Flwell
the name is Helliwell?® A. If I remember rightly, this is
‘zn addyress occupied by Indiazn peonle. o white people live
— taere at all. I cannot be 100 per cent sure.

Q0 Can we go beck to Wo0.,13? The first address given there
is 45 HMostyn Road, “irmingham 21. A, Thic address does exist.
It is occupied by two elderly white people and the man Earris
is not known at that address. It says "Harris" here but ——-

Q YXo.,l4, 17 Murdoch Road? A. That is also a house
occunied by an Indian family and no one of that name is
known. I do Xxnow the man Garnett.

N VWhat about 2 Constance Road? A. It is a lodging house.
Jt has been vtiliecd regularly by peopie who have heen

T T T PR -
connected witn drug abuse,.

Q It is a common lodging house? A. I have neverbeen
there tut T am aware tnat a number of these people have
teen there.

Q ¥%o.l1% is 18 Sono Road? A. That is a club for Polish
neople. There is no one knowm at that address of that nane,
as having stayed there. : :

D No.l6, Hubcrey. That is the same address as iarris, No.
15 - 45 rostvn Road? A. Francis Joun Huberey is ltnmown 0 ne
s beinz z person connected with offences in reliation to
drvg abuse. He is not known at that address. It belongs
to two elderly wanite p=ople.

Q0 He has given a numver of addrecses. Do vou lnow 45
Trospect Tload? A. Vo,

n In this iist we have Tirmincham 21, Pirmingham 13,
~Pirminghiaw 14, “est bromwich, Birmincham 12 and Pizminchan 16,
et is the area of Scoho Road? A, Most:n Road is in very
cloge wroximity to the Soho "oad area - Livmingham 20 and 21,
The other avens, Voslev, Tirviinshom 14, Xings Meath and
Gillott ioad, are all guite ccme distance away. est



Bromwich iz cut of the Birmingham city arez completely, though
not far away. ‘

) wecse other addresces genuine -~ XKingswood Road
being the next one? A. I believe that to be a common
todging ncuse hut I have not been therz myself.

0 Are the

Q Whst about Joiner, Fo,18. A. These are all so~called
common lodging houses. I did not go there myself,

0 VWhat about Jowes, 37Triary Close? A, Tobert O.en Jones
is a corveect name. e ig ¥nowm to me. This roung man lives
at that address, wnich is a correct one, with his parents,

Q VWhat about No.20 -~ 48 Gtrove Lane? A. The name is given.
as Kavanazh with a X or a C -~ Dermott Kavanagh or Cavanagh.
He ic not Imown to me., 48 Grove JTane is s cake shop. Fher-
is no accommodation av those premiges and no one of that
name is known there,

Q Wo.2%1, Fitchner? A. I believe it to be a false nanc.
It was utiliced by & man 1 know as James Tracy Sheedy, whu
is got here today. Thig wan is wanted for othei offences.
I rather think this one is either non-existent or not known
there. 1 cannot be absolutely sure.

—
Q It is one or the other? A. Yes.
@T.odge or rande I need not ask about. Can I go to Millerx
or Robich Aux? A. Harry Miller's correft name ic Phillip
Fobich.Qux. e is Imown to me. He has never used the
address at Hurdoch Road.

O  Othex addresses avpearing on the next page I think do

exist., Mav we look at Nos. 28 to 329 A, Ho.26 cn the
schedule is liiss or ¥rs Hillery CO'Shaughnessy. The address
igs 42 CGrove Tane. The man Iavanagh or Cavanagh gave th-»

game addresse and thalt, I have already said, is false. Fo
e of that name is living there. Tuat is a cake shop.
With regard to Robinson, 69 I.ilac Grove, he is known to re
and that is his correct address.

0 YNo.28 -~ Stoney Lane? A. I do not know the lady or the
address.

O XNo.292, Ryan? A, T am not in a position to say.
9] NO.TO, Sayce, Stirvliag #oad? A. I do not know.

0 Saakespeare, of Finchpath Roa2d? A. That I dou not know

either.

—— "™ And Suity of Yellinoton load? A. I have everv reason to
Lelicve there is a frian David Smith living at that address,
alt.ouzir 1 40 not know tuis man personaily,

N T inink I ocan jumn to No,.%5 on the st rage, at 80
Droughton ocad? A. That is the address [ menticned before.
Phere io »no cne of that nane Inown there. #ither that or it
is & non—cistent address, T cannot honestly rememoer.
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0 Pollowing your examinaticn of the presc
the 6th Decenber 1973, tegether with a pO]l ce
from the Dru~ oouad did you go to see D Prag
surgery at 391 Soho Road, Handsworth? a4, I di

¢ And did you speak to him about what you had found?
A. Yes, I did.

Q Can you tell us what it was you said to him? A, I
went there to warn tne doctor inasmuch ag I was aware thaib
a nmmher of his patients, peownle seein; uim privately, were
giving him'false names and addresses, and of the Tact that
~a nuwmber of them were known to me to have been convicted
of drug offsnces or to be connected with the abuse of drugs.
I alsc told him that I was aware of the fact that some of
these young veople had been taken into hogspital suffering with
overdoses of the drugs that he had apparently described,

Q Having related that information to him, what was his
renly? A. The doctor told me that he did not consider he
could be neld responsitle for what these young people did
once Tbev left his surgery, neither could he be held
responsibie for what they did witn the drugs that he PG
scrived. However, he did say that he would bear in mind what
I had told uin.

0 iVas that the end of the interview? A. Yes, there were

other words spoken but it literally was the end of the
interview,

Cross~examined by »r PRAYLIS

0 that it emountis tc, so far as these zddrecses,are
concerned, is that some of them are correct - the gutlents
concerned are living there? A, Correct.

v

Q Mn?' in quite a number of other casec the zdoresses
arc false but thev are not wholly imaginary ones, as it
were? A, No, there are two or three iwhere the d€6ressps
are non-existent, but the vast majority are actuzl addresses.

55€

Q 3Bven though the merson concerned mev not have been
living there at the particvular time? A. Correct.

N Yowir peonle of the kina we are tal Iing about move
arcund. a great deal? A. They most certainly ‘do,

G I%t is possible that in some of these cases the pstionts

may have lived at the lodging hovse but were not there at
. the time vou visited? A. I have not vicited all of these
ﬁz:ziﬁaresscs ergonally but that may hell be the case., ~

0  You h-ve had very concsiderable exnerience of young
p 0910 sufroring Ifrow drus dependence o drur addiclion?
A. T have woriied as a Yrug Squad officer ifor eight years.

¢ Is it a common exnnrience that they tend to rive falise
names and falce addresses A, Yeg, it certainly is.

Q Vhen you saw D Prasad on the 6th Decewber 1972 - you-
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have told the Committee why vou went to see him - was he in
any way difficult or obstructive? A, Yo, he was not difficultd
or obstructive, I had the imrression that I may have been
wasting his time, e was obviously a buuy man, but he wa

not dif f‘J.cnlt or obstructive.

Q You said that ne said something *to the effect that he
was not res=weonsible for what the patlents did when they had
left the surgery? A. That is correct.

Q Is it possidle that wha' he said wvas words to the effect
that he was not able to contrsol what the patleht° did with
the drugs after they Left the sur erv . To ¥ic vest oFf ny
knowledge he used the words "I can't be neld respons 1blc.

“Witness withdwew

ROBERT CWgi JOWES sworn

Fxamined by Mr JWU_CANV

Q@ Vhat are your full names? A. Robert John Owen Jones,

Q And your address? A, 37 ¥riary Close, Handsworth,
Kirminghan,

Q 2nd your occupation? A. Carpenter.

Q Have you been using drugs? A. Yes,

e S

0 For about how lcng? A, Seven years.

0 In the main Hhat tvre? A. I started smoking and went
on to barbiturates, pnetamines and heroin. That 1is
apout it,.

0 At one time during 1973 did you know Graham iobinson who
gave evidence yesterday? A. Yes.

¢ On the 1st Novembexr 15973 did you suffer from an overdose
of drugs? A. Yes.

0 thich you had tzken in conpany with Graham Rodbinson?

A. Yes, —_—
e ———————

o Together with some brandy? A. Ves.

H  As a2 result ol which you were taien off to hospital?
A. Yes.

1

0 ”Hat Yind of drurs were those? A, RBarbiturates,
anphetanines.
¢ What kxind of tarbtiturate? A, Tuinal, and Dexedrine.

o Who had obtained the drugs? A, T had,

Q "heve Trowm? A, Dr Prasad,
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0 Had you obtained them on that dav or some day
previously? A. On that day.

Q That morning. Was that the first time thatyou had
been in Dr Prasad's surgery? A. No, Sir.

Q How long had you been going there? A. Since June or
July.

Q TIlow frequently had you been going there? A, Once a
wveek, _

Q And what category of drugs had vou been obtaining?

- A, Tuinal and Dexedrine.

L — e N
0 In that combination? A, Yes.

Q Had vou been going as a National Health patient or as
a private patient? A. Private, Sir.

Q Had wou paid anything for the¢ drugs or for the pre-
scription? A.Yes, for the prescr.ption.

Q How nuch did you pay? A. Two pounds a time,

Q0 What gquvantitv of drugs was prescribed for you on paying
£27 A. At first 60 Tuinal and 60 Dexedrine and then it went
down to 2C of each.

0 VWas any reason given for reducing it? A. Yo, Sir.

Q Do I gather that you went back on a weekly basis? A. Yes,

Q On any of the vioitg, including that which led to the
overdose, wvere you asked for a medical history by Dr Prasad?
A, Yo, 5ir, _

Q 'ere ycu ever given a physical examination? A. No, Sir.

Q0 Dia you advance any reason for wanting'drugs other than
the fact that you desired to have them? A. Vo,

0 Were vou sufferinz from any comelaint whichi would
justify +tnedrugs? A. Just depression, that was all.

n pfter the overdose on the lst ovember did vov €0 0N e

S i

‘*T CK o the -Zurgery or was tnat ilhe last tiue “rou ever went?
A. I think I went back after that,

N and did vou obtain eny further drugs? A. Yes.

~oon iere do wou get vour drugs dispensed? A. Sometines
Foots in ZRirmingham and sonetimes at another place
in Birningaanm, Cross's,

Q VYas thrre any reason for goinr to two different nlaces?
L, In the daytime I would mo to Crosst!s becausc it was cheaper
and at night I would go to TFoots because it was open till
10 otclock.
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0 %Was that the only one open in Pirmingham at night<
A. Yes,

Q@ "as anything ever said to you by Dr Prasad as to
where you should or shovwld not have the prescripticns
disvensed? A. He said "Don't change them in Birmingham'" -
cash then.

Q Did you know why? A. No,

N Did vou ask him why? A. No,

N I want vou to look at this bundle of prescriptions
. which bear your naize and -rour acdre 3s as you have given

then already te the Commitieec. “'ere those prescriptions
all issued to you? A. Ves, -

Cross~exanined ©w Mr FPAVI.TS

Q' You have told the Committee that rou Ilrut saw Dr
Prasad in about June or July of 1977% A. Yes,

0 At the time you first saw him were you taking drugs?
A. Yes,

Q In what sort of guantity? A. Do you mean how many
would I take vioen I tookx them? » :

_ 0 How many would you take each day? A, As manv as I had
got.

0 How many could that amount tec? Would it be as many
as ten or twelve barbiturates a day? A. ves.

N It covld be, Could it be more than that? A, It could
be sometimes : _

N Could it be as many as, sav, 20? A. It depends what
strengvn they were.

0 Are wvou sure it was not the 4th October 1973 wnich was
the first tiwe "ou went to Dr Prasad's surgery. A. No,
before that, _ .

0 *mat makes you remenber that it was before that? 4. T
do not imow dbut I rerember it was June or July that I started
to go.

N As far as vou can remember did vou s=e Dr Prasad
between July and September of that year? A. Yes, Sir,

Q0 Are vou sure it was Dr Prasad? A. There was a month
when it was Jr Singh who was in charge of the surgery -
“four weeks,

0 That was another doctor who was workins in this surgery?®
A, Yes.

ot
T

N ‘‘ould vou be good enough to look at the top prescripvion

"L

therc? VUWnat dnte is that®? A, 4.,10.75.
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Q T suggest that your recollection about dates in 1973% is
at fault and that the first occasicn on which you were seen
by him wae the date of that prescription, namely, the 4th
October? A. No, because I saw him before Dr Singh was there,
I saw him twice, I think, before Dr Singh spent the month at
surgery.

Q0 When you first saw Dr Prasad did you tell him that you
were having difficulty with sleeping? A. I cannot remember.

Q 7You may have done? A, I may have done.

Q Did wyou tell him that you had no doctor of your own?

S NeTTTtoTdhim that I had a family doctor BUT he would
not give me anything at all.

? Are you quite sure vou d4did not say to him that you did
not have a doctor at 211? A, No. I remember telling him
that I had a family doctor.

Q Did you tell Dr Prasad that you were feeling very
depressed? A, I do not think I did,.

0 “ere vou suffering from depression at that time?
A. Yes,

0 Dq:%gg,ihing_it is poseible that vou teld Dr Prasad that?

“E. I might have done, e

Q Vould you be good enough to Look at the first prescripiion
for the 4th Dctober 187372 What is the prescription for?
A, 20 Tuinal.

Q Is thnere any 1ndlcat10n on there of how often you should
take these tablets? A, Cne to two capsules at nedtime.

0 That is what Dr Prasad told you to do? A. Yes.

0 Turning to the nextprescription, what date is that?
A. The first of the 1llth. ‘

0 And is that for 20 Dexedrine and 20 Tuinal? A. Yes.

Q On that occasion did wvou tell Dr Prasad that xou were
still suffering from depression? 4. I do nct think so.
“men I first started going I mav have told him that but
after that I just used to go in and he would give me a
prescrviption.

0 Do vou remember that on the secend occasion ne weighed
you? A, No, he never weighed mne,

Q0 Aind that he carried out a physical examination? A, No
exanination,

O Do vou renciber him writing on any vaper apart from —

o

the prescription form? A, No,

0 Was it in rcopect of that occasion when vou were
taken to hocnitsl, heving taken too much Tuvinal? A, I do
not remerier the date,
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Q I think the date put {o vou by the gentieman who
guestinned vou first - you do not remember whether that was
the date oxr not? A. Wo.

Q Vere you working at this time? A. Yes.

As a carpenter? A, Yes..

(O lO

“ere yvou working for somerody or doing piece-work®?
A. I was working for myself - self-employed.

Q You were workiﬁg fullutime, were you? A, Ves,

Q Ard living at Friary Close?’ A, Yes,

0 Is that your parents!' home? A. Yes.

Q How old are you? A, 22.

0 Do you remerber the doctor asking you now old yvou

were? A, Yes.

Q Do you remember him writing it down? A, He did not
write anyt-ing down until I paid him a few visits and then
he kevt a record of how many I had itaken and now many he
had preqcrlb d for me.

Q You did not come back to the surgery, according o
the prescrivtions issued, for sometning over a fortnight?
A, That oould be.

Q Look at the third prescrlptlon. Is that dated 17th
Neovember? A. Ves

¢ Yas tnat because the doctor *told you not t5 come back
for 14 days? A. It could hzve been, or it could have beefu
that I did not heve the money to go ack. I do not rermener.
Q &

Q Vouvld wou turn over to the next one, the 17th, and you
will see it is dated the 18th? Can vou ex»lain how you came '
to receive a prescription on the 17th arnd another on the 18th?
A. I went to his surgery on the Satur av and got the one

rescription for 20 of each, and T went to his house again
on theSunday, the day after, and got another preocrlptlon
for 20 of eactu.

Mr DU CAKN: That{ is a Saturday and Sunday, the 17th and
1&+n,

Mr BAVIIS: You told the doctor on the 3undayw, when vou
went to see him at Regents Rcad, that vou had lou\ the

tabiets wiich had been pro"c"lbnd on the p“ev10u° day.
That is rignt, is it not? A, I think that is right.

N Yas thot true? A FNo.

N It was not true? A. XYo.

0 Yhat had you done wtin them? A, T had taken then,
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6 And he believed vou apparently and issued you another
prescription? A. Yes.

Q Did he tell you not to come back for another weck?
A. No.

Q You did not, did you? You will find that the next
prescription is dated the 24th November? A, Yes.

0 That was a weekfs interval from the previous prescription?
A, T used to go back every week beccause J was naid on the
Friday and I had the money then to go to the surgery to get
a preccription,

D _7ou mzay have done. Is that possibly correct? A, It

Q You say that, but if vou go on one further prescripticn
you willi find that you went back on the 27th. "hy was that?
A. Just to get more.

0 Taink carefully and see if -rou can remember any reason
for going back after four days, rather than after a week as
the doctor had told you to% A, I cannot think of anytaing.

0 Is not it right that you told the doctor that vou
were goings away to L.ondon anéd wanted a supply to last{ vou-
till yox got back? A, I may have toid him that.

couldbe. T woulid teli him all sorts of things,

D On that occasion did wvou tell Dr Prasad that wou felt
that vou were more able to cope with 1ife? A. I do not
remenber.

A Did you in fact go to London in November - atout that
time? A, No.

Q  You never went to london at 2l1l1l? A, Ko,

Q0 Put if it is true that you told hin that, that would not
be true? A. No, it wovld not bte true,

0 Dc vou remernber hin t2lling -rou, "I will _give wou the -
on this occasion but ou are not to come hack
for anot:cr eleven days%", that is to 82y, until the fortnight
was over? A. I do not remnember hinm saving that,

o At aill events, vou 4id not =0 back, accoxding to the
dates of the proescrintions, until the 7th Decenber? A, Tes,.

0 And then after that, in anothsr week's tim2, on the 14th
Decenber? A, Yes, - '

o Are thuno anv prescrintions after the 14th NDecowber?
A. Yeos, the 2Znd Deceanber,. 29th December, 11th Januvary 1974,
19%h Jonuary 1574, 25th Jenuary 1974, and the_Tth February

1974

0 Al) at intervalis of rourhly a week o ten days?
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A. It was about this time -~ towards the end of last year - tha
I had to 7o back exactly on the day that the tablets ran out
before ne would give another preccription,

Q0 Do wvou remember secing him on the 1lth January 19747
There is a prescription of that date, is jiot there? A. Yes.,

® Do yvou remember that ne said you must go to hospital?
A, Yes, he did tell me that, He said ne wouvld give me a
letter to attend All Saints but he never gave me one.

Q ‘as that because you said yvou would prefer to die rathexr
than go to hospital? A. No. :

Q@ You had been before, had you not? A, Yes,
0 Tor quite a long period in 1971 and 19722 A. Yes.

0 VWhy did vou stop in November 1972 going to All Saints?
A, Because they would.not give me any treatment,

0 DBave you ever been back there after December 1972?
A, T was there in 1973 but I cannot revember when it was.
I paid about six visits to the hospital,

Q Not after that? A. No.

N VWas it because they were not prepared tc ireat jou
~at awuvy rate in the way you wanted that you refused the
—==jUTTor's sugrestion that wou should £0 to hospital? \

A, Yes, I would have gorie to the Hospital if he had given
ne a letter but he never gave me one,

¢ VWas there any reason, so far as vou know, why he would
not give you a letter? He said he offered to? A. No, he
just sais that ne would give wme a letter and that I would
have to =tart attending All Jaints, and he Jjust never
sentioned it agein after that.

N Vas that not because you said, "I am not going to
~__that hospital"? A, Fo, because I would have gone ifr ¥ ——
had had a letter frow hin,
n Did you ask him on any subsequent occasion, "Where
is the diecter?® A. No, I never mentioned it.

Q I suggest that the reason you did not get a letter
roferring vou ito hospital was that vouv refused voint-~-blank
to g0 back 1o hospitel, and indecd said you would ratner be
dead than go back to the nospital? A, No,

n  On the 25th Januvary 1974 vou went to see Ir Prasad
arain? A, Yes.

.0 _Did wou complain on that occasion of a severe pain
in tue back? A, No. e T

Q A pain in the tummy? A. No,
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Q And ask nim for something for thnat? L., Yo.

Q0 He changed the preccription, did he not? A. He added
Multivite.

0 This prescrintion - correct me if I am wrong -~ is for
Tuinal, 20 tablets of Diccnel, and 20 tablets of Multivite?
A, Yes,

Q There was no Dexedrine on that occasion? A. No, it was
changed to Diconal. Thsat was because I asked him for
Diconal. ‘

Q0 Do you know anything aboul Diconal? A. Nothihg.

Q Do you know wnat it isfor? A. No, Sir.

Q Did he tell you that Diconal would relieve the pain
in your back? A, No, I did not have a pain.

0 What did vou sgy when you £9t the prescription for
scnething calledDiconal? A. I had asked him to change it
from Dexedrinc to Diconal. '

Q@ And he said hé would do that? A. Yes.

0 You cennot remember him saving why he was going to

do that? A, o, he never asked me why I wanted the Diconal.

0 Did he d¥e any indication as to why hfhfff,iigi§§—§>———"='
e S T e T . .. . * . N .
prescription-for Multivite? A. -No, Sir. =T=T== :

Q Do you know what Multivite is? A, It is a vitamin
tablet. .

The Jast prescription isda'ed T7th Februnary, is it not?
ink we can take it that it is. e are working on a
dule of these preccerintions, “as thet & repeat
cription for tie Diconal? A. Yes, 20.

n
i th
gche
pres
¢ Did he repeat that prescription becerse yoa had told
hin that the pain in your bedz had been relieved by the
previoug_Diconzl that you had been ziven? A, Mo, T just —o
—asked him for Diconal again and he just made the prescription
out.

Q@ That was the last occasion on which wou received the
prescription Irom Dr Prasad, was notl it? A. Yec,

Q “as that the last time you saw him? A, Yes.

N Do you rerenber tuat hesaid wordz to the effeet of
"phis is tne last time, I @1 warning vou, vou nust fo to
All Szipitas Yoo ital®"? A, ¥ot thaet I can revenber, I just
stopped it of myv owm accoxrd, I »nacked il in., T nave not
taken anv druss since Janvary or February. That was the
= Tast tine T went to him., I have been working seven days

a wcek cice then and have not seen a doctor or dboushi any

at all, It was ny own ¢énice th&#r I stopped seceine the doctor.
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Re~examined by Mr DU CANN:

Q You have told us that vou had a family doctor and that
he would 1ot give you env .drugs, and you tcld the doctor
that ~ is that right? A. Yes. :

0 “hat is the name and address of vour fa mlby doctor?
&, Yukevich, but I do not rnow the address

e

Q You know how to get there? A. Yes. I have never been
to him to try to get anytniig off him, 1 have nardly
ever scen him since I was a child. That was the last time

I went.

Q Do I understand that you told the doctor -~ wvou said you
told him all sorts of things -~ that your famllv doctor would

not give you any drugs? A. Yes.

Q You have told us that to begin wita the doctor kept no
records of the drugs he was giving to you? A, Yes.

0 Put at some time he started to keep 2 book in which he
listed how menyv he had given and the dates on which he had
given them? A, Yes,

0 Can wvou tell us about when rouzhlv speaking that was?

You were seeing him Irom the benlnnln: of Cctoher reasonably

continucusly up *till) the Tth Fcbruary? A, { think I had -
=mzde¢ about £ix or seven V1olts to him - maybe oniv Ifive -

and then ne produced this book, arnd ne had ny name and

address, and I had to bring proof of identification - who

I was and where I lived - andhe entered it all in the book,

and then he would keen a record of every time I visited

hirn, < :

n

0 Can vou describe the book to us? A, It was z
long by 6 in., wide, a white vad, and there were re
evervbody wio ever attended his surgery.

Q Had it a cover? A. Ko.
e T
Q Did iV open sideways or fron the top? A, From the %op.

Q What was the colouvr of the paper inside? A, Yaite,

Q VWas it lired? A. It had got writing in black and it
was split off into sections,

0 “as there asy kind of index to the book so that he could
turn to J for Joneg? A, VMo, ne Just flipped throusnh the
book until he found +the nane,

0 So far as vou covrld see was it kept on a name bvasis oxr
a date bvasis? &, Iverrvoly anad is own separate pasz and

very tine I went he wouvld f1iv throush it, Vou had 3o _come
I at a certain time. If vou went in a dav carly he would not
£ive »ou 2 prescrinvition. You had to cone in exactly on the dav
if you wanted a vrescription. Thar is ween ne started keeping
the book.
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0 You sav that he started a svstem under waich vou had
to go bhack exactly on the dav when vour tablets ran out before
he would give you any other prescrintion? A. Yes.,

Q The tablets runninz out according to the amount you
vere supposed to be taking, as written on the prescription?
Ac Yes.

0 And you put that as being about the end of 19777
A. About November or December.

N  You have bVeen asked abtmt fhe individuval prescriptions.

Oun 22nd Decenmber, 29th Decen:ber and then the 1lth Janu%;g
~ he appears to have given vou 40 tablets of Dexedrine and 40

of Tuinal, as oprosed to the 20 which he had given you
before? A. Yes.

Q) ‘“hat was the reason for that? A, For £2 you could
have 20 of each, 20 Dexedrine and 20 Tvinal, and for £5
you could have 40 Dexedrine and 40 Tuinal.

Q So was it sinply a matter of nav1ng extra cash?
A, Yes.

Q Was there any medlcal reason why you nad an extra
amount? A, Mo, Sir,

Q0 1 gather that from the Tth ¥ebruary yocu have glvcn up
drugs completely? A. Yes,

Witness withdrew

JOHN GABRRI=I, MURRAY sworn

Fxamined bv ir DU CAIN

Q VWhat is your full name? A. John Gabriel Murrav.

Q And your addrecs? A, 5/48 Eristol 2cad, Fdghaston,
Bimingnan,

0 That is Flat 5, 48 Bristol Road, is it? A. Yes.

How far is Soho Recad., Firminghem, from there?. A. Four
five miles, . o

Q BHow old are yeu? A. Twenty-Tive,
0 Are you in work at the moment? A, Yes,
0 As what? A. A pioe fitter.

o Until twe late ,Jrlzc of 1977 were vou receiving
treatment atv 411 Saints 31 plial" A, Yes,

0 That is at ithe Addiction Unit there? A. Yes.

N vhat druss

.. 1 re vou ~etiine fron them? A, Yrinamy,
fuinai and iLe«buvar .,

Ve
2
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0 I {think wou came to be involved in some court case in
Birminrhan? A, Yec.

-3

~ Involving druzs A, Yes.
Q And as a result were you struck off their treatment
list? A. Yes.

0 Yere you able to getanother supply of drugs from some
other so rce? A. There are various sources.in the streets
of Pirmingham on the black rarket but they are not reliable
sources,

0 And eventually did you go to the surgery of Dr Prasad?
A. Yebo .,-——-*_‘_—‘

Q0 Can you tell us when it was, f~om your recollection,
first of all, rougnhly opesking, tha: you went there first?
A. I think it was about 3Septerber or October.

0 At what time of day did you go? A, Night time,

Q Were you goinz as a National ealth patient or a
private patient? A. Private.

Q Vhen you wenti in on the first occasion and saw the
doctor were you asked any gquestions by hin? A, He ask:
me why 1 wanted these things and T told hin I had beer
a previouns addict at All Saints but All Saints would not
treat me, and would he treat me, and ne obliged.

0 You say the doctor asked vou why vou wanted these
things. ~“hat had rou said to him that you wanted? A. Vell,
I had to hear from som=2o0one of thig doctor,

Q We can imagine that you got the name from someone.
A. And I heard what taey were getting so 1 auhed for Durophet
2nd Tuinal.

(0 Had wvoun taken Durophet previcusly? A, Yes, many times,

0. But through All Saints had you been taking it? _A. No,

T e——

Q0 et about Tuvinal? A, Tvinal, yes.

You had taken that. Put through All.Saints? A, No,

G Did vou specify any quantity that vou wanted? A. Yes.
How many? A, ©Gwenty of each,

0 How did vou put it to the docter? A. 20 and 20.

2 Just "I want 20 and 20"? A, Yes,

7 How goon afier vou had got into the doctor's surgerxry
did vou say thait? A. Cne or two ninutes,

Q Did you give vour nune? A, Y

Q As you uaave gives it to us? A, Yes,
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And your address? A, Yes,
Vere you asled for any proof of identity? A. Yes,
“ere you able to give something? A, No.

ind then, having had the conversation about being at All

Saints, and th@b A1) Saints would not give vou any further
treatment, what happencd next? A, The coctor wrote out a
prescrlyulon for 20 Tuinal and 20 Durophet and said tuhat

that

N

would be £3,
What did you say to him then? A, I gave him the £3 and

__he said "Thank wvou" and I said "Shall I coms back next week?"

—and the doctor said "Yes,M

0

Did he ask you any questions ab-ut yovr medical

history? A, No, I do not thini: he did.

0

Q
ALl
dia
had

a)

[

0

Did he examine you at 211? A, No.

Apart from vour teclling him toat you had been to

Jaints and they ~ould not give you any Iurther treatment,
ne ask youv anyt ing _about any other treatment that you
had for drugs? A. Vo,

Or about wour ovm doctor? A, No.

Following that fl”°t vigit did ycu go back on a fairly

rerular basis until mid February of 19747 A, Tes.

)

Hid he ever dvuring that time ask you any questions

about vour medical *nistorr or condition? A. Wo.

Q

At one moint, as we can see from the schedulz, in mid-

Decenber, ne started giving vou 4C Durophet and 4C Tuinal?

Aol

Q

Q

‘,1
w‘

es, that is correct.

Fow did that come about? A, I was going on a weekly
and then it was starting to be fortnightly, and that
ny I was getting 40 and 40,

“W 2t p“" -ent did vou make for 40?7 A, £5.

Just looXk at these ore°cr1ﬂu10hg. There are, I think,

ten of them in ali, Are those the -rescripitions you nave

£01?

n

-~

A, Yes,

Is there anv particular piace where thev were dispense

or did rou get ther dispensed all over the place? A. A
variocus chemicts in the city,

N

'y did von g0 to verious different chemists? A, It

vas comnon sense, rcally, but the doctor hwad rut it to me

that 1t would bo better to ~o to 2 difierent clhemist all the
tine, : : ——
—/"-—__’/
 You ctopted going on the 15U February, ac vwe can see
from thc vrescreivtions, How did that come about? A, Vell,
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the police approacied me one day and they said, "Je are

going to do Dr Prasad — will -~ouv make a staterment?® After
that evervyone I knew who had been voing tae doctor and getting
treatment from him was not going any more, so I did not 7o at
all thren, end the decctor put the notice up in the surgery
sayinz, "l'o more barbiturates or amphetamines will be
prescribed.®

0 Did wvou ”ecelve any te¢epaono call from the dochor
after that? A. Yes,

Q0  “hat did he want? A. He wanted to see me but I was -
— T . . . ‘ L A d
just lcaving for worl in the morning and coula not have a
very long conversation witn him,

0 Did he sav what he wanted to see yov about? A. Over
what had happened to hin,.

£ In what way? A. He wanted t0 linow way puople were
making statencnts againet him end things 1like that,

) %Yas he wanting wvou to do anything? A, Ve did not
have much time for conversation on the ?'phene. Ile just
vanted to see me and I caid, "IL I can T will come round
and sge you", but I did not gelt round to it. o

bl h

Q

Crosgs--exanined bv Mr RAYLIS

Q It was the 1lth Cctober 1ST7% when you Ffirst went to
Dr Frasad's surgery? A. Tes.

Q@ That is right, is it? A. I camnot recall the exact
date but I Lneow it was around October.

0 You cave him your name and address as 5/42 Bristol
Road? A. Yes. '

N Is that a true addrece? A. Yes,
O Did you tell him you wer> 24 years o0ld? A, Yes..

That is rigat, is i% not? Did vou mention anv_addres
in Iond01 at any tinme? A, No.

4]

@ Does 18 Church Crescent, WY5, mean anvthing torou? A, I
thal in Finchlc#?

2 I think it vrobabliyv is. A. Yes, it does mean something
to me.

Q@ Did you tell Dr Prasad that ou were feelinsg very
depressed and couid not sleen at nishte, sometines not beinz
able to et Lo slee~ until two ofclock in the :oninz? A. I
mey have done on other vieits but definitely not on the first
vicit. ———

N Did von Yell hir that becruse of this vou Found it dif-
ficult to do your jobL wroperlv? A, Yes, 1 mavy have done,

0 Do vou wemeber teiling hin that ouv tried logadon,
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and also Nembutal? A. Vo,

Q0 Do wou remercer tihiose drugs being mentioned at all?
A. I may have mentioned Fembutal cor Sodium Amvtal but not
T
iozadon.

Q Vhat was rour weizsht at that time, can you renember?
A, Yine stone,

Q Are you sure it was. not 8 stone 1% 1bs? * A, Vo,

0 The doctor weighed you, did he no%? A. No, he did
not,

Q And he examined you, did he not? A No.

o —

" Did he write amytlhine doewn on anv paper apart from
what he wrote on the prescription? A. He kept his own
recoxrd of what he had given nme,

0 Did he ask you to sign anything? A, Ithink he did cnce
but I do .20t know waen it was.

0 ‘Yould vou be good cnouzh ta look at the too right-hand
corner of this® Do you see vour signature there? A, Yes,

Q Is that vour signature? A. Ves.

~  Perhaps it would be easier frr me to wead thin, Iz it
vour sisnature under the words, "I certify that I have not N

T received nedicine from any other doctoxr®: I think those
are the words. I am told now that it is, "I don't receive

medicines from anvwhere eise." ‘ould you lool and see whether
you recall that? A, That is what it lookz like, yes.

Q Vas that true, —-- A. I cannot recall it.

time wou vere not receiving

% Vas it true that at that i 5
A, Yes,

4
medicines fron anywhere else?
Q Vould wecu look at the next prescription, the sccond one?
You did not see Dr Prasad again for anotner noath, did you -

the Yth November? A, Ves, .
e < e e e . ‘ﬁﬁ‘——_—.—

O Did yvou tell him that vou were feelinsz better -~ more
able to concentrate? A, The trezinment I was getting from
tiie dootsr was obviouoly aelping me, becavse I was addicted
to drvgs at the time and 7 was feelinz slizhtly bette:.

~  Did vou tell him that the Fenbutal did not zvit veu?
A, Yes. ’

0 And ha ¢ nn~ed the preceription, did he not, on that
occacion from Ilembutal <o “uihal? A, Yes, : :

N As a sedative Tuinal continued, did it, until the
presceription on 21st December? A, Vas,. - .
. : p-——-——"-—‘-—‘_—-——_—‘-_.—

Q “hen thexre wans ~ change back to Nembutal? A. Yes.
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Q Hay we look at the wnresctintion dated 1lth Fay? I
think it is the seventh down, Has tiis got a third medicine
or drug on it? A. Tes.

Q “het is that? A, Solprin.

Q  How many? A, 15.

Q Have ybu any recollection of how Solprin came to be
prescribed on that occasion? A, I think it is a rpain killer

of some sort and I do not know why I got it at all,

0 Did you take the Solprin? A, No, I nave s+ill got it
at home. I have not touched it,

QA X¥ou here no idea why those were added? A, Yo,

Q@ Th= last occasion on which you attended the surgery
was the 15th TFebrvary? A. Yes.

@ Do you remember that the doctor gave vou 2 prescrintion
then and advised you to cut down vour cdocage of these drugs
that you were te+ing? Do you remerber him doing that? A, I

A,

was not cutting the dosec dowmn but the strenzgth of the drug
itself,

Q Did he advise you that vour must cut down vour concumpiion
of thcse drugz? A. He prescribed a bottle of ¢yrup to helyp.

Q VWas this on the last occasion? A. Yes.

0 This prescription contains 100 ml of Syrup Pecosvn, 5 nl
to be taken twice a day with fruit juice. I am instiucted
that it is a vitanin preparation of some sort. On this
lest occasion do you rerenber the coctor t2lling you that
vou ougitt to o back to the Addiction Unit a1t ALl Saints
Hogpital? A, Tae doctor sald he was going to rerer me to
A1l Saints. He did not tell me to go there.

Q At all events, he was suggecting that rou sheoudd zo

back to the Addiction Unit? A, I told him it wes impossitle
vecause All Saints did not want to know e,

Q0 You say that some tinme aiter the 15th February 1974
you saw a notice zut uv outside the doctor's surgery®
J\‘L. Y.eso

2 Yo the effect tuat there was no question in fviure of

any prescriptions fov anm-hetanines oy drurs of that sort
being vprencribed? A, Tes,

Te—-exanined by Ty DU OOAUY

0 Yould wou look asain at this docrren® which hag bien
snovn to rou an~ on wiich vouw nove ddeniificed vour
sigdatuve (mnibiv 6)°2 Al Yes.

My DU CALNT: Mot all the members have ceon this yet.
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Mr EZAY5.I5: I have copies of all of them. I can cupply
copics of the documents waich everybodv has been talking
about.

Mr DU CANNM: The document this witness has would anpear
to be the first docunent, at pnaze 1 of the photostat copies
winich yvou have been handed. VYou have got the original, Would
you loox now at the word "Hame"? There is your name, John
lurray, and "24 yrs®? A, Yes.

Q@ In a blackish biro ink? A, Yes.

N Am I right in thinkins that the same kind of ink has been
sed to write the address 5/48 Tristol Road Edgbaston, o
Plrm1n3aam9 A, Yes,

Q And I think alco the JTondon address immedistely under
that? A. Yes,

¢ Then there jig a bracket sign and there appears your
signature "J.G., Murray"? A. Yes.

0 Just above the word "Addrecs" which isvnrinted on the fo:m
there is a little line with an arrow? A. Yes.

Q And then there is somethins written in a different pen?
A, Yecs,

-~

o Across waere the word "Hotes% is printed .re sees: "I
certify that I ax nOu ﬁettlnﬁ drugs fron enyvwhrere elsel, or
words to that effect A. Yes .

N Is the pen in which that is writt-n ti2 same as the pen
in whicn your address is written and with which you signed
this form? A. Mo,

¢ ‘hen wou ¢igncd this form were tose words, "I ceriify
that T am not zettiing drugs from anywhere else" on this
form? A. Thevy may have been but I really do not think they

 were, —

0 Did you sign the form with a pen given to you by the
coctor? A, Ves.

r Just under vour sicsnature to the right of e long stwoke
of the "v" theire anpears to be a dave? A, 7

[¢]
0]

Q “mat is that? A, lltaCctoler 1973.

~

ich appeoers on the fivst pregeristion

~ Yhat ic the date
that we have cot? A, e

no Jusl loo¥ vnderncati: our none "John' soins richt to the
left-band morzin., Io trore a date there? A, Yes.

0 hat is ihat A, 11.10,

¥

0 Is ths pn in viiieh thore two dates are written the some
pen in covdieh rour name and addiess and cicmature are written,
or the sase v n in whicn the words "I certivy that I am not
potlting dsags 05 anywhere et oo ! owere writlten? AL the same
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nen as the "I certiiy", etec., was written.

Q “vou have been asker zbout the additional itcm put on
the very last preccription on the 15th 7eb1vary 1974 -
Becosyn. Did wou have anr conversaltion wit:. the doctor
about suflfering frowm a Vitamin B deficiencr? A. No.

o Did vou ¥nour that you were suffering from any lack
of vitamins? A, I had no icdea at all,

N Do you reme:rber any converuatlon tothat effect? A, No,

. Did vou Inow thit this is a preparation vhich appears
to Dbe re<omvenapd for infaants and children? A. No.

2 How old are wvou? A. 25.

Mr DU CAMN: I an referrinz fto the latest edition of MIMS
in askinz thiat question, _

The PRESIDENT: Decosyn is widely used for adults as well,
Mr DU CA¥N: I az very grateful,

Witness withdrew

PHITY TP ANTIONY 2ONITH_AUX  sworm

Exanined b M DU JANH

Q Is your full name Phillip Anthony Robichaux? A. Yes.

¢ ‘“here do you live? A. 31 Buckland 'louse, Tdgbeston,

TIrmITmEasnT L 5 —_ T

o I think vou have just been released from ‘inson Green?

' After serving how long a sentence? A. Six nmonths.
0 For what offence? A. Forginz préscriptions.

~“  To obtain é¢rugs”T A. That is correct.

Q0 ‘'hat cateroxyr of drugs? A, Barbiturates.
N Vvhen were vou sentencz:d? A, The T7th Pebruary,

0 This vear? A, Yes., I ot out on tue 24th May.

0 _Priow o Toul teins sentenced had vou besen treated as
‘*—?———.—_— cyq = A A3 e - . 4. " - ]
an cutvatient st the Douge Addiction Unit at ALl Faintes
“ognital? A, That is correct.

N And T think in fact at various meriods :rou nad bheen
treated a8 an inpavient as well thewve? A, Ves.

N Were vou beins trested ot the Uosnital drying 19732
A, Yes,
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Q Either as an inpatient or an outpatient? A. Ves.

N I need not trouble xou with the details but in 19773
did you zo 1o the surgery of “iv Prasad in Soho Road?
A, Tes

0 Did you go as a National Health or private patient?
A. Frivate patient.

Q@ Tor what purrose did vou go there? A. To obta’in drugs.

Q “hat catezory of drugs were you after in particular?
A. Dexedities and barbiturate:.

0 “henyou wehatinto hic consvlting room did vou give
i ve 00

_’TFTB;F'*lon about vonrself? A, I zave a Talsge nanc and
fdl se address and that was 2l? that was erPlTCd.

G Yere you asked anything dbut your medical history?
A. No,

G  Anvithins about youvr personal condition? A. Yo,
you asked about rrour family doctor? A. Yes, I was

i
bout a femily doctor and I gave the mame of a doctor
hester.

n Ye
asked a
in Manc

O You gave the name znd address of a doctor? A, In

‘lanchester.
L emeTER
0 “mat did vou esk for? A, I just asked for someining
tokeer e awake at wovk during the dgr and to nut me asleep
at night, anc I .was gzivin Durovhet to take during the day
n

and Tuinal for the nlg te

o VWere vou requifed to nroduce any furtacr justification
for *hai” A, Wotning, -

“ere you examined by the doctor? 4. Vo.

o

T+ Were you given a prescription? A, Yes.
N Did you have to make any payment? A, I vaid £3 the
first time, : B
"‘___——————’,/’4 .
‘ Q) Do vou remenber the nu ter oF vimes thet vou went to
Dr Prasad altozetuner? A, Toughly about cisght times,

0  And 4id you get a presciintion eacn time? A, Ves.

N TFror the save drugn? A, Yeo,

a  Tid y-v have env difficuvity about netling the prescrin-
tion? A, Mo.

N Tac there anv examinoation =1 ~ny tive or any questioning

at any tirme? A, Yo,

QO Did vou et the save guantities each time?

A, "he fivet fime Lhere were avout 20 of cach nnd on other

e s
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occasionr I wac getting 40 of each.
0 How much did you have to pay if wou got 407 A. £4.

0 Vas anvthing said to yvouv about dismwensing the drugs or
setting them dispenred? A, I was told not to use the same
chemist.

¢ And did wvou obey that instrvetion? A, Wot very well, no.

~ T want vou to look at those prescriptions that we have
¢ot. There are three of them inall, as shown from the
schedvle, coverins two dates in October and one in November
197%.__ Are those three of the prescrivtions that vou got?
A, Yes, ' T

or not? A. I gave the information to the Drug 3guad wno came
to see me, but apparently they hzave not found him yet.

N Can vou tell uvs wh=re it was vougot the others dispensed

Q There came a time .wiren vou did not go to Dr Frasad anyv
more? A. Tes.

Q Vhy wvas that? A. I was doing pretty well when I was
an in~patient in the hospitel and was having 2 good cure
irn hosvital, All 3aints, and did not really need the drugs
at the time until I hit a hard weriod, and then T went to
cee bim and I took the scrint pad from the surgery and T
was sent to prison ior it.

2 ould von look at the oriefinal docvment which is shon
at about paze 9 of the new Exhibit 7. Did you sigr anything
at all wrtell you were in the doctor's surgery on any occasion?
A. No, I éid not,.

0 You xknow the addrecs you gave wes 4 *furdoch Road?
L, That ie corvect.,

0 Tere wvou 2ver as¥Xed to coniirm in anr way your namo
and address? A, Mo, notaing,

Q Would you look at this? In the left-hani column at the
tor the nawe —-ou gave appears? A, Yes.

7 Is thet vour corvecl dat~ of birth, 11.4.507? A. Yo,

0 “hat is wour dzte of Iirth? A, 11.6.51.

 Taen it savs "4 Murdoch Foad, Handsworth , Dirmingham 21"7-
A, Yes,

N And in the »ir fT-w@nd co umn the sisgnature "7, ¥Miller"?
!\ N ‘l."e S f

0 Is thet vour sismabrre? A, Yes,

N veou aid put thet on? A, Yer, [

\\__‘_—__\
Poan vouw read the ords arove vour sisnatuvre? A Not
very well, une,
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Q 'hat does it appcar to be? A, "I Harry Miller hereby
cevtify thet I am r-ceiving treatment? or somest:ins, "and
not from anyhody else.!

n Is thet in the same pen as vour siznature? A, Yo,

0 ‘'ere those words on the document when vou sisgned
A, No.

S Vith resard to the aate just to the rlpht of your
signature, 18.,10,.73, is that date written with the same
pen in which vou have sipgned the docvment or the same pon
_in which _the certification appears? A, The same pen as. the
“certification. T T

Cross—exarined br Mr RAYTIS

N VYas it true that you were not rceceivineg treziment firon
anvone elce other than D Prasad? A, I was receiving treat-—
nment at 21l Saints. :

0 If that appeared on there that would be false? &. That
is correct, ,

N  And vyour nane, "Mr Harry liller" ac fslse? A, That
4 . y H
is coirrect.

7 Waz the address "4 Murdoch Road, Handsworthi" correct?
AT mh'wt was false, '

0 And tue dat:zof blrtw, 11 April 1950, was false? A, That
is correct, yes.

N The Committee will see that the entry records '"Bed-
sitter ~“lat." ‘ere wvou 1ivins in a bei-sitting room flat?
A, At that tine I was living at hone,

€ That was falseas well, All the infor~ztion vou gave
the doector on this occasion was a tissue of lieg, was it not?
A, That is correct, ye:=.

N e gqrestioned vou abtout vourcelf, did he not? A. Vo,

—”TETEEH‘ﬁff‘“ -

N vou %old hin thet you nad reen taking drrﬁﬁ, did you
not? A, I just aslked him for cone druge to keep me awake
at work and druss to put we to slesp ot ni-ht,

~ You dircusged lhat with nhim? A, Yes,

T VYou Q.ﬁid that vou had no dircuusion of any coxrt with
the doclor A. I said, '"Con J have covethin~ te keep me
awakne in t e dar rnd tn cut me to zleen at nishttr, e
said, Mhat wouvid vov FTike?® I said, "I don't know" and
he nrecorilod thase drvuge, and that was the linit ol tha_—

dicensiion,
7 And he mave you a prescriviien Jor sfome Duropiiet and
some Tuinal? A, Ves,
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Q@ And he told ycu, did he not, that you could take; s¢
far as thePurophet were concerned, t.o or tiree caovsules
eacn morning at breakfast time. A, Tnat was written on
the prescription.

Q But he told you as well? A, I ca'not remember now,

Q He nmay have? A. He may have.

0 So far as the Tuinal ig concerned, he told you that
you should take two or three cansules each night when vou
went to bed? A. He may have done.

N _He t0ld wrou, did he not, to come back in a week's time
e S =2 T -

snd see nim? A, Yes,
0 And wvou 2id? A, Yegs.

o On the zi{th October, when you got a prescription in
nrecisely similar terms? A, Yes,

0 And vou went to see him sone taree weeks later, on the
13th Wovemter, fThat is rigat, iz it? 4, I think so, ryes.

2  And you got a similar preccrintion? A. That is
correct,

Q That iz the last time vou caw Dr Prasad, is it noi?
A, It is not, no. I went a couple of times after as well,

P A S
Q Tresuuebly receiving no prescriztion
correct. -

2

A, That is

At all events, yvocu were sent to prison in Tebruary?
A. Yes.,

2 Had rou been sirested before that? A, T wes arrested
on JanuaryTth. -

19 A. I was on renan? for three wecks

. ere you on bai
ac let out on bail for a week.

in custody and I v

¢ Bffectively wou ere in cusid’y from the middle of
Jenuary? A. Tes, fror thie bersinring ol Janualy.

N You sar vou rave Do Frasad theneme and adidress of
vour doctor -~ a doctor in lianchestexr? A, Ye:o,

~ fhat was false, There wzs no doctor? A, Yes,

Q Vvou just ade it ur? A, "hat 1g correct,

n T svgreat thet ne said not-ing a2t all atout where you
chould have the vrecerintions madevp. You savy he said ou

chould not alwavse use the came ohenl 317 AL Tes,

I am svoeesting that that io net correct? A, It is

.

o T - ——
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Q And that, like everrtaing vou told the doctor, was
also false? A. No.

Te=examined by Mr DU CANN

 The three prezscriptions we have are dated October and
¥overber. Did I understand ou to sar that you went on
other occasions after those three? A. Correct.

Q@ Did you get any prescriptions from the doctor? A. Ves,

7  And were thiose dispensed for you in due course?
A, Yes.

Witness withdrew

ROPHRY JOSEPH DONNELLY sworn

Examined bv My DU CANN

N  What are your full names? A, Robert Joseph Donnelly.

O And your address? A, 2 Constance Road, Edgbaston,
P Ly (7] ghcm 50
N ind vour occupation? A. General lzabourer.

N And were you living at that address in the latter part
of 1973 and the bec;nnln" of thic year? A. Yes,

D How old are you? A. 28,

N Did vou go to Dr FPrasad's surgery in Soho Road? A, Yes,

~ Pefure T, chow vou anv dccuvents, how many times did you
go there rouvshly? A, TFour times, ,

Q ‘“hen as the first? A, It was around November 1973.
2  Ahd the last? A Devember 1973,

N hat did rou o there for? A. Amphetamines and
}‘?”bl burc-.teu.

Sord

~

Hadyou 2 fan2ily doctor of your own? JA. Ves,

N Yould vou have ~ot azmwhetarines and barbiturates froo
vour own family dootsx, do you think? A, XNo.

0 _Mell ux -hat har sned vhen you walked into Dr Prasad's
ruegery. Ao I cet doun

N You nrd never becen there boefore? A, Yo,

Y So vhaet id vou =mcy? A, T owas acsked what I wanted
and I egoid YAmohetaines and Tuinal®, and I teok out some
money and save it tohiw and mot a proccription.

¢ ‘“ere you ecked mav quections by the doctor at all?
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Q Were there anv questions of any kind to justify wanting
d-use of thst kXind or env questions about your nedical
history? A. Yo,

0 FHad vouv attended the All Saints Addiction Tnit at some
time 4in the past? A, 7es,

0 lere veuv acsked any quostions about anv trestnont you
night have had for drugs - asked by Dr Prasad? A, lo.

) Did he euamlne vou at all? A, Fo,.

——r—Ihat d1 he 7ive vou on the first nrescrintion?
A. 40 Durophet and 40 Nembuial.

0 Porty of a tarbtiturate and what else? A. And 40
unnhntaﬂlne.

7  How much 4id you have to pavy for them? A. I paid £5.

¢ Just have a look at these two prescriptions. The first
is dated 21t Decomber 1873 and the second i° dated Januvary
1974, when the prescription is cut dowm to 20 Du ‘ophet and
30 Fembutald 4. Yes,

.Q Can vou tell us why it was cut dom? A, I wac told it
as becauce of tue aunicer of people goinz thore. _

e

—— PR

ety
N YWas there any medicsl rcasongiven to you forcutting it
down? A. Wo.

N Trom hat vou have gajd those are not the only scripts
that were issued tn you by the doctor. “hat was the maximum
nunber of tablets that you ever got from the doctor? A, 30
and Z0.

6 We have 2ot one proceription thosre for 46 and 4C, have
wve not? A, V=zs,

Q Is that the maximum nunb-r that was ever issued?
A. Yeu, that is the maxinum. e

N “There did :ou zet the »rescriptinns dispensed?
A. One at Toots, and J havc teen to Associated, and to Villa
Cross,

N hy ¢id ov ro o diffcerent chenists for tils vpurpose?
A, Vo were vold not to mo 3o the city, 1o Associated and
T - :
Tootls,

ko told rou that? A, Hr Prausad,
o Did he tolI oouw s hy? A, V.
S 'Mmen reu tolk ovoud the nunbox of peopie going to see hin,

did wvou Imeow anr of the vron.e thot 7ou saw in the waiting
roen? A, 7es, vroacticaly everybody. —

[
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0 You knew practically everybvody? A. Yes,.
A As beinz whrt? A, Drus users,

Q At the tjme veu were goint, certainlr in December
and January - woceibly from an earllor period - about how
man~s Bron’e dlL vou =ec coing to lhe surgery on the occagions

’.

wheh you ‘.ere there? 4. There were always six to eight there.

N Was there anvbody there whom you did not recognise?
A, Yes,

0 Would wou look at tais card? In the lefit~hand column

there.-is- the nawme “obert Joseuh Uonnellv, and then the date )

of birtn, 28.5.45. Is that vour date of birth? A, Yes.

2 And thon the addédress, 2 Constance Road, dazbaston?
A. Veo

Q And there azpears to be a sirnature in the right-hand
colvnn directly under the word "Notez"? A Yes.

<
e

Q@ 1Is that wvour signature? A, Yes, 1
. > s

Creogs—exanined by Fr RAVIIS

of these ig dated 21st Decembver 19732 A. Y

.t
is the first occacion on whicn you went to Dr
urgers

®  That is
Prasad's surgerwr, is it not? A, Tes. .
I

Q He acked youv wour ddress, hich wvou gave., Is 2 Constance
Road vour real 2diresst A. Ye

ns

{_h

1

5 Do wvou iive wit* vour parents there? A. Fo, I live?R
with my Comwon Taw wife.

wiat rour occuration was?

_]Ji L’. V OU te-\. e _‘)‘l E 3 or
Q o
I Wao [ J{ l bu’b l d:) IlO'L ttllll S SO,

L. I canct remenber

Ira
f

[

0 Underneatn vour name is there a reference to an
oacupation? A, Hachinist,

0 Are youv a wacahinist? A, Yo.

0. Pid vou tell hin you were a machinict? 4. I do not
“ferember ssying it. . -

0 vhat a- ron now®. ., Y am o qutmon - a2 ditch-disge
noovou will see thot vnderneatn: the word "machninist®

there is "iawln in chevmes Talliers, Tt TFavl's Ceuvar:, Hoclitley!,
A, Terc, T did wovk thcere,

<

N Andg vou tnld D Preessasc that do whioere vou worked? A

i,
@]
.

DooAnd it owos trne? AL Vern,

N So there wes sone conve polion with Wwin? A, Ves,
there wae cowe conversation.
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N Ve pot the imunression frow vour evidence that yvou
simply wolked in and said Y"[lwentvy of these and tre1ty
of those" and nWa“ped the money on tne tatlec. There was
come conversation, There was a counversation cbout you
condition, was there not? 4, There wags no conversation
about health ricke or anytnﬁnh.

0 Yo conversation abvout your previous health? 4, Yo.

" Yas there anr conversation about the fact that you
had been a wnatient of All Saints Hospit2l? A, If theréd
was I do not re ember it. R
._____._.—-—-——————’_' .

Q Was there zny conversation at all abcocut wour feeling
depressed and findinz it difficult to do ycur work? A, Vo.

N Yere vou addicted to drugs 2t this time? A, Yo,

N Tid they ever make vou feel deprecced, making it

e

difficult for you to do yovr Job? A, Ves,

N But rou say there was no convercation atout any of
them? A. There was no conversation about them.

0 Vhat is your date of bixth? A, 2£.5.45.

@ Thatv is recorded there, co that is right, That was
something else waich vas di.cussed? A, Yeos,
il
N flow lonz were 7ou in the doctor's surgery on this
ccecasion? A, About four to five minutes o even less,

Q Did you tell Nr Prasad the name of vour» own doctor?

w

A, I cainoel renember if I did but I do not think I dié.

N Yould you look =zt this? It savs, "Dr Ha rrlson,
Tennyso.l Road, Small Heath". Ic that your fznily doctor?
A. I must bave told ain,

Q0 Did wou tell the doctor that rou rnever went near him?
*e Tes, I think so.

n.. lanld wvou look ~t the »reserintion:z? Doec it _indicate

-

how ofton these cawsnles were thbe tazen? A, Yeu.

1

Q “hat iz 117 "A. "wo to three times a da-.
N Taat is waat the dector told wou, was it note AL, Ver,

0 Did the doctor tell yorhow soon ailer the 21lst Deconher
you .ere to coac bvack to wee uim? A, lo,

N In Fact, veouv vent back on the 10th Jeanuary. I an sure
it is dJiJl ul* to wenenter thaese dates. Tuckil-r we have
sone docunenta. Did rou 0 back there and cet another
preszeription? 4, Yeos.

n Tae do

clar areseribed the UQHL dru~r, bvt co far an
Tue Duvoact wa

r2s conce.ned it was a lower strengih? A, Truec.




76

Q Did he tell youv why he was prescribing in a lover
strength? A, No, :

Q I think you have come toc readily with me. I do not think
it is the strength that iz reduced tut the nunbe~ I micled
vou. You answered too readily., In fact, on the second
occasion vou went the strength of the Durovhet was the same
but in both cases tqe nunber of cansuvles prescribed was
reduced., That ic rignt, is it not? hre there certain
entries against 10tah January 19747 In the midéle, »nder
\ddre there is rour address repeated - 2 Consta-ce
Road, Firmingham? A. Ves o

O tnd vndernea n that, "Telle his =2irl friend has flushed
all the tablets and capsules in the toilet. Swears in the
name of God that I have lost all the capsuvles given to me onm
€.1.74%, Does that bear a signature =iishtly above those
word:c? A, There is a sisnature up above vut not where
these words are.

2 You see the words I have just read? A. Yes, "Tells
hic girl friend..." )

o On the rig t of the word "friend" is there a cignature?
A. On the line avove, ’ -

Q Is that vour sianatuvre? A, Ves.

N Ie it right thet rour sirl friend had flushed some
of the capuuleu do.n the lavatory? A, Yes.

0 That is true, is it? A. Yes.

Q And vou wert and told the doctor. Did he issne.

M

another prescrintion? A, Firct he got the police.

Q How did he do that? A. He had arrvanced it. LHe toid me
to ieet at hiz house and we waited 1illhalf-past six and
T rang him up at Portland Road and he szid, "Give me your
pldﬁ:whiub“r" so I zave him my 'phone number in the
fphene o~ and waited for A ferw minutes, and the 'phone
rang and somebody zaid, "Please lay off the doctor, BobY,

"‘h lL...I
\

) ‘‘ould you repeat thet? A, hen the doctor did not cousme
by half-nmast six I ransg wim back at Nortisnd Toad and he
ackecd for ny tele:hone nunbter, which I save him, and nut
the 'phone dovm. After zbort thres minvtes the 'vphone ranz
and the voice said, "Pleazsce lazy off the doctor, Dobd", qo
I mut thce fphone down and left the area, as I wws told. that
the police were comnino, Q,

~  "as theot the last occcasion own which you had anvthiny
to do with "r av all? 4, Yo, T went tixe next day to
see about it,

ol
~
+
o}
v
Q

0 Tid vou cver vieit his sursery acain® A, After he
'phoned tue molice I went the next day.

N “hat rappened? A. T ot a prescrintion.



Q Vhat date wes this? A, I do no' know the risut dates.

0 Vvour girl friend did destroy =omne of the cawnsvleg iich
have been vwrecceribed. The matter was referred io the
police in some way or another end on the fol'iowing dey &
reveat preccription wvas issucd? A, Yes.
o The doctor cl:arly accepted your 2xpianation as being
true? A. e must nave,

0 And did you ever gzo to the doctor's sur-rery again afte:
thet? A. Wo.

e—exanmined by Mr DU CANN

Q I wan't you to look at that second °1gnature of vouru
that you he-ejust been asked about. <o the left of it theve
ic a bracke: and a single line? A. Jorr:ct.

N VWhich seems to cover vour °1rratv“ﬁ and pernapg two
entries immediately alove, readinzg "(1) Penbutal (20)
(2) Duro-het (20)*, I think. THNeither of those two amounts,
Vembutal and Durovhet, avpear on either of the t.o pre-
scriptions we have got. Can you tell us what it was that
you were gicninp there? A. This must have Tveen fox

__rereal vrescri intion.

0 ‘Yere vou signing the staterent which appeares in the
lines helow, "waich is written with two diflerent pens, if
T am seeing correctly this morning? Then you sicned that
document was this written exvlanstion do-m here on the
document or rot? 1{ vou do not know wvou must sav so.

L, T do not know. :

The PRWSIDENT: I have not got clearly into my héad about
this tele-hone box. The police had been infzrmed by whom?
A, Dr P.asad, I presune,

G__Tow did rou discover thnis? A, ”‘en I left the_'phone ..
box I went te a vud trat I frequently use and vwhen I
arrived there the iy Squad were there, and I was asked
outside.

The PRESIDENT: . Mr Du Cann, two c¢f vour nrevious witnesses
find these nroceedings very emusinz. Need they stay in
tris room?

Mr DU CAXF: Vo, I will rgke arranwvetents accordin~lv,
e PRESIDENT: Yy comnentc do not include Tir €wen ~one:.

“itnes

7

wvithdirew

Fr DU CA1Te That comyletes the ritnesres who obrtained

LIt
nrecerintiong, (or newt witnees is the {ome Office
Inrpeetnr.
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TR MRY AN SPRAT

Sworn

Exoined by My DU CARN

Q “hat is your full name? A.

N I think

Office Drug:o

vou are & Deputy Chiecf Inspector
Prancn? A, Tes.

0 After collectinz certain pre"criptions ic

Henry Bryan Spear.

in the Yoma

sved hy

Yrazsad from the bn~1nn11* of Septenber onwards at a limited
untber of chemists' establishments in Birminsham, did yougo
on the 19th Tebruary 1974, tozether with a ilr "atewz, a
senior Inspector of the same braanch, to the donto*'q surgery
end woiting voom in Sohic Moed, Tirmin-tham? A, Yes, the on:y

at that

that the
nolice on oun

point i=
by the

nracerintbns were
behalf,

zta

"(3 «

age collected

ch he ic required to keep?

wourld
said

oV

Te
Lorgerv.

~ I want to dea’ with the ecsential matters,
After waitine fo- a while, at about 8.25 did o
vourselves to Ir Prasad“ A, Ves,

Q0 'nd ask hin 2bout his stocks of controlled drugs and
teen about is drug rezister whi
./AL . YC & .

7 And he told you hat it was at home and tha
have to zo to his home in oxder to see it? 4,
he Ye:zt it there in case it was stoel:nfrom the

~  Did vou tell him that you Xnew he had

, Wl
A.

a lot of prescrirtions for CIﬂt%o]1°d drugs
matter you would like to dl;CUuS with hin?

o Vhat 4id he say to that? A, te said he is
of druze to a 1ot of people. I then gaid that
wag interested in were a cleavly itentifiabie =
were meonlc rro crerve gettinsg meinly Turopact £
private nresc-intiont.

O g vou then show ninm ali the nrescrintions which
wire din youvr possegsion? A, Veg,

n W%icL Lfovm the basis of the wain schedule which the
ormiittee heve in Front of thesnY A. Yes. It was not the
totz: number,

n I aprrsciate t-at, On the 2ater visit the furthes
enat were shoomn to ain then? A, ez,

0 Dy Praszd I thinl: a-re et 2ll The mwecceriviions,
vith the exceticon .ventuells of rfevr, dich I -:ili »oinw
out to the Uommittee, on the last o e ol thne schedw.c, ___

had been igssued by hiu. Cf t e ones "fich were not icocued
Yr him -~ T acect that they wers not L‘C”W'“ thor boro
the cisnature of Dy Sin~h -~ we e the firit three iscued
i the nave of Yates (F.ace Vel ?4), on 2lot Cctober, 170
Yovehor and 20th ovenber, ond thaen the one poescrintioa
Fou ¥r vall (Cace ¥o.35) iccued on the 304 ephenbter 19737
A, Yeeo, :

been issuing

¢l was a
Yes,

sued a lot

the onez T
Trouj. They
am him on

 ——————— e,
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Q0 I think there was conve zation absut srescrintions
with altered fates and conve sation atout nregervistinns
without dates., e need not troulic with that at all.
jfter that did wvou asik aim if he wou'd be uur[rl sed ©o
kno: thet thore were about 40 different names in respect
of these drugs? A. Yes.

0 Did :rou then ack,"4ire there any more than thaat?®
A. Yes.

Q Yhat was his vremly? A, MHe thou~ht it was abous that
number tut he did say tlhat the patients came nmany times,
¢ryihg, and with various stories, and there couwid have beedn
one or two more, but he acccpted that there iwere about 40.

™  Then did vou ask whether any of trose t€rsons were
on his ¥Mational H:alth Service list? A, 1 did,

0 Wnat was hic renly? A. They were not.

Q0 Did vou ask himif he took any steps to check their
ories? A, Ves,

Q And his renly? A, He said he thoroughly checked them,
he exa :insd the watients and as far as vncssible tried to
contact their »revious doctors. ‘

. e e pni?

N Did ecu asgk for details?T . I acsked if he could give

me the names of env doctors he haid contacted. '

?  And his answer? 3, He said, "Not immediately", I
think.

D Did vov ask sbeut records that he had of these patients?
A, Yee, he said he had rccords but {taev -scre &t home.

7 So what dif vouv ask? ., I acked when I nicht be able
to see them or get inToymation Twor them. I ex ﬂTaned that

I was not interested in ciinical infornation; it was simoly
to trry tol'entily people wioze names we had on prescriptions,
and he caid thst would be pocsidbile on londar or Sueslay of
t.e next week, gaid "Tsat iz not pozsitle!, becau se we
had come from Tondor to see hin, 2nd wouvld he te prepared 1o
sive me  a list of watisntes throusn the vost, H: said

he would as far as information wes availavle.

n Then 4id vou o on teo ary Hiﬂ'what rearons there were
~or his puenc 1“31f tiese particurnay cat:‘o"le of Jfrugs?
A Ves, he «2id thoere w»re Lesny: rfocle cire denrcscsed, thny
wanted to loce ”“l?ut, and rfome Tail they ceould nov sleer.

C o Nid wvou theon ack waethrr onvy were addicted to “rugs?
A, 1 4did, 227 he raid he dld not ino-, )

Q  Pacn what 24id rov acii® v, T ackcd iF me had nmotified
ony yotients, ac e was roquired to do, and e 2a2id he hasd
- J.
JiG ¢, .

a nid vou esk if o knew whether snv wore in the care of
other doctors ot ALY Teint .t AL Yar. :




80

N And hias answe 7?7 A, Ile did not
if he had cver

did.

D Did vou ack him
to A1 Saints? AL, T

e said e
Tut thev red

0 And his answer? A,
11 Taints

th-n to o to ALl

N Did vou agk him if he himse
staff there? A, He said he had s
telephone, the switchboard operator

N Vas that at the Addiction Unit?

the Addiction Unit and ane said he 7
"~ Then did vou ask nim abous the
digpensed at =2 wide variety of chneni
whyv he tol¢ mati-nts to take rre-cri
far afield as est From—ich, and ue

N S50 vhat did -rov t211 him? A. I
statenents to that effect", and he
sponsible for what paticents said;

0 NDid vou tell him that h2 had ac
revutation fordicmensing druszs, and
to him from &l1 over Firming:am® A,

that? ¢, Tle

Tirnm

to

N And nis anewe
o rom

they 4is not ne

i F3

(]

n Did you woint out some of the
rregerintions? A, Fo, my colleazue
He tocox tnree nrescriptiong, ont
for Dirwinzham 2C, and another read
‘faleall, He showved them to the doct
may be rignt.®

wether it
ses vere

vou aslk him .~

b fThen ¢id
i the zddres

imow that nany of

———————————

0 Did vou ask hin if he vieited 2
home=z? A. 7es,.

rerly to thet? A,
avpened to

vrae his
1sible for waat
the curzery.

r\' .'."nla't
not resuos
ther left

0 Did -rou info: him thot somre of
eimitted passing suvpiies to otaerst

T hn tat did sayT L, HMe did
that,

N Then ¢id o tell hin Lhot in vo
vew know thhm ot that time mi~at Jus
investisstion under the “isusa ni Dr
that thot —'ne the tu- 6re of ovr vi

can 1 co?v

addreise*

Jouid I concult wy notebooll dorx

knovr.

refecred anr patients

hat tried to persuafe
fused.

4 ever contacted the
n to someouns on the
r some of the nurses.

A, T as
ougEnt s0.

e ————

ted if it w=s

prescriptions being
2ts? A, Yes, I azked
ntions to ~laces as

caid he did not do that.
szid, "7e hav: written
zaid he could not be

'3

it was not true,

cu1red & consciderarle
trnat was wuy paticats
Ies.

cane

not true;
ee him,

eaid it

s
inghen &

to ce

s1ovn on the
Mr Waters did that,

for PEirminsheom 8, another

Vest
or,

Tiomwich or

end he said, "Tou

sould surprise him to

¢alse? A, Tes,

e ——tt et St 4

ny of his pationts!

He was
tions wien

'e did nnt.
tne nreseriy

v view the facts
tify a trivtunal
rete i, T ermlaired

ure

it, ond he sald, ol
the exnet weords?
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0 VWhen wore yofir notes made? A. Tmmediately after the
interviev. I m=2de some rouzn notes a2t the time, but these
were made up within an hour of the end of the interview.

The LIGAL ASSE3S0R: That is all right.

Mr DU-CANN: ‘hat did he =ay? A. The doctor said, . "'hat
can I do? You don't understand. It ic very much like
sitting in an open market. I am a stranzer in this
country. It is difficult for me to turn people awaywithout
concsulting them and in turn gettinz a2 stream of abuse such
as '"7ou black bastard bugger.'":

——————

0 ‘“hat did you say to that? A. I said that there was no
reason, in my view, why he shoulédé turn peonle away before he
new what they wanted, but that if he had difficulty with
patientgs he could call the police, as anyone else in similar
circumstances could do.

0 "hat was then said? A. He then reneated that it was
difficult for him in this country, and I told him what
could happ=n in regard to his continued prescribing, and
that it was very much a matter for him. :

- o) Theg did you go back to see nim azain on the 3%rd April?
A, T did.

Q Had you by that time rec+ived the information which he
had promised to zive you as to the namez and addresses of
personc for wiiom he was prescribing drugs? 4. Ho, I nad
heard nothing Ffrom him at 211.

N Had you in fact written to him in the meanwhile?
A. Yes. '

% And =+till not recrived the inforration? A. No.
7 'men vou wentv back on the Zrd did vou see him at his
home? &, Ves. ——
V
Q0 Did vou show him some more prescrintions wbich had come
into your possession by then? A, Yes, there were about another
40 that we had at that tims.

0 The two lots of prescrintions now form the basis of .
this schedule? A. That is correct. :

Q I think he azreed that he had written all those except
those sizned by Dr 3ingh, to which I have already referred?
A, Yes,

0 Did you refer to the letter which you had written him
and the informetion .shicn he nad promised? A. Yes.

de e

,-—-———-_.f/

0 And noint out that decpite the promise and tie letter
you had not received the list of patients? A, Ves.

0 And what did he say? A. He said he knowv but he had
been in touch with the HMedical Defence T'nion.
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A Did vou acsk him about that? 4. I asked when he had
been in touch and he said "A few davs azo.% I acked if he
had written to them and he szid no, he nad telepnoned, and he
thought he had spoken to 2o Dr “falls.

N What did vou say? A. I explained that we wanted the
nanes for identificaztion purroses and not for flinical. __

T informstion. He caid he knew that but vhy did we now want
all this informeation, and what was it about. He said he had
stopped prescribing for these people but it now looked as if
we were making the whole thing into a prosecution. I said i
was not a questicn of prosecution, and that I had exnlsined
to him that under the ¥isuse of Drugs Act there was’'a procedure
for investigating alleged irresponsible prescribing, and that
was in fact what we were doing. He said he thought we had
come -to nim in an advisory capacity, that ne nad otopdod and

therefore he had co-~oprerated with us. N
<Ry — ”"5‘§
0 Carrvy on. A, I agree that I had adviced him of the
likely ﬂonoequenceo of prescribing, end I said that I would
note what he said about stopping. I asked when e had stopped
_ and ne said e had stopped on the 20 February.

% That would be the day aiter your Ffirst visit? A, Tes,

¢ I think you then showed him a list which includes all
the names on the schedule? A. I asked him if he nad stopped
prescribing for all of them and he saidé he did raove a few
private patients who were not the =saze types. e asked me to
show hin the lict and I re=d the names to him from the whole
bundle of prescriptions that we had --ith us, and, with the —
exception of one lady, to svery ncme he said¢ "Finished” or
"Stopped®.

n I think that ic Case Mo0.26 on the list, Miss‘O'“hquhncssy.
It was to her that ne was referrinz when he szid.he hai a ~—T—
fer nrivate natients who wers noi. the sane .as the others?

AQ T{e:-:;.

N Whatever that means. Then I think vou referred azain
to his drug rezister? A, Yes, I szid there was one other
matter I wanued to dizcuss with him, and asxed him if he had %
“his register, and if T 001¢d see 1t. He asked what was the '
purpose in asking these questions and I told him that when
we came on the previous occasion we did not have all the
. information we now had, and that we had been told by the
" patient that on one occasion the doctor had supplied him with
25 Diconal tablets from his own stock, and that the daéctor
was required to keep the rezister and record the supply,
and I wourld like to see that record to see if the patient
was telling us the truth.

N Did you give hinm a cony of the regulations made uynder
“the Act and point out the relevant regulation, which ig
20(f)? A. Yes.

Q0 And say to him that he would see from reading that that
he_was required tﬂ produce the regicter to ycu on demand?

h‘ci Yes.

N What was his revlv to that? A. ¥e said, "If you are
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~beconing legal I am entitied to have mv solicitor.”

Q “that did you tell hin then? A, I said, "Of course

you can have a solicitor'", but I asked hiwm to look again
_;Yat the wordins of the rezul atlono, which said "on demand

agreed by a person auvthorised in writing", and I nroduced <

ny warLant signed by the Szcretary of State and asked hiw

to look at tanem. I told him that failure to p“oduce‘a

register on demand was an offence, and asked if he would now

¥t me see it. He said he would at the correct time. I asked
___him what the correct time would be and he said, "I will,

consult them tomorrow." I asked if he meant the lMedical

Defence Union and ae said "Yes."

N What did vou say? A. I said "The Medical Defence Union
..4do not come into tris. You are required by law to keep 2
" register and produce it. Do you have a resister?n He said
he had. I then said, "4 patient has told us that he has
been given 25 tadlets." TIs tais true?  He replied, "Yes,
I knowv, but that patient is blind " I asked if he would
give me thz name of the patient and ne said "Malcolm T.odge.
I said, "Do you have a record of tais supply?" He said "Yes

PP

N Did wou show him Scnedule 5 of the Vegulations, which
sets out the form in whish the rezister has to be kept?
A, Yes. '

N And then ask if in fact nis record was in that form? >
X A, T digd.

o And f1is ancwer? A, Ve made snme notes and caid it wase
not in that forn.

0 Then what did vou as:? A, I asked for the name of the
chremist from horr ne had obitained 4 Ae Diconal which he had
__given to T.odze.

'Q “hat was his answer to that? A. He said he could not
tell me.

Q Did you ask again to see his record? A. 7es. He said,

v "It is not here." S

Q So what did vou say? A. I said, "You have teen unable
to pvoduce the records. I will have to renort the facts.”

0 Go on. A, He again told me that I did not understand
and that I had given him a difficult job, to get rid of
these patients, and that he 1ad had a lot of success. He
__said I had come informallv and only in an advisory capacity
" and he had acted on my advice but now I was prosecuting him.

0 %hat did vou =say to nim? &. T argain exniained that we
were not vrosecutln- nim but cellecting the facts ~—

N To shorten it a little, you =wnroduced the section in the
. Act which gives rise to the power in the "inister to order
a tribunal inquiry and to collect facts before such a hearing’
. takes place? A. Yes.

N Did you tell him that vour job was to provide the facts
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on which the Minister could form an opinion? A. Yes.

7 T-en did you add that anything he wished to say in
explanation you would report, or that he could make a
written statement about his dlfflcu“tles, and co on, and would
he like to make a statement? A. Yes,

Q “hat was his reply to that? A. He said he would not.

(Lunch adjournment.)

‘Cross—examined by Mr BAYLIS:

.. 9 It was on the 19th February trat you saw Dr Prasad X
Tor the first time? A, Ves.
Q@ And vou showed nhim at all events the bulk of the
prescriptions which are set out in the schedule?
A. Correct.

N And hne went throuzh then carefully and studied them?
A. Yes.

Q And admitted that, ith one or two excevntions which
have been sizgrned by Dr Sinszh, all the prescriptions had
beenn ziven by him? A. That is correct.

—x— 7 He was nelpful and co-onerative with regard to your ___ A -
inquiries? A. Yesg, with rcservations.
N Reservations in the sense that he found it difficult
to understand really what wou were incuiring into?
_A. Yes, and also as far as seeing actual records vias
concerned. I still have nov seen anv of those records.

Q I was goinr to deal with that in a moment., At this
first meeting wou Say“that he told you that he had checked
up on the patients' stories so far as he could and that he
carried out an examlnatlonmf them° A. Yes, he told me he

«_examined them. ‘ ' X
N  And he said that in certain instances he had contacted
“T"The previous or current doctox? A. He tried to contact the
doctor.

0 He tried to do so az far as possible. I think you asked
him for particulars of that and he said, "I can't give you
that informetion at this moment"? A, That is right.

Q Froun your evidence of the subsequent mseting am I rignt .
in thinking that that subject was not raised again? A, It
was only raised again in the context of All Saints.

. 0N Mot in the context of the family doctors? A. The
~-segond interviewwas confined to about three nmain topics, X

~ — e

Q And he told vou the cubstance and the outliine of what
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he had found wrong with these patiznts - they suffered from
insomnia and denression and so on? A. As a group rather
than as individual patients,

Q0 At thir staze the conversation was really relating to
that group of patients whom you knew to be having a drug
problem? A, Peonle who had gone to him for nre: crlptlons.
I did not at that stage knowmany of them nyself.

. N Then there was a discussion about the fact that some
of these pationts had at one time or anotha2r Dbeen under treat—
ment at ALl Saints Addiction Centre? A. Yes.

.

) Dr Prasad told you, did he, that he tried to persuade
some of these people to go to the iddiction Centre? A. Yes.

Q But he said they refused to do so? A. Zorrect.

With your very wide experience of this problem, did that
uurprlse you? A. No, Sir.

© You also asked him, I think, at this first meeting whether
he hdd told his patients to nhave their prescriptions made up
! t cne*nstq sproad arouné the city and not all at the centre?,

0 And he denied that? A. He denied thzt he nad done so.
Q That was mentioned on a subsequent occasion and he
denied it then? A. I thaink we disnosed of it on the first
occasion. It certainly was not raised again. At the first

intervier he deried it.

o You told him wvou had statements from certain of thes
patients to that effect? A, Yes. '

N I am not cure how familiar you are with Blrﬂlnoham. Tike
any other big city, it has this vroblem, and certain chemists
- in the centre of Rirming:am have a mroblqm dealing with roung

peonic addicted to drugs? A. Yes.

s

0 Ig it rignt that the Doots in New Street is one Dbranch
of a chemist which does have a particular preblem in this
respect? A. I believe it ic one of two casomists which deal
with many of the prescriptions from All Saints. From ny own
knowledge I would not like to go further than that.

0 Dovou know whether Mew Street branch of Poots had to
shut or decided to shut in the early hours instead of being
.. open &1l night? A. “hat I do not know myself. -
A _ N
Q You told the Committee that one of the things you
“said to Dr Prasad was that rou had learned that some of
thae patlvntu a(mltted passinzs drugs which they had taken 0
from him to others? A. Yes.

0 Can wvou tell us wﬁich~patients made statements to that
effect? A. Offhand I cennot. It is certainly in one of the
statements. I can recall that.
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RN YWaen vou sar you asked him abrsut this and said that
some of the patients had admitted it vou mean one of the
;%é’*ﬁpatlents9 A, I can recall offaand, withovt foing through
the statements, certainly one, and would need to zo throuzh
the others to say whether there were more.

Q ‘e have had six or seven patients give evidence before
this Committee. Is there any indspen“ent evidence that came
to your attention that apy of these drugs to waich this
schedule relates were passed to others or sold or passed
to the black market? A. Not to me direct, Sir.

Q In the context with which you are femiliar in dealing

. with this drug problem, the amounts of drugs involved in

"“these prescriptions were relatively small havinz rezard to

the intervals at which the prescriptions were issued? '
A, Yes, I think there were no really excessive quantities.

Q And at the end of the day, on I ‘think the eoccasion of
vour second interview with Dr Prasad, ne said words to the
effect (when Peferring to t:is problem of dealing with these
voungsters), "It is very difficult®, and that he was a
stranger in this corntry, meaning that he had not been
in practice here very long, that he was not an English

—.%octor, and. that it was difficult to turn the patients
. away, and there was always a dan~er of being insuited.
Is that a fairly familiar wattern as far ag this problem
is concarned? A, It is rather difficuilt to answer. These
people can be difficult.

N They can indeed be a great deal more difficult?
A. Indeed.

0 Sometimes violence is used by thece voungstersg in
trving to get drugs? A, This, I belicve, is so.
" .
Q *ith very heavy pressure sometimes brouzht to bear

supon doctors wno tried to dea® with them? A, This can be_ . |
t1e case, yes. 2 N

) Subsequently Dr Prasad told vou that he had stopped
prescribing, save in one particular instance, amphetamine
drugs, and barbiturate druzs for privato patients as from
the 20th February this year? A. Yes.

A That was immediately after your first interview with
him? A. Ves.

N Have vou any reason to believe that he has not abided

by that decision? A. I have not been able to carry out aT T

y_compiete check. I have carried out a sawple check of the s

" major chemists whnich were involved prior to Tebruary, aﬁ&‘"%%(”
with the ewcention of the lady we discussed eavlier I fornd,
I think, two prescriptions For one gentleman who is on taat
lisv, but otherwise no others; but only a2 very few cuenists
were checcked,

N You have not been able to do an investisation to enable
you to answer nmv guestion completelr, but sco far ag your
invectigotions nave shovm, Dr rasad did in fact svop

-
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issuing these prescrintions in TPebruary and has not resumed
doing s0? A. Cn the evidence that I have, he has stopred .
— 7 prescribing. e

Ne—exsnined by Mr DU CANY

Q May I ask you to produce thée two prescriptions which

ave conme to light on the sample cneck that you have made?
It is one prescription in relation to KMiss O'Shaughnessy.
A. There are two from lir Kavanagh. They are in my case.

Mr PAYLI3: I think Miss O'Shaughnessy was exenpted.

J_*ﬁ$gﬁr DU CANN: Cgrtainly.. I was going ©o point that out.
t-ig is Item .20 in the main schedule, There were seven
prescrintions reiating to Kavanach, described as Dermott
or D. Kavanagh, with the same address, 4&€ Grove Iane,
Pirminsham, wahich is a cake shop. The firct is dated 15th
March and the second the 3rd April. Tae third is the Tth
May. They relate in the first two incstances to 40 capsules
eacnh cf Dexedrine and inone instance to ZC capsules of
Ponderax. Then there is one relating to Miss §!'Shaughnessy
dated 7th Hay as well, for 70 spansulas of Ponderax, and she

__.appears on tae schedule on the next pare, NMNo.26, being the
one name of which the doctor said on the €th April that she
was "not the same as these', and that he had continued

——ETTEE

prescribing for her. This is EBEx2ibit 8. Would rou look
at this and confirm that thoce are further prescriptions?
A, Yes.

Mr EAYTIIS: ¥ay I be permitted to ask whether Ponderax
is a controlled druz under the Misuse of Drugs Act? A. It
is not.

itnees witndrew

-__. My DU CAWN: My last witness would have been Dr Owens.
I am told that he is on is wav from Pirminzham. He had
been asked to be here at two o*clock but T have no informa-
tion as to why he has not arrived here by now. I have no
reason o surppocse that he will not arrive nere in due
cours=., I am sorry that he is not here at this moment.
No doubt there may be some exnlanation as to what has.
happened to delay him hen he arrives. I compiled the
schedule which I n2ave put before the Committee on the basis
of what iz contanéd in the evidence that Dr Owens can give.
Apart from proving th=t formally there are only one or two

~ other matters that I want to ask him about. Subject to =
nis arrival shortly, that really is the case.

S

The LEGA™ ASSESSOR: Are you suggesting that the Committee
should adjourn until he arrives, or what?

Mr DU CAITN: I do not want to waste the time of the
Committee. Would Mr Barlis think itwauitable to surgest
that the Cormittee could take his formal evidence in relation
to the schedule and the other short matters immediately he
arrives, and that we could continue with the case meanwvhile

in the normal sequence? But if that embarrasses Mr Baylis «——
— ———
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Mr PAYTIS: Not in the least. Mieat I svzgest vossibly
that cince Dr CGwens will be availahle in tne nmiddle of ™
Trasad's evidence he mi~ht be taken immediatcly after the
tea adjournment? I think it would be more convenient than
interrupting the evidence.

The ITGAT ASSES307: It is unusuz2l, to say the least, to
start the defence cease, particularly the dvidelice of the
defendant, before the prosecution has, so to sneak, concluded
its case. Does Mr Paylis know wnat iz in Dr Owens' prooi?

Mr DU CANN: Not the detail, no, —_—

The TEGAT ASSESSO0R: “/Jould wou care to show it to him?
Mr DU CANN: With pleasure.

The I.BGAT. ASSESS0?: He can have a loolkr 2t it arnd decile
whether he would bc embarrasscd.

Mr BAYI.I%: I ¥now in substance what it is.

The LIGAL ASSEGSO™: Mr Du Cann is happyv for vou to
peruse it, lir Baylis.

Mr DU CiNN: Certainlv. (Handed %o IMr Raylis.)

(Short adjournment,)

The IEGAT ASSESSCR: HMr Baylis, vou have had a chance to read
through the proof?

Mr BAYTIS: I have, and I am cuite satisfied to call my
ciient at this stage.

"The I.ZGAT ASSIZS0T: Tut vol dn not v nt wvour client
cross~examined, presunatly, before D Cwenc has ziven uds
evidence®

1> BAYTI3: If we reached that situation perhaps the
evamination~in-cirief of anr woints raised by Hr Owens could
be reserved. I think we ghesll 7»rotzbly not hav: reachead
_that stage by that time.

The Commnittee have had a -~reat deal of evidence alreadv
in thic case, some of it somewnat cowiused and covPTiciin~
and seme of it cominze iroeor couvrtss or doudtful veli bJ:l*"
but in mr wespeciful rubinicaion the main issue in thlg co
vmich the On mittee has to decide is clrar. The al- erndulve
cvestions are: ‘‘as Dr Trasad a dircnonest 2nd wicked doctor
vio was in effect knowinzly and delidevaetbely seliing thece
prercri“tionr for oney, ov vaos he a Joeliga doclor, who
slthou~i o rhane vou new thinl 1z kin~ in clinicel jud.ient
~end peactising what rou lav feel waz bdad medicins, or at_nny
~ote second-rote medicine, vwas mede a iool of - and by no
neans the Tivst in this recp ¢t -~ by a cn=ll nunbexr of
petients of a sort that are notoriovsly dififienldt to deal
with?



The defence will be t the ancwer is that the second
of those alternatives avplied. In suppert of that T will
at once call Dr Pirasad. '

SHARANGTHA? PRASAD sworn

Dr PRASAD: T am sorry. I have never been in this position
before and 21l the accusaticns 1ove core as if I am a
criminai avaiting a trial. That is why I cannot help mycelf.,
I am sorxry. I have never raced anything like this in ny
life for all the 20 years tuat I have been in medicine.

e Mr BAVLIS: I think the Comnmittee understand. Try not to
distress yourself, -

Dr T’A)A Thank you.

¥xamined by My PAYTIS:

Q sten carefully to the questions I put to you and answer
as 51myly as you can. If you feel particulaxly distressed
let me know ané I a~ sure the Committee will be indulzent.
¥hat is your address? A, 229 Portiand Road, Edgbaston,
Birminghan 17. )

-

Q Are you 40 years of age? A. Ye:

0]

Q And a married npan with five c+ildren? A. Yes.

[ P ———— e ——— .

Q Ranging between 15 and about 54? A. Yes.

ou qualify as a doctor at Patna University in
the y 958% A, Yes.
~ Your qualifica tlonc being Bachelor of Yedicine and
Bachelor of Suvr~ery? A. Vez. After that T did so many
hinges before 7 came hers, I did wy MD a2 wszll and
D2P as {ell end then I ceme over here and took my DM & H
at Yiverpooi Universityry.

Q@ The Tommittec have 2lready seen yvour writins paper with
yg ur qualifications on it. In India did vou first of all work

in various hospitais? 4. Yec.

~ Vag that in Benzal? L. Yo, in the state of Rinar,
mostly in the Medical College %ospitel.,

Q ‘Vlere ~ou for five years Civil Assistant Iurgeon? A, Ves.

Q That is an Irdian Government nost? A. Yes, Fhysician
in charze of a warsd or a particular branch of the Hecsnital.

0 “hen did vov come to the Tnited Linsden? 4, 1n 1965.

0 Mid wou hold a peintments first of all 2 “eniox Houcse
Officer at the Todce Moo ifospita’ in Sheffield? A, Yez.

N Junior Noecpital liedical Ufficer at the loval Gwent
Mosnita', Ncwport, tfon.? A. Yers,
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Q Ten ¢id you do an SHO jot at the Blackburn Group
of hosvitals? A. Yes.

N And the same job at the Iancaster Group° A, Yes,

Q@ “ere those medical or surgical? A. Vedical,

N Did wou thnen hold a nost as 7eglstrar in the Departrnent
of Psychiatry for abtout three months in the Rlackvool Group?

- A. Yer, because I ha# to come to Tondon for the course for
wnich I had been booked a year in advance,

0 T think it was in this country in this period that you
obtained your Diploma in Tropical Medicine and ‘iygiene?
&, Yes, ' ’ ”

Q Aind for a period of something over a yzar, ithat is
foom Cetobr» 1967 to December 1968, were vou zesistrar
in Geriatrice and Chest Disordere at Dudley Road Hospital,
Rirminzhen? A, Yes, and also for the Fast Firmiangham Group
of Tospitlals = a very big group.
0 At 1the end of that arpointment did vou enter ﬂeneral
zetice? A, Yes, after that.

$ Ty applring zuccessiully for a vacancy? A. Yes,.

N That was the size of the lizt when vou wevre first

—@&ppninted teo the vacancy? A. About a thousand,

0 “'hat is the current list of National Health Service

catients? A. More than two and a half thousand,

N "Are you in single-handed practice? A. Yes,
Q Do yvou haove two surgeries? A. Yes,

(> 0i which the addrecs for convenience is set ouvt at the
ton of Exhibit 2(a) - west Promwich and HYandsworth. A. And
I an resonsible Tor peonle in $olihuil as well and that ic
why natients come to me from Xirmingham, “Jest Eromwich and
from Solhull and other places,

e

QO Tov not to anticivate nmy cuestions. You draw wour
Wational tcalth Service patientu from areas round both
vour surgeries, VWeat Iromwich and Handsworth” A, Ves,

Q MJL1 is apparently Birminghem 217 A. Yes, but I
live in “d~baston, an? patient: comz from that area as well.

-y

]

©
[

N Tlave vou any private patients? A.

About how many? A. Sewmething like 40 or 5G persong,

>

0 Dnes thst include or rxelude tihe natients scet out in
the cchedule we are dealing with? A, There are two who are jpri-

zatepatients, Miss O'Shavchnessy and —w--
s me— \-

Q Tflow many have vou at today's date? A, About 40.

‘0 Jh ot do vou norma'ly chairge by wev of fees fov A ﬁ dovots ner
pationt? A, About 52 or £1 even, and vomt may be 25, delenal



on vhat I do for them.

7 This is so much per consultation? A. Yes, and the tire
and the effort that I put in. I wouvld charge even as 1ittie
as 50p if they cannot aiford more,

Q Yhere do vou norma’lr gsee your private patients? A, At
West Rromwich as well as Firmingham,

Q ‘Vhen do you normally cee them? A. Usually it iz aftex
the morning surgery in Hﬁnd sworth or the evening curoery, bLotlh
places - usvally afterwsy

Q Durins the pe-iod between September 1973 and Febrggrv
22, 1974 d4id vou have a nurber of private petients 'hn wore
dependent urvon various drugs? A. Thore are come naticnts

who want comething but who are, I won't call thes dependent -

some of ther but not all of them ——=

G I did not say all of ther Vere come of your nrivate patiau
attending you durinz that perlod to your kroviedse dependent on
or addicted to varioms drugs? A. Mo, not zddicted.

N I anm not sure that vou are listening. Tisten to the
guestion carefully., I think vou said a moment ago that sonme

of them were? A. Some of them, yez, but it does not mean that
each and all of them are addicted %to something. I am sorry
if I am not clear. I mean that everylody is not addicted.

0 Some of those patients dealt with in the schedule
it is common arovnd were adaicted to drugs cof one sort
or another. That is the szubstance of your evidence? A. Yes,

Q@ So far as these 40 patients on the schedule are concerned,
# is sa2id by my learned friend ¥r Du Cann thot they came from
a wider area taan vour National Health Service patientas.
Vhat do wou say to that? A, I have pabticnts even in Rlackburn
and they come to consult me fror- tncre, but nsct for the
druzs, Hdearcing ny name somebodr has come from Plackburn.
Put practically all of them come from Rirminsham and Vect
Promwich.

Qit is said that during the period to which t1is charge

relates, that is, from September 3, 1977 to Februery 22,

1974, vou gave preccrintions to nmaticnts and told them not

to take the» <o chemists in the cenitre of Birminchan?

A, Firgtly I wovrld like to correct rou. I was awey from

the country until about the 19th September, wien I returned
weee . £0 the TX, iherefors I was not herc, firsily, and cecondly

T was ouvt from Julw till 19th September, “Jith recard to o

tellins them not to zo to chemirts, this ic not the truth,

The only —oint was that chericts in Biringho: have heen

acssavlted and theilr nonev seized. Their counters have been

attacked. Illauy have clousod aftexr 10, 0, and there are only

wo cehenicts onn in *hﬁ to'n centre, 'Thatisc whv nscveral

dgoctnors n-ve been tel q\n|d end asked, "Ia it urcent

egdicine?”, ~ad we E:r "o, it ir not o motier ol life-

savinz', 1f thaet is the czcc, cnd thoselore we =dvine :
e thece vaticnts but Fational dealith wationts not to ~o &0l

ermbarrass the ch mist wien it is not unrgent, It doc= now
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mean that 1 say "Go to this chemist and not to that." I
have never donec that, T say "Please do not ~o now" wien’
the patients have core in the evening, Fostly it has been
quite late and by the time they would #0 the chenmists are
embarrassed and nave tel epuoued end said, "Doctor, don't
cend anything which ic not urgent®, Tle have done that,
I have not told them to go to %his chemist or that. ‘Jovld
they follow my advice even if I told them® They can go
anywhere - ¥YWalsall, Stafford, Crewe., I have no right to
stop thew going to a particular chemist.
N You may remerber Mr Du Cann's opening speech in which he
said that witnesses were told Ly rou not to mention your nane
and not to s5ay where they obtained the preccriptions? A. They
are quite intellizent peonle, first-rate int=llisent men of
the countrv, so how can thev understand that I can stop a
patient? It is a2n insult to the intoilicence of these members
nere., I hzve miven the patients ti.c preceriptions, end they
can takes them to anybody they like in the woxld.

Q Did wou tell any patients not to mention your name?
L. Not at all.
A ——
Q Did vou tell any of them not to esar how they obtained
their preccriptions? A, Not at 211l. I have ziven the
prescription. ”hat is wr c¢linical judgment, for wﬁich you
can quecstion me, but the moment I give then the prezerivntion
¥ have no control over then,

N We will deal with the individual patients shortly, but
it is said gencrally that in relation to the patients on the
schedule you failed to issue prescriptions for them, to exanine
then or take their medical history. ~hat is the position atout
that? A. I have been in medicine Ior the last 22 wears,

Never has it hapnened in my life that I havse taken money irom
some Dpercon without examining him., I would not take the
money out of their pocket like *hat., Wy surgery is not

a nacaine, wherce vou rul in the moncy ané the chocolate

comes out,

O It is said, furthermore, that the fees which you charged
to thesec put¢enmo 1°pnn ed on thhe nenbter of uohleus vou
preccribed? A. That is comnlete yrubhish. 1t was dcxendent
on the time T took. ¥WnenI %cok mo-» time I charzed a hiche
_ Tfee. If I took lecs time the fee was less. IT somcbqu
) gives me £1,000 do I «ive hin a n1W lion capsuies? ITf =onebody

canme with £1L00 wovld T rive nim 1,007 Cm?Shl@Eh These
intellivent peconle here can underutané that mv fee cannot
ae-end on the nimbter oX canvules. Junvwose soitebody came with
£100 and caid that ne wonted a thovserd Tuovrnphet, VYou
underctand that thece bvgrers esn come with £2C0 in a minute
if they want. Thev have zot that mounev in their pocketl ovr

atv home. 'ut I ha ¢ never done thinsg like that; never,

N it is said, moreover, that vou feiled 1o contact the
doctor, if any, of the atients veferred to in the schecule?

77N, That azein is complete rubbish, J have convactced do“* ors.

N Mell us wnom vou contactedy Dr 3,¥, Sinrh, wno 1is
practising in “"aleall ond aleo in Fimminonan 22, Great Tar.

Aleo D Tuns~1l in Bandsworth. Dr Lhatan din sd- ‘baston,
hat ag Mr Hueeay's doctor. Tut these noople have not
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tq;eacq particular patient? A, ‘ome
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told me the name of their ovm doctor, end only told e on
their last preccription that ther have aanother docior.
None of then have ever meationed that they were nhzving

nedicine from somebody cigze.

Q You have named three doctors. A, I will tel’ vycu some
roTre.

Q Carry on, A. There was a Tr Harrison in Smalil Heath
but he told me he did not know about the patient. There
was a dector that I conivacted in TJ”Wan-(m, amons, §ixX or
seven others, who saic, "Be carelul not to »ing we, I am
~atching television", end he gave me a rude reply. After

that T =ztopped. Therce was another in Chaludonien “oad
in T.ondon., I wasled about three shillinge oan that »nd I

was 10ld there was no doctor there in Calednnian Road.
“What can T do?

Q Tet us deal with zorme of the patients who have given

evideance, first of 211 Mr ILodge. The rulees »roailtit you
from looking at dOCUﬂeduc other than those wou mede at the
time. ~id you, in relation to the patients, or scme of

tne paticnts, whose nemes appear on the cche dLlC, ioke _any._
recordés? A, Yes, as fer asz was poszidble T ade recovds.

I was not obliged to write records sbout io. Te vsually
write something on a little sheet but you do not put ﬂonn
everytiaiing. _

Q Yeculd you look at this bundle of docuuents and vell me’
what they all comprisc? A. This is when %he patients come and
what they came for, and so on. As far ac nogzsible —--—

N when were the entrics made on these documents? A, I
vannotl say it is at the very nonent when the person came 1
but efter that I prepared a dbrief note as tu vaat ~as wrong.

n  Did vou prepare, relating to these »articular patients,
any other recordst A. Yes,

2 Would srou be m~ocd enouri to look at this= book?
A. It is a record of the patients and wiarl th=y have come
for, what it was and wnat thev ere suffcrins f;om, and
what was the trouble.

~  +hgse are your recowds relating to cewtain patients?

made in relation
ain like 24 to 36
nou.s aftervords, derendins on ithe tin:, I7 a nerson came
on Saturday mornlnT, by vuday nizht it was ready. It was
like thet

Q@ 'men were the entries in th t
[a)

oo
QO
s QO
[ =)
ry
3

 So the rosition ag I vndevctand it is thie: that at
the time, th=t is to sa7, in front of the ~atients, you wrote
entries on cheets, cories of wich have already been nroduced
tn the Zormittee A. Yes,

0 tna within 24 or 36 Ytiours afterward. vou wreote into {that
book more detailed clinical recoxrds of the patients concerned?
A, That 18 corsect, ‘
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Mr BAYTI: In iy csubmigszion this book is a document to
which the doctor is entitled to refer.

The T.3GAT ASSESHOR: Yes,

Mr RAYTI: It would be convenient, therefore, for me to
supnwly the Committee with copies of that book,

fhe TFGA" ASSESSOZ: You are putting it forward as a record
made by the doctor and not Just to refresh his memory.
It is a record which the Committee can kecp in mind?

v BLYTI5: He kept, in effect, two records. One was
~made at the time, in the drescenceof the patlen+ and the
“ather was prepared 24 to )6 hours afterwards, (Handed in.y
Ve were dealing with Mr Lodgze. Close the book., WVill you take
it from me that Hr Tod= e appears nezither in the sheets nor
the book? LA, Yes -

0  So far as Mr Jodwre is concerned you nmust “c]y on your
“crords,supp1cnenoed by the evidence 7ou heard yesterday.
Mr T.cdze came to see you on the 29th Januory 1974?. A. I
have the record here: IHalcolm Todge.

N ‘vhat number is it? A. 51,

N Coeld vou explain the system, because it is apparent_
vhet the first 70 or 40 of these paces represent a single
paee o each vatient but pages 44 onwards represent, as it
were, a runninz account of paticnte A, Yes. Th~re has
been a man herc before yvou wno stole a whole prescription
pad in the =zurgery along with mv notes., I do not know why.
It was probabiy to put me before the GMC. It was much
easier for him {o do that tasn to ask me for sowetiing.

iie was in the prison. He has also taken mv pad on wuich

I veed to write the details of the patients He has been
in Stafford Pricon ond has come her? I would like to ask

hin where the pad has zone and alg uhe notes he hnas taXen~
frow me. He must have *hougut it is casier Yo bring wme
before ihke GI'T then to give hinm tablets

o I am asking vou about Mr Jodge and the first time he
came to voa 4. Yes,

N He came to your suvrsery, 4id he? A. Ves.

D

“hat did he tell you? A. Vesterday when I hcard hiim I
ras shocked aad surprised. I'r Du Cann acsked hin and he azrced
thet he wao really onl- 2 "jiunitia, “T-en e camne to ne he
~orre a sheerckin tyve of jccPot and I never lmew he had
trovltle with his arn o hand. I cwear by Almishty fod T

novar knew e had tak n this toin~ in hie vein., e was
wenrint o1l thece thidn-s and Jt was under nie ﬁumﬂO*. He

said he was vearinr conlr a juvrber and —aid somet:iint and took
awav a »re:dcrivtion, as thou-t 1 am a macnine and ;.ror it

thie moncy in ond get comothiny out —v-e

o Your evidence ic beins recorded co will vou try to
clow down and confine yeurself to answerinsg the questions I
st te vou® Ty to "pcd: reazonably siowly end not to rev
crceited, T know yvou are in o difficenlst ansditdion nt -
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answor ac coolly ac vou can., On this fi—otv occrolon M»
Jodre tnld thne “onmittee that son put 2 stethosmcose to
his chest aznd back. Is that ri~shte . I examined hinm
most thaouzhly wnen he salild he hiad nain in the back, Ile
had thisc luabar versebree and ne 2lso had cramyp in the
less and thighs, and I really cxamined hin,

v Did he tell you whether he had been treated before for

this pain in the back? A. No, he did not even teil me his
own doctorts name, and now he is tellings you abeus a doctor,

n How did vou decide to treat this pain in the brck?
K7 e told me about it and I said YPake this medicinse that

I shall give vou." I heve plentiy of samples wiich are ithere
and medicine leoft br tae patients which thay cannot use.

0 Tisten to the quesiion. iow did you decide to treat
the main in the back that r Todge comileincd nnn+7 A, I raid
PA11 right, this mpain will 7o -~ take these moalclruu thaet 1

shall give vou.¥

Q Vhet mcdicine? A. I gave him some Fortazenic tanﬂﬂ?e..
He said h« would not take Panadol beceause it dees not relieve
__him, I rave nim quite a few things to take, like ‘olp:;u*_
but he said that not-ing relieveg him, I gaid "hy?" and
he said he was somewhere in Salisbury, in the Scuth of
zngland, and the medicinecs did not relieve hiii o hp took
Diconal, wuicn gzive him relief, That is way I told nim —=-

—

Q You decided to treat the pain in the back with Diconal?
A. And Fortagesic, ‘ :

Q Did ¥r Todze say anyiaing to you about taking Diconsal
tefore? A. Yes, and that it zave hin relief. At any tine
when a natienl comec I 3o not mistrustv him and think
imnediavely that he is telling me wrongly. [ —

o
N He told wou thet he had reiief from Diconal bvefore.
Did e g2y envtiing te vou about veing adldicted to ov dcopendent
on Diconal? A. Wo,

N Did you know whether or not Diconal was a drug which
created the rroblem of devendency? &. I was out of the
countrey, I think, when thic law cave in. You told rzabout
thi~ law wiich came in vt in July 1977 T was ovt at the
time and not kno-.ing zbout it. '

n I asked vou whether it wag within rour Xknowledge thot
_Thdeconal was a drug of derendence. A, o, it vvac n t

1y Iknowied e,

0 So vcu cave My Tofse a precerintiern for 10 Diconal
tablet A, Tes,

™~ And you charced hip a fee? A. Tec.

D You will reember thot he told the Conidttee that he
only had a 25 note and ou kept the wholo £5. increasing
the cisnc of the rresevivtion. Lo there ooy truth in that?
A, It i abgclutely a mindie of cublirh - the vost fivst-
rate rubitisn I have hcord in thdis room ncre.



96

N 7id vou zive any imstructions to him as to where to
take the preceription? A, Mot at all.

Q Is it truve thnat a chort time afterwards, or some time
afterwards, vou saw him and told him thzt you had heard he
had been under trcaiment at All Saints Hoegpital? A, No, he
did not tell me a word =bout it. '

7 Did rou subsequently give nim other prescrintions for
the same drug? A. Yeg, I zave him some,

Q “hy did vou give him those? A, Because he was ¢om-
___pleining that he g:’s crann and pain in the legs and in the
thizhs and that pain is completely local sed at the back,

and therefore I gave it to him,

—

N Pieace do mot zo into detailse,but Mr Todge tecld us he d*d
gomme worlk, naintine and decox Htlh., in vour uouse. Do not
tell us anv more thian whether that is coxrrecl or not? A, It

is bor1oct, vut he offered himself., e sald he is a polisher
and & painv:r and wovrld I ~Tive nim come jobs.

Q Did he do some work in your nouse? A, Yes, he did sonec
jobs.

Q Did rouv make any vayment to him for that? A. Yes, £7
T from me and fifteen shillingzs from mv wife, and tea, coiffee
and 21l food from my house
2 Yr Lod~e told the lJommittee that rou maid him in effect
b giving hin orescriptions for Diconal® A, I am sorry. 1 did
not do thrat.

O that ic quite un““ue, ig it? A. Thnat is quite untrue.

o fhere wae an ccceasion that Mr Todre told us atout on a
Svnday - this was aloo teld in tne evidence of Mr Spear
waien Nr Indze, to usge nis o nm wordu, "nazged! vove bit,

.._ana ;rou ”“VP hin rome Diconal tablets w.ich were wrapned [

in a piec2 cf brown paper? A. You are talking about
Sunday. It was a 3aturday.

7 Yy did vou ~ive him the tablets rather than the
preccrintion? /., 'fh'm ’19 told me e 2y getting wovrried -
it wasg not worried oniv but e went to mv bizx loun~e and
be~an to ol aboutr on fhe sofa, ond mr children, my —-oung
dav~htens and the con, -ondzred w2t had havrened to him,
and tuey said, ¥Daddv, Taddr, what hac hapnmened?? He said
he #s? wain, a vers bzd ngin, so that dsy T hagd to fo to wmyr
cuvaery and Lrint hack sone tablets woich were left overn,
non-uced tab:ote, and zive them to nin. I helped hin as I
\o"1d W lo on porion o cowes to ne in wyr house in dif-

ficuities, I ~ouid ocve ~fven the to ~nwone. T never
t”““(at cant I owas comnittiing 'n offence,

Wow mens tadlete aid -ou cive ain? A, Twently-7Tiva,

N Tow tont wan that cunply o Jact AL A
he co ' ld not cone to e for abeus 12 ox 15 daves.
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0 T will not deal with whethcer rou recorded it. You can
ake it up with Mr Upear on o different occasion, Mr
Tod~e told vs that he injccted Dico »1 into a vein in his
arm znd had a bit of an ulcer as a result. A. 1 do not
know about thaz. ~

- ot

0 Have you over heard of NDiconzl beinz urced intravenously?
4, Not unless comeboiy wents to die ox uav: phlebitis,

Q Did Mr Iod~e say anything to you about this? A, No, I
was curprised to learn that Diconsl can 20 into the vein, I
_n: ver Jmew of such thinze., Ihere are guch tricks in nedicine
Tin Pngland that I never knew aliout, '

N0 Tet us go o1 to Mw Soxrby, otherwise known as Bremner,
He is 10,2 ~n the gchedule and Vo,l1l on the mreccription
pad. Mr Scvby haes t0lé vs - {thet is his correct name?

A. Thig is nevwis to me.

N It was news to v, Do not worry about that. Did he
come to fee vou on the 19th Cectoder 19732 A, Yes.

Mr DO CANN: The witness has made a mark on the original
exhibit with a pen. Ao T Just wrote "ir Sorby"; that is
all, _ e

Mr .AYTI”‘ Put wour nen awayv altogether., This vatient came
d g vou tre name of James John Brewmner? A, Ves.

Q ”hat did he tell vou about himsetif, if anvthin<? A. The
moression 1 aave from nin is that ne is suvfiering from a very
bad tvpe of depression, and with the history that he has —--

)

OUnﬂer "iddress" theres is a number. What is that?
YP~T7342-25D is hic NMatiocnal Insurance number.

N YWhore did wou zetl that? A, I asked hin for his identifice-
tien and he zave we tueat.,

. " Did you sec zny decument ~roduced by Mr Sorby? __You
renember that he save evidence vesterday afterncen a2bout
a dccument he produced? 4. You mean by that tmis one?

——

" To wou rewrmber Mr Sorby hroducin' what he described
as a “iniztry of Tatour docvment? A, Yez, that wss the cord
on waich hic ¥ationei Insarance numbc vas, written, and it
wag stesred "Birmincham®.

0 *het did wou concluvde ras wrons wWith Jorbv? A, That he
was oufl erins from devrcaosion, :

A Howr did vouv decife ta trast hin? 4. Ho could not et
_to glecep and Yot iz v T o nat to cive i sometding to
T eedate Tdim,. Ten neo e are tokin~ some of thesze drvss o TT—

4

tike Duromin or Ducophet At is n orule tih t come sedation
suet e ~dven se that v con nleop, otner.ise they will
atay awake ©ill two o'clork., I nave geon it sapneninz,

~ S0 vou preusceited 20 tablets ol Dvroshet and 20 Nembuisl?
A, Yeu.



N And you cave instrvctions verbally and on the drescrintion
ag to what wan the rate av which Mirophet was to he taken by
this vatient and many othryrs viuo:e prescriwtions we have
seen? A, Usua llv two to three capsvles in the morninsa, maybe
t0, mavbe three, that I zave to the patient to take, say
two in the morning at ¢ix or geven and then one cansule in
the afternoon,

D Did wvou werard this as an zcceptable use of tais
drug, for depression? LA, Terinitely.

0_ You used this method of t"eatment both in private .
and in Haticnal Health Sexrvice cases? A. Yes.

q )

N “hat instivetions did rou rive to this patient and
twothers with regerd to tue toling of Fembutal or Tuinal?
L. At bed-time - well, wien they retire.

Q How many? A. Two to three capsules per night.

N Did vou gmive thig particular natient any instructions
aboul wnen h= snouvld ccne back? A, I to0ld kim no+ to cone
before a week.

Q »id you teli him, "You must not comn= back within a
week', ox did wou tell him %o come back in a week's tim~?
A. To come baclk after a week. R

0 And it e»npears thet he did so. Can youn mnow recall
vhet e wrg 1like in recard to ig denression on the second
vieit? A, “,M,t“e depression was continuing and ne reguired

some medicine definitelr and I prencribed 1t

0 If you lock at the c¢harse you ill cee that wou
}ﬁrenﬁly chonzed vhe zedative on this occasion from
1itutal te Tuinal? 4, Yes:.

o=
Y]
“ 1

I--'n

0 Wny? A, Becouse the 1an said that Nombutal 'ras not
o suiting h1im and he did not set tenefit from it, '
0O 1t avpears tuat wou rust aave told hirm to come back
in onothexr woel, beczuse he cwine vaclk on the 25th ~ccowding
to thic. On that occasion you irsued a sreater ¢uontity o.
the druz but of a weaker stren ta? A, Yes.

N thy did “3v lower the otrerrth of the dvv~r? L. Decnuge
I did not want the to be esddicted to it, and I never wanived

natients to con?inue indefinitely., T honred they would
evenltuelly ta'e none at all.

0 “hat wan the reszson for increanin~ e nunber? AL o
that he von'é not “~ve ©o come z7nin cuite co roon, an
c——have # Larse attendance of ratviontr, It rar so that TTwordtr— -
not be Jistvrbed ecverr tine, T-do not Mave encuzn tim: for
thern <11 wvin toer cone,

“ T8 that th'rd prescrintion was w'go to be talen at the
rote of two o thiee cancules in the morningy, that would be
croat a Fortniznt's ousvle? A, TTes.
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0 And vouv hever caw Ir Zorby avain, according to tae
evidence already beiore tauis Comnittes, Thal as right,
is it not? A. I couid not lOlth vour question,

0 It apmears fro: the evidence beTore tais Committee
and the dates of tac vrecceristions that Iir Sorby dic not cone
~back to youv A, Yo, he did not come vack.

& That is right? A. Yes,

Q as there any discussion with hir about nis dependence
on amphetarines or bvarbiturates as fz1 as you recall?
A. By and large I have advised them to zo to come doctor
—"where they can recister. I have offered to take then on
my National Health Service rezister but tae patient has
ot listened "o it,

¢ Uriless vou feel it neccssary I do not think we need
deal with all the witnegses wnho have ziven 2vidsuce, hecause
you have dealt with a good cdeal of their evidencs as a
matter of zenerslity in the opening part of wvour evidence, but
jerhaps we nicht deal ith the case of Hr Turray. He is on
vage 1 of your records and at page 16 of the book. He
repze sents, doec he not, all the pa 1enu we are dealing with,
and e is a patient who was with vou, ws it vere,longer “than -
mest of ©the people on this particular 1lst? A, Yes,
practically.

Q IHave wou before vou both the notes you made relating to
Murray? 4. Yes, -

-

0 Here is the record relating to urray. ¥Will you turn

to page 16 of the book? A. 7es,

0 On the tov of the recoxrd there is a lot of writing on
the left? A. Yes,

Q Which is in red ink, is it not? A. Yes.

Q Is that the nawme o some Indian ol sinmers that
you napnencd to jot doom th=re - come Ifriends of wours”®
A. Fo, I am Secretarr Generel of the *gian Doctors Sub--
Comnmittee in Bivmingaam and we had 3 9(ﬂCthh there on the
26th Januvery, ana these articts werse particirating., That is
-y thelr nsmes appear.

N Ther are othin~ 2t 21l to do with —ovr rretice?
A, Not in~ wnatscever,

1o

"o Rell us about Johm Murway., It awnmears from his
evidence that he first came to cee vou on the llkh October
- 197'/? -‘.,. YOL‘O ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

" Mnd he tetd you, acrondint to rovr evidence, that he

Lived in wigtos oad, YWdrslna uLo“, and woo 24, thatv he 1ived
wita his vorents, ans tast the address in Finchlew, ¥195,

Aid mean cometuins to uim? A, Tle has ccmﬂTo*ely risled
ali of w in sarins thet ne is livies 2t 5748 Tristol
Yood. 2 told & We had come rocently from 18 cnurch

‘..*

——
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Crescent, Finchley, NW5, and that is why I wrote the new
addregs.

0 Dld rou carry out anr examination of this 1nIormatlon
of Mr Murray? 4. Yes, definitely.

0 TFirst of all, wvhat did rou examine? A, I exemined
the chest and heart and the pulse, resular or non-regular, and
I had a discussion with him as to what 2e was suiferinz and
how long it was going on, and then I made a provisional
diagnosis. That.may be wrong.

Q Did you have any discussion with hin? A. Ves.

0 i ——

Q Yhat did he tellyou? A. He said ue had no concentration
on the job and remained depressed and could not sleep until
2 a.n.,, and that he felt incompetent and was tired. He said
hat he had vsed Fembutal and Wozadon and so on in the past,
and also he wanted t5 reduce weight. I did not know whrether
the - -vere false symntoms and I cannot be sure that what a
patient telis me is correct. e have to go on the face value
of it. You have to have recervations. By and large we go
by what the patients present.

" Did he say anythinz absut beinz addicted to or dependent
uoon any drug? A. Yo, Sir.

-

N Did he give vou any indication, if it be the case, that
he hai been uvn to May of that vear under treatment at ALl
aints losvital? . Not a letter or a word of it.

0 Did he give any information about his own doctor?
L. e told me has had nene, and he said ne had come imnmediately
from Tondon, : :

. How did wou decide to treat Mr liwrray? A. I decided
that he should nave sometiinz for his sleening, as he was
awake till {wo or tqrev, and ne said ae was having trouvble
'with being tired on his job. I sald I would sive hin
something to cure this. '

S 80 wou preccribed the 20 Nembut-l and 20 lurophet?
A, VYes,

7 Yere there instructi-ns as to how many to take on each
day and wnen put on? A. T told him to take two capsules
at nignt time, that is the Vembutal, and two to taree of
tae Durophet early in the morning if he could.

. He came to see you on the 9th NOV)mber? A. Yes.

0 Ye can see the entry vou made then, or chortly ‘
“afterwards: "G.C. - Tair, wéight dowm,l0 Bbone 8 1lbs.
Svctems - normal. Improved, Able to concsntrate. Better
thinking"? ., Yes. ‘

N Pazn it sars "Nembutal not suits.v" A, Yes,

0 From wicre did vou gzet that information? A, He told me
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that he has some nizhtmares. He toléd me that he did not
zet proner sleep, and woulc I be good enough to help change
that. I said I wouvld give him sometninz to hel~x hin zget
n-over szleen, and that I would change it to comething that
mizht suit nim, but not on his orders. He did ‘not say to

glve.nim this or that.

N 'Thosoe entries made on the 9th November are entries

1

made on the basis of information he gave you on that

occasion? A. Yes, nhe gave me that information on that

occasion, —_—
" There is no doubt about that, is there? A. That is
rizht,
) nid wou therefore give him a further nrescri ntlon for
Durophet, and did vou chanpe the sedative as a2 proposed?
A, Yo, it was ny own judement as to wnat I should give,
on the medical evidence that I zot, not on his orders. I
have never done that in my life. i
Q At any rate, the second prescription was for Muinal
nstead of Nembutal? A. Yes.
R
0 Go bacx to t:e schedvie. e have asgreed end conceded__\\\

have we not, that thes:c prescrintions wsre all icsued on
the darys raferred to? To00ok at the schedule. Having seen
nin on the 9th, wvnen he was inproved, vou saw him on the
16th and the 23rd, at eeily int2rvals. The next time w2s
the 6th, a weer bein~ missed over Christmas? A. Yaes.

N And then vou increared the prescrintion for the 6th?

Q That wac for 40 tablets? A, Yes.

0 YWhy was that? A, He to0i7 me taat he was workinv'Out
of Bir incham and thersfore wanted a prescrintion £ or a
TJonzer period, if I would be good znouszh to give it to him.T
That iz why I zsave it to hin,.

% At the same rate of consumption, namely, iwo or ftaree
a day? A. Yes.

Q Then he comes back for the remainder of the period
specified in the schedule and he zets 40 tablets of a
lower strength Duropnhet? A. Yes..

N To correspond with thos=s, for the first two he gets
Tuinal and for the second twvo he goes back to Nembutal?

A. Yes. —

T

R

. .2 Do you remember 'y yvou put him back on ¥embutal?
Yes, that wes on the first of the second. EHe told me—X—__
that the Tuinal I nad rciven him has not done him the jobd
that it should do, it it not doing niit ~ood, therefore
I have «written "ot svitine him very -rell," and ne asked
he could kindly be put on the fapcules I have given him
TO” nisht-time zleening. But this was not done on his orders,
because he wahts me to do it; mnot that.
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00 Go to the bottom of naze 17 of t-=2 book. “ou will
see that there is an entry of 15.2.74? A. Yes.

N Tell us wnat that cayvs? A, I said that he must decrease
his dose. Uvhen I gsaid that he must bz seen by the dDrug
tddiction Centre “e said that he wourid not go, and immediately
I contacted Dr Xanten at =dgbaston, vhose house is not far
from mine, and he told me that this fellow had been given
a letter about a month ago to see the Drug Addiction Centre.
That letter was with Mr lMurray and it was dated about a
month or five weeks back. It revained completely with him.

~77 He stubtornly refused to zo, and alier I saw it was.a waste
of time I esaid "I am sorry", that is &ali.

0 So far as that entry is concerned, what medication does
it oreccribe? A. He said he 'zs not getting suffidient
appetite.

2 “hat medication does it »rescribe? That is on the 15th,
on vaze 17. You hsve told us how vou got in touch with the
doctor and then it sets out ce”taln pedications prescribed

for this patient? 4., Yes. He said e was not zetting
____sufficient apvetite /nen he was havinz Yuronhst, which suppredses
- it, but vou cannot have cake and eat it. That is why I have ——

agiven him this, to <ive him an apvetite, and I s32idé "Jake it
with some grapefruit juice if rou can.®

0 And the entry finiches, "Patient refuses advice - not
to be seen"? A, Yes, I qala "I will not see wou azain.!

0 “'hat advice did he refuse to take? A, To g0 to the
Addiction ‘entre.

7 Did wou sa- that ne must not com back and -rou woulid
not see him agzin® A, Yes. I immediately contacted in
his »nresence thiz other docto*, and that was tne First dav
71en I learned that Dr Kahton is nis dcctor. So tuis io
the medivine I have seen in 4-is countr:r,

-."—.’“‘"

s
rl

Q Nowv let us deal vith the evidence of Mr Ow-n Jones
at pare 4 in the book, page 12 in the records. He is No.l9
in the schedule. He has told the Committee that he came to
see you on the 4th December 19737 A. Yes.

Q 2nd he told you that ne was 22 wvesrs of aze, which was.
right, and he lived at 37 Friary Close, which was right. Do
you remcmber if he told you if he had his owm uoctor9

A, ¥o, not at all.
——

0 “hat did he tell wvou avout himself and his medical
condition? A. He told me that ne cannot sleen, he has _
no concentration, he wants to slim, he is depressed, drugged
with pills, and does not zet nelp.

Q How did you decide to treat him? A. I said he must get
somet ing for his sleening problem. He caid that because ne
cannot sleen he cannot do iz job, so I gave him first
sometning for sleeninz.
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® You gave him a vrescrintion for what? A. Tor Tuinal,
N Just Tuinal? A. Yes.

0 It aprears that he came back to sez you nearly a .
month later? A, Yes.

0 On the 1st Movember? A. Yes.

N And there is an entry on page 4 on that date, is not
there? A. Yes.

0 Would you look at that entry? ~hat did he tell you

on that occasion? A. That there is still no sound sleep
__and he remains depressed and has no concentration. That
B is why after that I nad to zive him a cursory examination —~————

and sav "I will give vou something to anelo you.!

0 Did vou weigh him? A. Ves, I weighed him. He is
11 stone 8 pounds.

7 And vou gave him a prescription for ~hat? A, A 2,0
nrescrintion Ifor Dexedrine, 10 mg, 20, and for Tuinal,x&ﬂ ng,
20.

Q Doecs the entry there refer to the actual daily dosage?
A. Yes. _

QO  “hat does it say? A. Yhe daily dosaze.
= Qf lexedrine? A. TWo in the mornin<z,and two to thres
at nignt-tine.

7 That is the Tuinal at nizht-time? 4. Ves.

Q  Wnat was tne murvose of wnrescribing Nexedrine for

ic patient? A. Fecause tne tolﬂ<me about his depression
and anxiety and beins tense =2nd rzving no concenvration,
£0 all these factors led me to Lh1 K 1t was a case of

de ssion. He is a voun< ﬁn of about 22 so emotional
dist* ss of that sort, the emotional distress symdronme

of :roung adults like that, do=s hapuven.

———e—

Lok
v

n If vou will look at the scheduie 7vou will see that xou
continued with that nedicntion, with ~hich wou nave started
on the 1st FWovember, but I mucst ask =ouv why there is a

prescrintion on the 17+a Nov-mber and snother on the 18th?
A. He came on the 18% waich was a Sunday, to myr house
and told me a story that he was not feeling at ease. He said
e nad mislaid all the tablets given on the 17th, and that

is why aftcr seeinz nic case, and how pitiable he was, I gave
hinm a oupply of it.

Qw Vou accepted that inform-tion? A, I really accepted
“it. I never thouzht that these per“on” could be unuruthful.
“hon a nerson comes to me, on the National Health or

other-is~», I do not t-ink thas th07 are crooks, I do not
jumo to conclucionu, ‘e hav. been trained iilkce that.

0 The Comaittee nnve uweard lir jJones' evidence on tais
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issue, and in cross-~exarination. Turnin~ over the paze of
the scnedule, we have tne 22nd December? A. That is the
sane natient. - ’ :

N ‘™hr does the cuantity ol Deredrine prescribed on that
occasion increase to 407 4. Because he told me that he cannot
cope with life.

N That is the reason? A. He said he cannot cope with
life. %Ye had been trying to withaold the drugs and he said
he cannot core with his life and remains depressed and cannot
concentrate, so I told him he should not come before tuo

B veeks after I zave him something For it.

©® He did in fact come after a week? . I think this
was over the Christmas nreriod, because it was the 22nd
of the 1l2th. he said ne wanted a su»niv becauss he would
not be cowming until zafter Chriztmas was over.

N Going on to the 25th Januvary, the last two prescrintions
you gave, Dexedrine drons out altozether and we get 20 Diconal
and 40 Tuinal? A. Wnat date is that?

N 25%h January 1974. A. e reanpears after gix days and
_____copplaings of serious pains in theback, 1 said, "Are you
sufferinz from indigestion?" "¥o." I said, "‘re you
suffering from cther troubie in tae bones?" *“lo." Then
I told nim, "If you ar~ sufferving tuiie tvyHe of voin, be good
enovgh to withdraw Dexedrine because it mizht lkeep you
avake', 5o I gavehirm somet~ing for the »ain killins,

o and does the last entrr there read, "Pain relisved with
Diconal. - under control™? A, Yes. '

0 Then we nave the ords "Final warning for him to 70 to
DAY, and then it sars "jarned M.7.S.4.7 A, That means
~_not to see him azain. : '
| T TTT—
™ Ynat about the final warning about the Drug Addiction
Centre? A, It fell on deaf ears.

® Hed rou discussed -vith nim the question of going to the
Druz Addiction Cenvre before? A. I have discussed it with
him, yes, ‘ :

Q Had vou done that? A, “hen I had ceen nim three or four
times I thousht probably he ougnt to go over there so that
they could withdras the medicines in such a way that tne
~atient does not suffer imsediately with the withdrawal
syndrome, but he did not listen to my advice. It had .
occurred to me that he was suffering from addiction.

" At all events for some of the period for which wou
were treating this pnatient rou knsw that he was addicted
to amohetamine drugs? A. I could realise tiis in the last
vart of it; mnot before. :

Q0 And that is why wvou recommended thz2t he should go to
the Drug Addiction Centre® A, VYes.

Q “as he willing to do 20? A. ¥ot at all.
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Q@ So you told him you could not see him again? A. Yes,

Mr BAYTIS: I think it would take up an inordinate time
to 7o throush the prescribing pattern of every patient on
thig schedule, or indeed if I went through the remaining
patients who have already given evidence. In the generality
of questions tnat I asked at the beginninz I bput to Dr Prasad
the substance of the evidence of the other four witness -sith
waon he has not dealt, so unless vou feeli, Sir, or members
of the Committee feel, that T nave not deait proverly with
the cases of Miller, Donnelily and so on, I think I could at
—" this stage pass to anotiner part of my examination of Dr
Prasad. .

The I.ZGAL ASSES3S0OR It is, of coursz, a matter for wvou.
I imagine that the uommittee would regard as the most crivical,
if not one of the most critical, matters ~hat actually
assed batween the doctor and €acnhn patient s0 far as examina-
tion ie concerned. If wou think that is a svitable way to
deal with it I am sure that is a matter for your judgment,
Iir Raylis.

"d

Mr BAYIIS: My difficulty, not wantinz to prolong the
case vwndulvy, is that I have already asked him whether, in
——Tes—ect of these nrivate natients, he exa-ined then and hetaer
ne teook a nzistory from them, and e has ansered ves to both
;hose gquestions, and he has dealt with what he said and how
he fealt witih the thnree »natients tuat 1 have already
covered,

The IL.EGAT: AS5HE23C®: It is a nmatter for wou. Fr Du Cann
mav wicsh to probe further cases a2nd it will be withnin his
ambit to do =o.

Fr BAYIIR: I am wuch oblized. I was going now to chanze

the toric. If the doctor has arvrived vou mizht like to
—"adopt the sugzestion a~¢eed after lunch to‘1nu9ﬂvo“e ﬁf““““f-
- Owens.

(3hort adjouvrnment.)

Mr DU CAMN: I rerret to sar that Dr Cwens has not
arrived. Theinformation I ~2ve is exactiy the same as I
had at 2 n.m. ~ that ne left Firmingham tais Morning for
the purpose of coming here to give evidence. Nobody in
Birminzham has heard of him since, but he has not arrived
here. I have absolutely no newg as to 2is nresent whereatouts
between Pirminghnam and ere, or wiay on carth he has not

—réached hepe Oor communicated with us. There is nothing I
can tell you of any valu= at 11 in this respect. I simply
do not understand it, and immediately I have any news I
will let wou have it at once. I am evceedingly sorry that
it should have hanpened or that it should csuse inconvenience
to the Tomnittee or embarrassmeont to myv friend.

I‘r BAVTIS: May I be nermitted - I understand there is
no objection - to call three other =itnesses very briefly?
They will only take a fewr minutes each. Th:y h~ve been
ha ~e for come days and cannot come tomorrow.

Tae PPESIDENT: . Very well.
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BW2YT, HO0PI? sworn

Ixamined br Mr BAVIIS

~
‘

Would rou give the Comrittee your 1ull name? A, Teryl
Hooper.

?  And vour addrecs iec 163 Sunwell Road, Eirminzhem 217
A. Ves.

0 Are vou a married woman with three children? A. Yes.
: How are vou emnioved? A. Doctor's receptionict

N You are Dr Prasad's recentionist? A. Yes.

‘
[

O How long have vou n1eld that post? A. A 1ittle over_ %o - - —-

—“~years.

~ Do“you attend the surweries between 10.15 a.m, and 12
an? between 6.15 and 8 p.m.? A Yes.

N And is one of rour duties to get out the National Health
“ervice atient record caric? A, Ves.

~n  Is there 2ny duty vou nave in r-:sdect of =»rivate
patients? A. No.

~  Doec it folilow from that, taunerefowre, thet an—rone for
wilom vou ¢o not nave to 2et out a card is a private natient?

___ 4. Ucually they tell me thy ~rant to see hin nrivately anid

they takas their turn and =2 in to see hii orivatelr., T

N 3peaXinz generallr, in reiatioa to the »neriod towards
the end of last re~r and the beginning of thiz year, can
ou teil the vonm~ittee arproxivatelsy how wmanv private
patients would come to the rurgerr at “oho “oad on any
averaxe day? A. It fluctuvates. It couid be onc, two, three
or naybe Tive in one week. '

~  Are vou talkins about ner dary or per week? A. Mavbe
me or tvo a dav ow mavbe five a week. To vov understand?

_ Q Do wou show the patients into the conculting room?

A VeO.

N  So vou are therefore in a position to know how long
a patient would be in the consultingz room with the doctor?

A. Yes, more or lesc.

r A~ain speakinz purely as a matter of averanse, approxinately
how long does a patient remain with the Adoctor? A. Private or
Nationai Health?

+ TFrivate. A. A maximun of 20 minutes nocsibly.
N How about the minimum? A. Zicht to t°n minutes.

~_ Can you think of cases in waich a patient has been with
the doctor for less than tnat period? A. iio.
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Q Generally not? A. Generally not,.

~

You now now, if you di? not know then, that durin

7 the

neriod T have referred to a nurber of Dr Prasad's private
patients were addicted to various drugs? A. I know now, ves.

N T''as th2re any occacion -~n there was ever any tro
crucnd in the waitingzg ronn b tuhese natients?T A, Not a

in the waiting room, not in = vresence, no, but in the

con«<ultinzg roonm, y=2s, there was.

" On how manv occasionz:”™ A, Cn one occacsion I can

mention a nrivate rvatieant went in to see Dr rasad and -

uble
ctuallyr

“7 he abso'utelv refused to go until "r Prasad vreccribed wnat

e A

he —ranted, and doctor rans for tae owolice and zot him o
the premises.

N In wour vears of exrnerience rorkin~ for the doctor
that t e oniv occazion oun vrica sowetrin
occurred? A. VYes,

Cross—exanined by Mr DU CANN

7 Couvid ou Jive us the name of that p=ercon or not-
I cannot.

pib il

is

hal
of thaat sort has

A. Yo,

N __Jo far as tue urivate 7atients are conce:imed, did you zet
S 1 a7 —
~— %o xnow th-m by nare? A. Vo.

~  Qr by appearancee? A, Just L app=arance.

A, No.,

N  OFf the nrivate natients that Dr Prasad had in the

» Th=2v did not ~ive -rou their names, do I understand?

period rouzalw speskin~ between the beorinning of . Sephenber

of Jast ~ar and, sar, th= end o Jenuary. of +his vear,
into what cort of azre zroun did therr 2119 1, The mid--
twenties, T shouid s3ay; avve o fittie wovuoow, marbe a
littie oider. It i3 very difficult to teil these dars.
* “'ere t-here any middle-szed peornic amongst thegse

» ivate natients or olider people? A, Ar~ rou apeaking:
svecifically of tnat period?®

Q Yes. A. Tuite rossibly there couvld have been.

n ~uite nossibly it couvld have teen anythinsg? A. Yes,

N Can :ou help us? A. Are you talking about these veople

who are dru; addicts?

N T a? talking =bout the »rivate patientz. A, As a2 v

Jnole?

N Nurin~ the period towards the end of 1973 and the first

-

month of 1974 --eve there anr middle-a~ed pconle azonsst tnum
N T I 1 T T ———
at 211? A. Tnere could have becen,

N Thexre could have teen anrthin:., Can wou help us at all?
i, “"ell, wmiddle-azed private patientc do conme, but in that
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particular peviol I cannot remembe-.

n “‘ere there anvy elderly v~op.e avonzst the private
ratients at that period? A. o, not eciderlw.

S Any n2on.e frinzing children in that period - I mean
anonzst the private oatlent 5? A, Yo,

N Do vou keep anv of the records in relation to private
patients in that peried? A, Mo, I keen no records of any
private patients.,

N Mot at 211? A. Only Yational Health natients.’

' Q From that do I take it that vou have access to the
records of the Mational Health patients? A. Yes.

% I3 the gvstem that when zomebody comes to the waiting

room as a National riealth »atient he ~ives you his name?

A. Thoy szive me their name and-I find their record card.

~  And wvou vounld taxe out the card and when the patient
vent into the consu.ting room the card would be there too?
A. Yes,

N PBut so far as nrrivate vnatients '-ere concerned vou saw
nothing of any records? A. Yo,

~ Vou did nol kscw those vecords of private patients.
Did on <cee anrthinz at all of such reco~dszT A, No

N So rouw ~annot helr us about thatin anv 2y? A, No.

1itness withdrew

SACT BUIAGAY  sinrn

mzamined by v BAYT.IS

0 “hat is your full name? A, 3aroj Prasad.

Q Are you the wife of Dr Prasad,who is sitting beside me?
A. YeS.

~ T only want to ask rou about one matter. Do wvou
remenber a lir !Malcolm T.odzge? 4, Ves,

e ——— e

D Did he at one tim~ come and do some decorating in
vour ahouse? A. Yes.

0 Can vou tell the Committee anproxzimately how lon<e he
worked doing decoratinc in -rour house? A. One day he cane
and he stayed for tnree hours. Taen the next day he cane
and he stayed for five or six hours - gomething like that.

N TFor atout how many nours do vou taink he was occunied
altogether? 'hat was the total? A. I c<hould say ten ours.
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N Did you make any paywent to Mv Todwe? A,,I ~ave hin
some :ioney.

5 HYow wmuch? A, Fifteen chillings. He wanted som> money
go to ree ais girl friend at nali-past cix. He wanted son-=
mney on different occasions,

0 TIs it within -—our knowledge hether wvour husband made
anr payment to Iir ~odze for doing thic »aintin=? A. Yes.

~ Did he make a naywment to him? A. Ves.

”  How much? A, I think asbout £7.

Crocs—examnined b Mr DU CANN
6— Can vou help us about that rament made bv your
histand? *h-n was that? A, I do not remnember the day nor
the date.

r  Can you tell us the nunber of occasions on w:iich the
man lodze came to rour house to do painting” A. Two or
three.

9 "wo or three? A. I tuink two; I a~ not sure.

n  "las that on two concecutive davs or t-o davs with
a ga» in between? A. "wo consecutiv=e dayvs.

~  T'as thot a Yonday ans Tuesday or a Taturday and Sunday?

............. ~A. Sometning like that.

Q Can you tell us on what days of the week he came?
A. I cannot remeiiber, no.

~  Tan vou tell us where ne nainted? A. The =arage, and
a room - not the com lete rnom, -rouv Xnow.

Q I do not, but teil we, e painted part of & room, did
h2" A, Tes.

0 Was it the inside or the outside of the ~arasge®
A. Tne incside.

______ N Can you tell us wren it -vas that vour husband made
anv payment to him? A. No, I could not, but it ;as at home
that e paid him,

R At your nhome- A, Ves,

Q as it after he had comoleted the paintinz that he was

14

doing or during it? A. I could not tell rou that.
n Vou understan? mr quesvion, do rou? A. Yes.

" Put crou cannot h2lp us about that? A. Ho. I do not
remnenber anvt- inz.

n 'Jag it a payment which was made Inor the work which had
been done or which ras beint made for the work to be done?
T \_

to



110

A. I think it was - he had not finished; . this much I can
reneniber,

) Did he come back after the pay.ent? A. I an not verw
sure zbout that.

2 You say it was about £7. “'ere you pnresent when the
monev was "1anded over or 4id you simnly know oi vour
hvusband's intention to give him some money? A, He told me
he has given nim money, because when I paid nim fifteen
shillings I told him that I have paid him and he said to me
that ne has naid him as well.

—
N So I tave it from that that rour knowledre of vour
husband makinz a payment to the young men comes from what
-rour husband said to wou? A, Ves. '

Q  And your memory as to hew much your husband handed over?
A. Yes, he =aii to me that he has naid aboul £7.

' Are vou sure atout that, because ryou hesitated for
a very Longz time before vou answered. &, ¥o, I was just
thinking.

Iir DU CANN: I hav: not a note of the amount put in

_cross—exanination of Mr Todze. iy menory is that it was
a nuch larger sum. '

Mr TAYLIS: 1y »ecollection is that it was £7.

R

Titness withdrew

PHITLIT MITTTAY “HARTSPEHANE swo n

Bxemincd by Mr RAVIIS:

Q ‘/hat is your full name® A, Phillin Villiam Shakespneare.

2 Is vour address 1l Finchpath Road, HWilltop, est
Fromwich? A. It is.

N Arz you faniliar -with the whereabouts of Dr Prasad's
wegt EZromwicn surgery? A. I am,

\—_.______—__——-—-_——\
Q How far awar is that from wour home? A. About half a
nile or three quarters of a mile.

Q “hat is our occupation? A. Gardener.

n In January of 1974 did vou have occasion to congult
Dr Prasad? A. I did,

N Was that as a National Health Service patient or a private
patient? A. A private paticnt,

n Did wou <o to his surgery in Handsworth or in Yect
Bromwich? A, In Yandsworti,
~—______ 0 VWhy did vou consult Dv Prasad? 4. Because I was not’
0 —— h . . - - \\___
cettin~ satisfaction from my own doctor,
re
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2 Satisfaction in rezard to what? A. I was over-weight,

2 Had you been consulting your own doctor about that?
A. Yes. _

O And vou decided to go to Dr Prasad about this? A, Yes.
I aico had depression and anviety.

k]

Did vou zo to see Tr Prasad? A. Ves.
2 At his surgery? A. Yes.
Q In January of 1974? A. Yes.

0 What hanpened when vou went into the consulting room?
A. I told Dr Prasad that I was suffering ifrom depression
—through a series of worries and thinzs like that. Wy
parents had Just died. I said I weas over-weight as well.
The doctor weizhed ne.

Q How much did you weigh? A, At the time about 16 stone.

~ Q Did he exanine you in any other way? A. Yes, he tested
my heart to see if it was affected or anvthin~ lilke that.

~  Anything else- 4. Mo, there was nocthing elsefo examine
me for, i;as there? : -

0 Did he aglx vou whether -ov had ever taken any medicines
or drugs before? A. Ho,
——
Q Had you? A, To,

n What did he say after he had exa ined you and discussed
this with vou? A. He thou:=ht about it and he said, "I am
zoin~ t2 ziveryer somettiny to reduce rour weistht.and reiieve
your depression®, and ne wrote me out a rrescrintion,

~

2 “hat cas the orescrirtion for? A. ITurophet and Tuinal.
Q ™o ou remenmber how many tablets? A. Fifteen of each.
N Hid he tell vou how often to tairze them? A, It was

written on the prescrirvtion and the chemist wrote it on the
Wttle afterwards. '

Q Did he give vou a prescription or add on the prescription
anvthing elset A,"Hot to exceed the statd dosage®,

Q MNid he add anv other form of ~edicine?” A, Not at that
time that I can remembor. ‘

0N Did you ever return to Dr Prasad? A. Yes,

N Tow often? A, Lverv week, as instructed. He wanted
to check my weight every week to see how I was getting on.

) How often did he weizh you? A. On each occasion.:

N  Yhat happened tn vour weisht under the iniluence of
this treatment? A, It was reduced.
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2 By how mucn? A, About half a stone at the end of it =211,
y the last session,

n e know fromn the document we have got tha’ the last
occasion on Mhich vou apvnarently vicited Dr Prasad was the
16th of this wvear? A. Yes. '

N Yy was it the last occasion? A. I was feelinz better
in nyself andI had not got devression any more, and I told
the doctor tnis, and re saié, "That is go0d, because I have
bzen instructed that I can't treat you any more.,?

Q) Did vou ever see nim a<ain? 4, Vo.

e ———

0 Vou never went back to 1is surgery? A. I could not.

Q Have wou had occasion to zo to anyone since that time?
A. Yo, I nmave felt well in mrself since.

5 Did vou make an payment to nim on the sccecasions of
these visits? A. VYes, I ©aid him a private fee.

N How =uch was that? A. Two »nounds.

6 Was that £2 on the first occasion? A. On every
occasion. I never waid more than £2.

D

On each occasion rou »nzid anim £292 A. I did.

N ©Hid he say anyt:iny to you about wnere vov ouzht to cash
wrescrintionc? A, It is iy owm c¢iioice, is it not ~ wnere

&
~ O
£99

£  Cexrtainl;, but did he sar anrtiing to wou about that
av al.? 4. de did not, lmow,

~ Did ne sav anviihing to vou about whether rvou should
tell nconie where wou obtained your prescvintionsT A, Wo, it
B my own pnrivate business, that, isn't it? It -is not an
advertisinz campaisn, you know, - '

‘ross—examined by Mr DU SANY

0 Can I know the name of vour own doctor before you went

Tas a private patient to Dr Prasad? A. Dr Tamond and Dr IHills.

Q They are in onartnershin, are they? A, Yes,
0 Had vou been with the: for some time? A. All my life.

0  ‘Men you say vou had no satisfaction from them does
that mean that t-er were not giving vou, either of tiose
=ent enen, any drugs of any kind? A, Yot drugc., They seemed
to lack interest. I did not mention druzxs to them. I
nentioned my complaint and thery seemad to lack interest in
wvhat I said,

n iere vou sith them as a Wational Health natient™

A. T was and still am.
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n T wondered whether wvou had transferred to Dr Pras=d's
National Health panel? A. No.

N Do you know MNr Owen Jones? A. No, I do not - not by
nane,

N Tet me give wou a few further particulars of that
gentleman. You probably know him as Bob? A. He comes
in the same pub sometimes, that is 2all. He lives in the
same torm.

0 39 Priory Close. A. I do not know where he lives.
Q "as it from him that vou heard of the name of Dr
Prasad? A. No.

0 And had a suggestion that rou might ~o to him?
A, I have kxnown Dt Prasad for far lonzer than anv one of
those pcople.

Q You mean you hzve been goinz tohim? A. No, I used to
live near to him at one time.

v

% So did you know him personallsy? A. Wot nersonz2lly dut

ew of him as a good doctor.

=
E..

7]

Q Did vou know him to recoznise in the street? A, Ye

N  And to say "Good day" to? A. VYes, I used to live a
e ] »
avndred wverds away frow: him.

N Did vou ‘mnow that Fob Jones was ~oinz to Dr Prasad
as wel:? A, I did not,

N And rettin=s drurs from Dr Prasad? A. I did not know,
not vntil today.

'~ Did he never %ell wou? A, Te would not tell me. I am
not o close friend of nhis. I know *inm,

QA Since you nave been zetting Durophet and Tuinal from
Dr Prasad have -—ou been setting drugs froim anyone else?
A. No, not at all.

n And your weizht probiem? A. It has gone dowm,

Q *“hHat do vou weizh at the moment? A, About 15% stone.

f S0 7vou nave kent off the half stone that vou achieved in
the six weeks ox s0? A. Yes, and I w.ve naintained that

waight,

Witneas withdrew

Mr PAVTIS: I will how, if I mar, resume my examination
of Dr Prasad.
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STARANGDHAR P7ASAD recalled

Bxamination bv lr ZAYT.IS resumed:

0 T now want to deal —ith just two more of the patients
wno have given evidence. The first is the patient Miller,
or Robich.@Aux. Would -"ou be zood enouch to have in front
of you page 25 ol the book and page 9 of the records? Tnis
is No.24 of the schedule. 'Je know from ithe sciedule that
Mr Robich.@ux first conculted wvou .on the 18th, or at all
events thuz first prescription is dated the 18th October
19722 A. Yes.

- —

0 Tooking at the records which vou have before vou, will
vou tell us what hapnened when Mr Robich-Aux came to see
you on the first occasion? A, He gave me the address as 4 Mur-
docn Road, RBirmingham 21, and the date of birth as 11.4.50.
I was told that he lived in a bed-citter flat at 4 Murdochn
Poad, Handworth., He also toid me that he has come very
recently to Eirminzhem from llanchester. The address in
Manchester was 448 Moss ] ene Fast, Ifanchester 4, and his
previous doctor was Dr Johnson of Oxiord Road, Manchester.

N Mid vou have a discussion with hin about his medical
. . - T - - S 1 L r— e
condition? A. Yes. e to'd me that he has been zetting a .
sunsly of medicines from Dr Jonnson of Oxford Road,

i"anchester.

N "hat .ind of wmedicine? A. I do not know., I could not
be svre waethar ne —as tzlinz druzs or medicine but he said
he was taXinz medicine from D Johnson of Hanchester.

0  Did vou carry out anr shysical examination? A, Certainly
I dia, _

Wwhat kind of examination did wou carry out? A. Just
the normal exaszination -hica I. do. I must tell vou, all
- of wou here, that I have not thz tims 1o examine a per:ion
for one hour. If I did that no one would ever come, I
exanined him as best I courd in the time that I nad and made

up ov wind, aft-r diccussing with him, what »roblem: hz had.

Q0 Tell us what findings, if any, vou recorded in wour

records. y. He has complained that ke is very depressed,

he wants to lose weiznt, he is uvnatle to sleep and has no

concentration, and he aiso tolid me he cannot sleen without

Tuinal. On examination I found +that he was a healthy vouns

man, weight 12 stone and a little on the plump side. He ———
T ———wanted to be thin. Chest and h-art were normal. Pupils

were dilated. TDiscussing his s:mantoms, I made un mry mind

that he has had emotional distress, with mild obesity.

Q *ras there anry significance in the findin~ that the
pupils were dilated” A, I think I mizht be wrong. He vas
in my7 surgery and it is dark there. lags it to do that or
some othe. thinz? I could .ot be sure of it.

0 How did vou decide to treat him on tais occasion?
A. Prom this I decided that he nas to h1ave something

viven to uim to get off t-iz depression and the emotional



115

disturbance, and I decided to give him Durorhet, 20 mg, 20
cansvles, and asked him to take two at breakfast, and
Yuinal, 200 m=7, two to three canxsules at night, at bed
time, sleeping time.

N Did wou see him azain on the 24th October 19737 A. Yes.

N Did you repeat the prescriuvtion® A. Yes, he was saying
that hre was improved. He had the problem of naving no
concentration. Usuallr I say #that is that ~ fourth line?w
or, in the eye test, "What is there?" If they are alert they
will say what it is, otherwise thev wouid not know. This was
so and he was given the prescriptions for 2C of each, Durozhetv
and Tuinal. '

Q) Did the same consideration apply in rezard to the
proscrintion of the 17%th Woveuber? A. Yes, on the 13th
Yovember he cams aiter about three weels. He said that he
had improved. He was asked whether he was rezistered with
an NWiS doctor. He was living at "urdoch “oad, 40C vards
from mr surgerv. I said, "Kindly zet resistered -witn
another doctor.” I suwpoce it did not have any effect on
him,

e

that when 4 was asking questions he aclmowledred that cevery
singie fact une told vou was false, even =iz date of birih?
A. I have been led to comclete disaster by attending to tais
ty~e of nerson.

Q0 ‘hen he gave evidence tnis morning you wWill remember

7 Did wou near nin say that this morning?Y A, “es.

N Had -ov anv reason to u - ieve that this evidence was
faise? A, Wo, I thought that e wgs telliinz it correcti .
7 And the addrezs he ~ave? A. 4 l'urdoch Road, Handsworth,
Pirmincham 21, which is about 400 vard:s from nmy surgery.

n It was a real wnlace? A. Ves.

Q0 *ould —ou look at nage 9 of the docurments? “het does
the entrv of 7.%.74 refer to0? A, It savs he iz arrested”
and the Drug Sauad wasz iniormed that = had Foreged drugs
in the nawe of Philii» Robich fux, alias Harry iiller, and
had been getting medicines in the name of Jonn Hoberts from
Smethwick, 60 Tuinal and 40 Valium.

N Had —ou ever had any of thzat informaition before?
A. VYo, that was whnen I learned it first.

N Did Mr “obich Avx tell vou anrthing to lea? you to suzgest
/—__‘-—__—h v ’ i -‘—-2_~.
that he was de.endent on drugsT A. Yo, not at all.

0N Yas there any discussion with him about ais having
attended --— A, T.c¢ Drug Addiction Genvtre, you mean?

N He is not on the nchedvle and he a:arontly never did.
I shovld not ask vou that. A. He never did?

0 Torvive me. He iz Mon.24. It is ccheduled uvnder the
nane of “iller and he was under treatment at one time at
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All Saints. Did you know that? A. Fothing whatsoever until
t:is merning, winen I heard that ne was a watient of A1l

S aints, and I aiso learned that he had baen released from
Winson Z“reen, and it was Stafford Prison.

& I do not need %o ask vou any more abhout the individual
patients. M> Du Cann +illi ask wou anv questions and the
Committee, if they think Ilt. Is it rigat that the pre-
scrintions wiich you issued, and whican are referred to in
these schedules, are almost without excention »nrescriptions

ssued at intervals of either a week or anproximately a
week or 14 days® A. Sometning 1like that.

Q There have been two inctances where »rezcripntions
were issued on consecutive days and wou have already dealt
with those and exnlained the circumstances in wanich those
care about? A, VYes,

& Are vou aware of any wrescription vinich you issued
during this period waere vou vreccribzd a greater dose of
ampuetamlnes or of sedative d;ugs thenctwo or three?: A, Tablets
per day? Wo, never,

~ "ould you be good enouzi to look at —our letter to _the
Genera' liedical Council? It is the letter of the 18th lMay
1974. A. Yes.

0 It is addressed to Mr Putcher? A. Yes.

e

2 THe i a rtner

1=
o

n m- firm, is he not? 4. Yes.

& Tais and the subsecuent letter wer- sent to the General
¥Medical Council uron vour instruvctions? A, Yes,

% You say in naravranh 2: "I have reviewed all the
cases". You are referrinz to the caszes on the zchedule?

A

A. Yes,

Q “hat did vyou nmean by "I have reviewed 211 the caseg"?
A. The cazes brougnt up by the GHC,

—— e

N Do vou mean, "I have reviecwed here and now fer-the
purnhoses of tris letter" or are vou using what in fact: is not
quite correct Bnglich, meaninz "I reviewed all the cases at
tnz time"? Waiich doyou mean? A. No, reviewed in retrospect
now, I reviewed retrospeciivaely,

) You looked at the cchedule and considered all the
cases and vou said that #practicaily meny of them have come
for lack of -~ner:zy, spiritz, enthusiasm and loss of sleep,
obesity, inabiitity to concentrate and sieep, and whatever
medicine I have prescribed nrac been for the wellbeing of th=
—7aticnt". That is what vou wanted to say to the Penal Cases
Comi:ittee, having reviewed all the cases set out in the
schedule, Did you, when vou nade that r»-view, consider the
two documents vbefore vou, thre book and the set of records?

A, Yes.
7 Then ou go on: "I have nr~scribed medicines (druzs) for
a week to a fortnisht basis at the b-=zt. It hacs happened as

i
have ctated that in a fe. cases the medicine in the poisession
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of the —atient has been lost from nimn and that he has taken
a littie more of the dru~ for his welibeinzT and hence afiter
prozer verification and unde. oath of the natient I have
ziven him the repeat prescxi~tion.™ That refers to the
two or three casecs we hav: dealt with in cvidence todav?

A. Definitel:r,

0 "also, I have to tell thet I won't ireat ~ny patient
assuming him to be a scoundrel.® ‘That do ¥ou mean by
that? A. Becauze nere now I am led to believe, thninkinsg
in retrospect, that I have treated human beinzs who have

llied me and told all sorts of rubbish and lies at me. .I
have tried to heln them with proper intent in rezard to
mind and body. When this cort of thing napprns this is a
very sad day for me, that I should be treating this tyne of
patiznt at 21l. If a percon comes to me and savs V"I can't
sleep™ I do not think he is a bully ané is telling me lies.
I have zot this traininz rizht from 1951, zo it zoes back
yearz and rears, thereiore I a~ sorry if I have trzated a
nercon like th.at. I cannot give hinm a rocket and say '"Get
out." I am a black doctor sitting in the comiunity where
— all are wnites, and it has hapnened in ihe past, when the
patient has abused me and insulted me, and I have told the
patient to walk out, that ther hove written on the biz glass
pane of the surgery. Ther have sai? ther will break it, and
mr car. It nas tapwened in the nast when I have reifused to
deal -:ith patients. If =ou are not careful these things
haspen. Today somebodv mi~ht bresk mv surgery. Then all
the alass will be cone. Also, for human reasons I do not
think *that a nerson who comes wo w2 iz seconi-rate, neither
wouid I take monev from th mandmut it in n+ vocket. I am

far more 2 men of letters than rou mwizht imasgine me to be,
Also, it Zoockz to me very wuie if a ercon comz=s and I sav,
AT am sorry, I can t treat —ou”. This has never bteen uwv

solicy in the lastv 17 vears. I{ 2 »2rson telis me he has
a nroblem I trv to hrelwn hin, '

N 7as it this vrodl-om that vrou vere referving to when
you ere gnesdin? to 1r Spear ant mede refevence to the
difficvities and the fact that vou are a stran.er in the
country? A, Ves.

N  And wou have said it was difficult to turn peonle away

and that sometimes if wvou did vou were insulted? A. ¥es,
T have been in~uited. My secretary will tc¢l’ you that in
front of 25 or 70 patients I have teen insulted.

@ Were the unnleasant words which vou mentioned an
example of words which had been used to wvou? A. Yes, Sir,
they have been used.

~ TIs it truz, as you told r Spear and tell this Committee
today, that in respect of a nunber of these natients vou
tried to persu-de tuzm to seek treatment at the ALl Saints
Addiction Unit? A. Yhen I heard it, bu’ they h=ve never

rentioned a word about A1l Saintc or navinz been prisoners.
I do not consider that a man coming to me is a thief orx
has a bad character. .hoever coxnes 15 a natient.

~ Did 7ou ever get in touch with the doctors or with
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the Addiction Centre about the nroblem? A, I s—oke to the
ap.;ointments office sugzggestin-~ that ther chou:d make an
apirointment for the particular =mercon wio was there at the
time, but wacn I zot this ty=we of cold shoulder fromn the
patient ‘imseld I was nost disgusted 2and discourazed. I
thousht "This is not a case for ne to nandle. I was
abcolutcly without enthusiasm. If the natient does not
co—onarate he can zive wyou a slan and be off.

8 Iooklb" back at the second iletter which you sznt:to The
Penal Tases vomrittez, on the secons v»a~e vou say, "I hay

ave been errinz in mv clinical judgment but nnthins have I
done tohans my nead in shane.® You mean to cause vou *to
hang rour nead in sname? A,7es. It 13 the wronz English.

2 "Phe amount of ciiniczal dosage has varied according to
patiznts but that vas ny cllnical judement which depends uvpon
o many factors."” A. Tes.

0 3

7 YMow that we have gone into this case in sush detail
and now that Tou nava heard the evidence fron these vnioritunate
lds wno have come to zive evidence.here, do rou stand by
your opinion, exprecsed then, that vou- clinical judcment
may have vteen in error in trestin< a numbe - of these natients?
A, I feel that I may n=ve been wronz.

~ Did you - ver intend to issue theco nrescrivntions,with
wirtich this Committe~ hav: been dealinz, sickedly and, a3
the »-osecuvtion allerwe, SiﬁnW“ for tae money involved?
A, I anm rorry for -our -ord "wickedlv' as I have, as a
mhvolicisrn, talken the Tippocratic Cath. I 2 not a wicked
foctor and I 2w not a icked men. You can taks it from uwe.
te 1ocT0“° wve beiieve in the vimnan virtues, and if there nas
been some*hin< wronz this has cone out of mv clinical judoment
on: v.

N Did -ou =to=w prescribins alldrugs ¢t out at the top

of this zchedvle for ~our private pationts on the 20th
February 1974% A, Ercent juzt on two occasions, whn I

md to zive the natient Miss 0!Shaoughnessy something, because ———

,’.S‘
0]

) Accosding vo thno evidence wou ard tu:is morning of Iir
Spear, the oniy excention iich he can find was one
r

vrescription Lwortly after that of MMr Kavanash? A. Yes..

27 On the 15th March; and t70 prescripticns for ™onderax,

which is not a controlled drug? A. No, it is not.

~  VWith the excertion of Fiss O!Shauvzhnessy, whom you
have excented throuzhout, and these three nreccrintions for
Kavana*h, have vou given :nv preccriptions —-- obviously you
have given some prescrintions for so.e patients ——-— A. But
not to these onas who are here. :

N Have vou =wiven any prescriptions for anv private
patiente for any of the drugs which are at the top of the

cchedule? A, on2 whatsoever.

~  You have not issued any an »i from those wuich hVVe been
referred to in evidence? A. Yone whatroever.
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0 That was from the noment vou received this warning from
ITr Spear on the Z0th Fehruary? A. And he reminded me of
somethiing. He =zave me coe advice. I asked him, “VWhat
do vou 40 with these bulliez?!", and he gave me some advice
and I am very thankful to him,

N Ave wvou willinz to give this Tommittee wour solemn
undertaking that 7ou will never asain prezcribe for private
natients drugs of the kind snecified in this schedule?

A, Certeinly, vas, It is safer for me. ’'en vou have tais

tynre of occasion, with doctors facing vou, it is not some-

thingz taat I like.

Cross=exanmined by Mx» DU CAUN

0 I would _ike to ~et rid of one thinz. It will be
arpreciated bty the Committee onlw too well that none of us
has had over lon~ to look at the records which have now been

produced, and I would like %o exzminc one feature of th=am

thic eveninz, If wou do not understand any of my guestions
please say so at once. A, Yes.

-~

I wouléd like, if T may, to asit —~ou somne very short and
straizhntforwa d guestionc to winich it mar be possibie to

~ — @ngver yes o no. If —ou could do that Tirst and then, of
courss, add snviainz rou want afterwsrds, we shall know where
we are <coing. Do you understand? With regard to that bouok
tnhat wou have =roduced - T do not think the fomiititee have
vect been able to ce» 1t -~ is there env precedinz bock to
that? L. TTot precedinz. ‘here is a succe=din: book.
There is a little wad tve of tiing —hica was stolen.

~ Do I understand that, co far as --our nrivsie natients
are concerned, and r=coxds for your nrivate wnatients,
apart from the docuniente wiich wvou made out, veryv often in
their vrzeencsa, t318 book is the oniy other ecord that wou
have of rour exarination ~f %them and the treatment that =rou
recomended? A, ‘ould ou repneat that question?

7 Anart from the r:cords which wou made out, perhaps in the
patient's presence — those ar- tha 1little bits of prper -
thais book is the oniy reocord that rou az2v~. zat of your
exanination of ‘our patients and the treatment ~hich rou
recomiended? A. Ves. There was a book there as well which
Mr Bsylis knows about.

. N Have rou zot any book which precedes thais one? A. This
i oné€, you mean {(indicating)? _ —_———

N Tes? A. I do not think so,

0 Very well. Hdave vou got anv book which followed on
that book? A. There was a took in -‘hich I used to write.

0 Only a littie bit of *that book has been =ntered, has
it not - only »nart of the book has b=en used? A. Part of
the book hac besn used?

~  Onlv part of the book has been used. A, Yes, whatev-r
was there is thuere, ™iz iz not a very bound tyne of took.
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Zonething mizat be missing, T cannot be sure of it,

Q That I wouid like to undercstand is whetuer wou have
gct any other book waich foliljowed on that one? A, There

Py

was a book on which I used to write som=2t.ins but there was

a theft in the surgery and it was stolen,

”~

Hanpily this book here was not stolen? A, This
was not.stolen, no.

book

Q@ In that book there are chronolozical records of your

PR o

xamination of various of the witnesses that we have seen
and thz names of neonie who appnear on this schedule. 4. You
mzon this bhank?

0 Yo, the book, A. Mot chronnlogical order, because we

never knew there would be a G inguiry for this pur-ose.

7 Please listen to my question. Take the book in xour

hand, Thaat iz the book I am talking about. Do you under-—

stand? A. Yes.

0 In that black-covered book there are some records in
chronological ovrier of rour exsmination and »receribinc
for z:ople that we have seen ziving evidence here and wnose
nzmes apvrear in the schadrle, A, I do not think it is

P I b

9 I think it is. A. -1y is that so?

N Can wvou tell w2 v it is ta
AG nanes that we have on the cscn
aborut 25 nanes? A, Yes, Zome ¥
T am iucky that I have wiritten cor
even have Tteen able to te.. —ou ncthing todar.

I a refer-ing to lo,21. If we look at the fir
of t:¢c book .¢ will zee that the Tfiwot envry, dated

£
2T

at

ientz had cone later on.
et:inz, other-ise I wmizht
t

nage

the

top, is the 2°nd Septemver 197,. If on- looks at the last
entry in the bool:, reiatin: to a person called Joiner, at

-~

nage 6, not page 37, one wili see *that the date of first

sntry for that new »atient is the 26%h Yovombeor 197397

Q@ Do vou follow? A. Ves,

?

A
I

N “You have not entered oany new pnatients coming to yvou

after the 26th Wov.-mber 197", “hv not? A. Th:@:se Dads are

alwvars cominz to us and there ars so manyr of them lying
rouvnd the surgery I did not think it was that important
to put down this particuiar =and that narvticuiar, I did
:7,_;uﬁgtever I fid and thet is 211, I never ha? the time nox

the patiencn.

Ye

~  7ou kent tais reco-d book, wou have told the fomnittee,

-~

;.‘-O?_Jle? A, Tes.

as srour detalled record o»f rour exanination of these various
e

2 and vour nrecceribins for these various weople, and vou
ee

thourht it invortant ennush to ~o on le
fo these patients rizat into January =

A ST ~
Iy !.e{')o

ning those records
end Fobruary of 19747

cnronolozical, It is juct a record, It is not chronolegical,

at in that vook, out of the.
dule, rou hrrve only I think
t
d

S
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D, 1 ask vou azain: "My did you not <20 on enterinr patients
wio ware new to wou afiter the 26tn Noventer 19737 A, Something
I nave writiten but not all, because thers is sovething in that
tyse of booklet winich I have jJjust marked. I do not know if you
have seen that.

N I am askinz about this book <waich woun have just procduced.
wnr did you =top o~nterins new patient:s in this boolr waen
there was so mucu of the book still to use? A. Because, =ou
see, there was notv enousn time, unfortunatelr, to write
in the same book. Sometimes I aave written in sone other
took, wou see. At that time I toid rou very sincerely and
wonestly that I nad no idea that all this I an doing for the
GiiC ingquiry, and I did not prescrite for the patient with a
GIIC inguiry in mind. That is the trvth., I did not know it
would lead to 2n inguiry. I amn soxry about that, whatever
you might tell me.

~  Is there any cuestion of -rour naving made this book

for the =urnose of giving evidence before tais Committee?
A. Faving waat?

2 daving made un tiis book for the nur-ose of ziving evidence-
beiore thais Tommittee? A, Vot made up.

~  lade up tae book? L. No, no., It is not made up.
Yhatever is there it is there, whatever I know, but I do
not say it iz cowpnleteir and absolutely -~ I couvld not be
abaslutelr sure atouvut it. :

9 I want wou to ans.ier tie g ion mnlainlv and directi:r.
Iz there anv cuestion of wour & ~ invented " hat is in
that bookx and writtn it dom there for the purpose of
micleading thic Comuittee” A, Ho.

-2 Iz there anv quect:on of vour =navin~ alitered in an’ wa
-an— c¢f your records? A, Yot knowinglzr, - Alteved?

N In oxrder azain ©to mislead this {omnittee and to heln,

s
Gl

you think, our case? A. YWay shouid I mislead for someithing:

= Yle will examine that astect tomoirow. but is there anv

question of rour having writtsn anvytain<t on to anvy of the

records that vou have woroduced” A. ‘hatever I do I have produced

it but it is not the only Jjob I had to do.

) Is there any question of wvour having added anrthing to
those records after they were first nade? A. Something
whiich I have done? . e ————————
RSP, | A

Q Tet us take it bv stages. I am referring to the records
that wou nroduced, Txnihit 7, not tie book. Please shut the
book, would -ou? Futit away. *and it to the lady on your
left, wouid wou? A. Ves. :

I want you to tiink now onl about tae records which
are now in your nend. favz wvou added anvthing to those
records? A. Adced nmeans to have put dowm cometiiinz there?

Have wvou put do-m gom: thinz thers wnhich was not there
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previously, for the »nurpose of helnins your case in front ————
of this Committee? A. Not put there, but if taere was
sometaing to exulain I have just put it there.

~ If the evidence given b+ the witnesses is correct,
Murray and Miller and tone rest of thom, there vas no
exarination given by wou of them, as there? A, No
startination?

Q) Accordinz to treir evidenc=? A. I am sorry. I have not
done m thing like that - not examining tasm end Jjust giving
them a prescrinvion, R

S

2 Will wou look, please, at the record in the name of

Iurray? It is at pa=e 1 in our cownies cf the records,

Exhibit 7. Is that the one in the name of Turray?
A. Tec,

0 VWil wou iisten to the auvestion verr careiully?
Tne name "Jonn Murray" and "24 vrs® are written in a black
biro pen, are they not? A. Ves.

Q@ 1In the centre column the Zdzbaston address and the
London addre¢ss are written in t:e same biack vnen? A. Yes.

. ... In the right-hand column, under "I'otes", the name and ——---
— 513 e Wppay e 3 ey ey A v 3 Py ———
signature "urray" are written in tihe same black ren?
L., Tes.
~ (gn wou tell me vay it is that in the ieft-nand
colunm, underneath tie name Tiurray®, whewe rour ciatnosis
is written of deprezsion snd inzcrmmia —=~ A, Depression
with insomnia.

" e it ig in a different wen? A, I ~et rour woint
now, You see, imzediatelwv wien I saw the raticent I neitherxr
haod sufficiznt tine to wut it dowvm comml~otely nor the

onnortinity, snd also there ig¢ tae —cint T-at o osany
voints are kest there on my desk. I ackéd Mr “uwray if he
was ~ettingz treatment elsewhere, and that is way I have
witten there.

0 In the rizht-hand coluvimn, across the word "Notes™,
wnich is printed there, we can see tne words, "I certify.
that I an receiving no treatment frowr anvwhere else", or
sorme such words, avain written in a different nen, but the
same pen in which vou put dom your diasnosis? A. Yes,
but vou see when I asked then Wilave vou been under treatment

——._-Brany person?" and they said "MNo", that is what the signavory

has done.

Q0 I would like that exhibit to be passed to the President .
and to the members of the Committes. I am going to ask youw
now questions about iy Hiller on ware 9. Have you got thrat”
A, Yes.

N Am I rigut in thinkinz that the name "Harry *diller®
and the date of birth are in a dark pen? A, Ves,

0  And the addresses in the centre are in the sare ven?

A' ar o
e )
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0 And !Mr Miller has sizned in the right-hand colunn?
A, Yes,

" But the diarnosis under t.:.e name in the left-hand
column is in a different nen? A. That was to make it more
prominent so that I can see "rhat is what.

~ Thy do we find the same difference in »enz on this
record, where we nave tne certification across "Notez!
in tae right-hand column, *I Henry Harry 1'iller hereby -
certify that I am not receiving treatment from anybody
else", or words to that effect? A, But,vou see, I have __ __.
to W“lue the diarcnosis, this, that and the other. I do
not make it a vractice to w-ite eacn and evervy diaznosis
immediately., That was not necessary for me. This is the
diagnosis thers. That is all.

0 Is it that the writin~y abrut the certifvins was on
there in a different pen warn fir Miller sisned the docunment,
or not? A, Yes, it devends what ~ens were lving there.

. Never mind the pens. ‘“ere the words, "I certify
that I aiz not receivinz itreatment from somebody elsel
on taat document when Mr Miller sisned it? A, Yes.

N Are wou sure? A. 7es, 2e signed it. Can I add
something?

]

Pleace do. A. You sec, S0 manw PG, as I have

toid wou, are l-ing around t.exre I do not think there is

that much time with any patient so thazat I will wiite everrthing
dovm then, noiw 1s i%t nossib..e for m- $o write each and ~very
letter and vord there at that moment. 350 later cn I »ut dom

whatewrasar i mr Aiamnaia

~ T would like -ou to hani that docureat o the President.
I _want t=2 “omnifttee 1o cee the one in »elation to Miller,

‘Fanded.) I wil® dea: it one movre. Hhiz one may be
narticus ~¥lw in-ortant., It iz at our maze 2 of the sane
exibit (ZTrhibit 7). Have -ov got thats A. Garnett.

The nem= in the left-hand colum is in a thin red biro,
is it not? A. Yes, '

N The address in the middle column is azain in a thin
red viro? A. Yes.

= And is there a signature by Garnett? A. Yes.

2 Acain in o taim: wed biro? A. Tes,
7 PBut the certification over the ton is in a difrferent___
kind of biro? A. Yes, because there ar: so many pens lying
there - felt —=sns, biros, Parker wvens - and whatever is there
you just tzke it. “hen I have an onportunity I do not

think, "I must write with this nen." That iv not my pniractice.
You ack mz whr I wrote it.” 1 nave no ans.er other than that.

0 '"Tere is a littie arrow from the end of his name, above
the word "Address™, pointinz to youwr diaznocis? A, Yes.
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Q Is he word "Depression’? A. "Dopressicn with emotional
distress.,"

0 Is that a different t'n 2-ain? A. Yes,

~  And th:e date, waich is just akove Garnett':z nanme,
5/L0/735, is in a different -en? A. Tne blue and the black
on2, rou naan?

N A different nen? A. There are t0 marked over there,
5/10/75. It is a diffevent pen, ves.

0 And the date which is just above Garnett's nang,
5710/7T7 - let us be guite clear about ¥:is - is in a
- different pen? A, The blue and the black one, you wean?

0 A different oen® A

. There are two markzd over there,
5/10/73, It is a different

pen, yes.

hzve come into exictence
on one occasion, bearing 2ii thie infor-ztion, +vhy is it that
four different Hens are used? A. “ou see, thue whole trouble
is that if you ar: nov in »ractice you do not know why these
t:inzs can happen. There are so nony pens izept round there.
I 3= not iike a detéctive or somethinz like uudu, that I
siould write in this »on an? not another otherwise conebody

——wili wrosecute ne, I havenever had t:is tvpe of idea.

“ihatever you are thinking about it, that I purposely did it,
that is not so. It rhas just been lvine around there. I
di< not write at that very wonent a cgrot die-nocis.

N “nen a document 1s suuvnccsed to i

~ I want to come to the im-ortant woint. In the tov
left~hand corner of the docuvitent — I cannot see it on ny
conry and I do not iraztine the Comrittee cen omn theirs -
thevre is ancther dave, is not there” A, ‘there?

0 isnt in the ton 4e7t~3and corner. A, Tou mean this

is in the red ink?
it

0 Yes., A, 12.6.73.

———————————

N The
ex>iain iv.

b.

1i2th Junes 19739 A, T see., I ar sorrv, I shall

-

0 Pause for one moment and confirm to me that the red
ink in wrich that date is writien is the same red ink as
the name and the address and the siznature which appear
upon this. A. I am sorzry. You are conmnleteliv misled.
Tnhis is not a prescrintion »nad but just a little sliv
wiilvh comes from the chemict. This book wou will see rmives
___the name and address and at the ton it sars "Home visits".
T It is just a type of note. It was not done with the
intention to tell you wrong, which I have not done. Secondly,
when vou see 12.6, it mi~<ht have been som= time back that I
nmigat have been able to write for sore different nerson., I
do not Imow. I can :ive yvou one exanple of it, to convince
you as it does me. Hold on a minute.

SE—

~ Perhans that individual document couid be taken off and
siven to the President while ou are srarchinz through.
A, Pleace, I a1 ziving vou an example, This is 19'10 T3,
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Mr Forrest, 47 yrs, of 175 Holly Road, Birmincham 20.
Theve is a note about D "atson and the difiiculty the
patient was havinz. I have just made a note, you see,
of the person wnho cane there, and his particuliars.
That is page 17.

N Vou are nointing to pase 13? A. Ves. Hold on. I
have not finished.

N. Hay I ask you this question before wou point to
QOﬂat\lnd else? At paze 1% the date in the ton left-hand

éorner and the details on the form are in the same Do, e
A, It does not mean ——— _

n Is that rignt? A, It mey not even be richt, bhecause
1910 does not mean I write "1S/ 10" in one w~en nd HForr st
in another wven. It is an im»nossible and very vasue tyne of
thing. I do not renerber and do not aave cccasion to know
it.

T  You nave the orizinal and we navo not, Does it anpear

to bc the same pen? A. Ves.

~  Is tuere anything -lse vou want to noint out? A. Put
it does not mean anrtvuing. It does not siznify anytaing

—whatsoever. I will ~ive vou zo2ethins more. This is
naze 2~ Nate ofvirts is 237552, Addéress is 35 Grosvenoxn
load, »1“n1q ham 20, 2nd then 356 Dudley Road, ’inson Green,
Pirmingham 18, It 7oez on 1o say “Fain in back" and then
tiie medicines are wmentionad. Then after tha there is the
date 871277 and the name of vrs Tovrdon, 45 “ueen's Tead
Road, Rirnin~hen 21, It ca—s that she has no ciiidren and
has heen married seven rea T E, and hnas back a.ne. 3he is
a “idwifo at the Sellyv Oak *osnital, It does not mean

e —

an—-t-in~ wnatsoever in t.e wrsy ou suzcest. "™en we have
naze 24, Tuther Tawrence, 42 wears, of 41 tardoch Road,
Birmin-sham 21, The nrevious doctor is mentioned, Dr Adak,

an? nig previous address, 128 Antrobus Road, and the lact
that he comriaing of pain in the ctonacu by the navel,

It doez not simify oaythinz in the way 7ou ave ”7"1ng.
Hold on. I will tel: wvou more about it. Took at page *1.
The date is 4712/7%, Thiz is ilr “inston Doolev, date of
tivth 20/6./51, of 33 “estbournz Road, blrmlngnam 21.

nis preévious address is given, 17 “lllton "oad, Birmingham
11,

e

0 Dr Prasad, plea@e sto~ for one moment. The Committee
I think wish to rise and if -rou wich to add anytaing in

the moxminz vou nay. A. Just one word on page 40.
~ If +ou please, A. Ir Jonn Thompson, 27 T.inwood *oad,

Birningham 21. The nrevious doctorts name 1is given,
and it mentions "water frequency' and the next entr:r means

that there is no sexuzsl incavacitr. This does not sitnify
anvtning in a rarticular wav. It is just a note jotted

dowm, SecondLﬁ, I did not wmrescribe sometin~z so that the

Gli" couid come and look at it. We donot do medicine like
this. JTach time I write I 7o not ave to have the advice

of the GI Preozident or Recetary. I do not have to have

that.
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Mr DU CAMN: Thare are seven entries in resard to which
the same point may be made, and th=y are to be found in
the document we have in photostat form, Zxhibit 7, at peges
1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 9 and 27.

Ths P2ESIDANT: I will ask the menbers of the Comnittee
to hzve a look at these exhibits before they leave tonizht,

The LEGAL A5SESS0™: Dr Prasad, vou are in the witness
box and the same rules as a=nlied to other weople apnly to
vou. You nust not discuss the case with anrone overnizat.

.00 not talk about the case with anvone overnizht. A. I see.
~ Thank vou very much.

(Adjiourned at 5.55 n.m. until
10 a.n, the follinwinr day)
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Resuned

Fridav, 26th Julv, 1974

Mr DU CAI.: Before I continue with the cross—exarination
may I refer to the ALl “aints "osnital scheduie? Overnicht
My Summerm has souzht an ex~lenation from Dr Cwens, to whon
at last he was arle to spealk, as to why he did not attend
yA"terday aft=rnoon for the purwose of ziving evidence. I
regret to nave to tell the Comrittee that no exnl=z2nation,
satlsfautory or othbrwluv, vas forthcominz from D» Owens.

I have been able to sneak to My Baviis avout the majter

this morning, as I did yecsterday. I am able to confirnm

the aC“u‘*acv of the matters set out in tre schedule as
fortunatelv lir Summers, in takingz the proof, was able to
examine the records for hi-self, and Iir Barlis anas told me
that ne is content that the Comiittee should act as if the
sckedule had been wroperly and fully mroved, and *‘at there—.
fore it would Decome admissibie in these "“Pceeﬂln . I am
hdebted Tto hi for the attifude e uas taken tor rdu the
matter and perhans, that being the case, the Jezal Assessor
couid advise the Lommittee that it is »roner in the circum-
stances to receive this evidence. I think it is paraxraph
47(Z), if onz needs +to look at the detail of it.

The IEGjT 7858807 : That is the osition, is it? Hr
Barlis, ig it —our contention %nat ti: Committe» should
treat this schedule, Bxhidit 5, acz evidence in the cas=7

I'r BA7T.IS: Yes,

In +-ose circwnstances I advise vou

Tp~ P USTDW M. T4 wilk »e admitted as evidence.

[T DU AT n soing throuvsn the records, as opnosed

e have zot, reg , waich refers to a - ntl-man caliled
Capozzi, w icn iz one of the names on the main cchedule,
Exhibit 1, as entzy 5, iz not the oni;r »naoie 3 in.tae orizinal
record., In nuantcerint the :ares, nage % has owen ziven tc two .
different nzoeg, and we nave onily got one copied, so I have
aad the exira one conied overnizht, referrinz to Delia Hogan
whose name also aprears in the main scheduvle ac No.15.
Berhans conies of that extra naze could be zut in, because I
Tro—ose to asX some cuestions about it. I have given a

izat, I nave found tuat in fact in the conies

The TAGAT AS3E33C": This we wil® maks nart of %xhibit
7. '

STARANGDH AR PYASAD recalled

frogse—examination bv Vr DU AN recumad:

I want you to have tae original in front of ou,.
A. Deiia ‘Hogan?
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Q Yes. I want you to understand my suggestion. I am
not suggesting that the whole of this sheet or, indeed,
of these sheets constituténg Exhibit 7 have been prepared
for the purposes of this hearing but that certain altera-
tions have been made to these sheets in order to make them
mwre acceptable. Would you please confirm to me, as you
have the original, that the name Delia Hogan is in a red
biro? A. Yes. :

Q And that in the centre column "21 years -~ 18 Soho Road,
Birmingham 21, ¢/o Mrs Lynch" is in the same red biro?:
~A. Yes. -

Q And that the notes after the bracket sign, (1) and (2),
Tutnal and Durophet, are also in the same red biro. Waat
I am suggesting is that when anybody came in as a private
mtient, obtaining drugs which are controlled drumgs, to
bezin with you did not make any proper record of the
ramber of occasions upon which you were prescribing until.
probably some time in October or certainly Kovember 1973.
Do you understand? A. It is completely wrong, what you
are saying. e
Q Will you look, please, at the top left-hand corner?
The date which we see is in the same red biro, is it not?
A. Yes, : ' '

Q Put originally that date read 13/6/73. Do you follow?
A. I am sorry. It is the 135th of the 10th. These papers
lie before us and you cannot doubt everything. Even if
water comes to you you think it is poison? The line is
13/10 and nothing else. 1f you want, go to Miss Delia
Hogan and ask when she came the first time. I have a
letter before me which I want to show you, that we did not
accept it.

Q I suggest that you have altered that date at some
later period to 13/X/73? A. I am very sorry. That is not so,

Q To make it read as if it is the 13th of the 10th? A, It
is the 13th of the 10th,

Q And to add verisimilitude ~ an a2ir of accmracy and -
trutk - to it, you have written in 13/10/73 underneath
the name Dalia Hogan, but this time in a light black dbiro
ink? A.It is just the date. It has nothing sinister
about it or anything like that to make it camouflaged.
It is not like that. I am sorry that you are talking as
if you are a spy. Ye do not do things like that. Go over
there and ask. Sexnd vour man there.

Q0 And at the same time vou have written a certification
which runs across the printed werds "Home vigits", and
down almost to the word "Notes", in the same light black
biro. VWe have seen how vou wielded a pen when you were
in the witness-~box. You have written the date, Jjust above
the word "Notes", of "13-10-73% in a felt tip pen? A. Oh,

dear. I never thought that this is something sinister,
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It is the 13th of the 10th, We never think that the GMC
people will be sitting here and you will be there, as if it
is a James Bond film, It is not like that. I am sorry
that vou are agreed on sogething which is beyond my con-
ception.

Q0 Can you explain to us one other matter about this
document bhefore the original is passed to the Comwittee?
In the centre of the document, just below the address,
there is your diagnosis written in? A. Yes.

0 I think it is "emotional distress and insomnia®?
—

A, It is "with", not "and",

e —-

Q I apologise. A. You are not used to this type of thing
which we write. . :

Q Thank you very much. It is written in a different pen
again - a light blue pen? A. Yes.

Q If that was your diagnosis when Miss Hogan first came
in and you were writing the details down with a red pen,
why dad you write this in ina blue p=n? A. I did no%t write
the diagnosis and everything every time That is because
—__%there is no time If you are in a surgerv you know what ___
mppens. It is not like a solicitor's office where you go
by approintment and it does not matter if you are one hour
late. Ve have patients waiting. Go there and See your
doctor and then you will know, unless vour doctor has an
appointments system. I have not an appointments system,

Q ‘Could that original document be passed to the Committee?
I will ask you now to look at your book, Exhibit 8, and to
turn to page 18. A. Yes,

Q This, you have told us, like all the entries in this
___book, would be made within 36 hours? A. Sogething like
T that. If a person came on Saturday it is ready by
Monday. That was not the first job I had to do. I had to
do some far more important jobs than to attend to these
pecple. Do you understand me?

Q0 Of course. A. If vou do not understand it the doctors
here will appreciate what it is to be a G.P.

Q I hope I shall understand it. If you look at this
page, about three lines down on the left-hand side we have
the date, 13/X/73? A. Yes, ~

Q Again with an "X"? A, Yes. ' _ —

Q And undermeath you have written in brackets "Sunday"?
A, Yes.

Q And, believing when you were making up this record that
the 13th of the 10th 1973 was a Sunday, you have put
underneath her address, "Visited me at 14 Regent Road",
which is your own home? A. It was my owxh home,
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Q But in fact the 13th of the 16th was not a Sunday, it
was a Saturday? A. Well, you see, it was written for Sunday.
I have told you that I did not write everytuing at thiat very
moment. It was impossible, impracticable and unthinkable
and it would have been completely irresponsible of me to
go and attend to this sort of job and leave my patients to

the dogs. I would not have done so. I was not making a
James Bond film,

Q I want you to look in the book at something else, and
this is the only matter I am going to ask you about in th
" book in addition. Would you turn to page 27, which.is-
Gordon Yates? A. Yes,

e

Q He is scheduled on Exhibit 1 as No,34. On the basis that
you have told us, that this book is made up roughly speaking
after %6 hours --- A. Something like that. I could not
swear to it. If I swore to it I would bde telling you wrong.
Please understand that this was not the only Job that I
have had to do.

Q@ Of course. Would you confirm to us that the page
about Mr Yates is made up in the same way as the other
~"pages? A. 1 cannot remember it now.

Q But within that scheme? A. Yes.

Q0 Do I read this correctly? "Gordon James Yates, 97A
Perrol Street, Winson Green, Birmingham 18"? A. Yes.

Q Then you have written either 21st or 22ad October
1973? A. Yes.

Q "Seen this Sunday", and then you have put in a little-
thing indicating that you have left something out, and
written in the date again, 21/10, 'at 14 Regent Road® A. Yes.

_ Q. Can we take it that you saw this gentleman? A, I saw
this gentleman, yes.

Q And made the diagnosis and the examination which then
followg, because on the left8hand margin a 1little below that
yu have got "0/E", have you not? A Yes.

Q VWhich means "on examination"? A, Yes.

0 And so are you saving to this Committee that he made
that examination? A. Yes. :

Q And that you saw the patient again, if I can come to
just below half-way, the left-hand margin, on the 17th
November 19737 A. Yes,

Q And the 20th November 1973? A. Yes,

Q I would like you, if you would, to look at the records,
Exhibit 7, while keeping that page op=n at page 19. Have
you got that? Can you tell me why there is missing from
that record card the visit of the 21lst or the 22nd Octoher
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1973? A. Can I have the paper?

Q I thought you had it in front of you, but the photostat
will do in this instance, I think, It is page 1972 A. Yes.

Q Do you sea that the visit of the 21st oxr 22ad October
is missing? I will suggest a reason in a moment but can you
first of all explain to us why it should be missing from the
record card? A. Please do appreciate that this record book lies
at my surgery. The surgery is at Soho Road, which is three
furlongs away. My house is at Regent Road, and I have another
surgery at West Bromwich, and some persons have seen me at __———
West Bromwich and some have seen me at Soho Road, but very
very rarely has a person been seen at my house.

N Very well. Let me pass on tosomething else. In the
record cards you have given us you have drawn attention,
and you did last night, to the fact that amongst those
record cards are four dezling with persons wno have
complaints which lead to treatment for sexual impotence
or lack of sexual drive, and two other things which do
not need the prescribing of controlled drugs. You were

making that point last night? A. Not tThat it is the answer

~to it in medicine, but you krow, human worries are peculiar.:
Some persons will get a boost from Valium, some from
Librium, and some from Largactil. Very sinister suggestions
are Made that for sexuwal intercourse I was doing that. It
was not that.

0 If the book, Exhibit 8, is a genuine hook, can you
tell me why, when you had visits in October and November
from such people, there is no record in your record book?
A. It is just a book supplied to us by the Merck company.
It is not a visit book,.

Q@ I do not understand that. Can you tell me why it is,
if in October and November vou had private patients coming
to you who were having drugs supplied tc theri, vou have
not got these other private patients who were coming to
you, Whny are they not in the book? A, In this book?

i

Q Yes. A. I have got the Wellcome diary. Whatever
is possibdle I have kept there, because those persons have .
been coming for quite some time back, therefore there was
no need for me to write a separate entry for them, and I

would not do it for each and every patient that I see.

[ —
,‘-—-’—-

0 There are attached to the back of =Zxhibit 7 one or two.
extra pieces of paper, which, as Mr Baylis pointed out
yesterday, are different from ithe record cards. Would you
look at page 45? This is a list of names of persons who
were coming to you and for whom you were prescribing
"controlled drugs. The first name I see is in the second
line, Rohald Casey, or Ennis, who was coming on the 1llth
Febxruary and receiving a prescription to be dispensed on
the 15tH: February? A. Yes. :

0 Then five lines down in the left-hand margin you have __
No.2, Malcolm Lodge, who received Diconal? A. Yes.



132-134

Q0 No.? is a name I cannot read., Then there is Mr Capozzi,
and in the left-hand margin, just under 13/2/74, there is an
entry showving that £1 was due from him, because he paid £4
on that day? A. Yes.

Q Mr Capozzi was receiving 40 Durophet and 40 Tuinal?
A. Yes. '

Q Iz it right that you were charging £5 a time for
40 tablets of this class? A. For the first time, for a second
time and now for the third time I am telling you it depended
on the time the patient took. It did not matter whether it
was £2, £3 or ten shillings. o

Q Have a look at some more of them. You did not make
a complete list but enough;for our purposes. Look two-
thirds of the way down and vou will see in the left-hand
margin the date, 15/2/74? A, Yes.

Q0 And just underneath that "{A)"? A. Yes.
Q Have you got thnat place? A. Yes.

Q An? opposite the "(A)" is "John Murray, Bristol
Road, Birminghanp"? A. Yes.

@ And vou were giving him firstly Syrup Becosyn and then
Nembutal and Durophet - you were giving 40 Nembutal and 40
Durophet? A. Yes.

Q And in your lefit-hand margin you have got £7 noted?
A, That is correct, yes.

0 If vou look at the next ore under that it is Brian
David Syith, and again vou are giving him 40 Durophet and
40 Tuinal? A, Yes.

Q@ And also Syrup Becosyn? A. Yes.
Q And £5 is charged? A. That is correct.

0 Is it not right that vou were charging £5 for people,

who were taking awav prescriptions of 40 tablets? A. I am
very sorry, Sir. I have explained to you. Take Brian
Smith., He had some trouble with nis appetite. T had to
do something more and it depended on the time they took.
Suppose a person comes to me who has no money. In all

ny 22 years I have not taken the mwoney if they have no
money. '

0 After Detective Sergeant Brown called on the 9th December
1973, apart from cutting down in the strengths of the
Duvrophet which 'you were giving to people, so that it went __
“"down from 20 to 12.5, did yvou make any alteration toyour
prescribing at all? A. From what date?

Q After DetectiveSergeant Brown called on you on the 9th
Decenber? A. I could not be sure.

Q Because he told you that people were coming to you who
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were drug addicts, did he not? A. He suggested that, yes.

0 And warned you as to what the position was. Then did
you take any action other than merely reducing the dosage?
A. Neither Sergeant Brown nor Mr Spear have any control
over what a doctor should give. That is a clinical judgment
for the doctor. None of the doctors in this country would
be prepared to say what other doctors shouléd prescribe.

It may be unfortunate that I have written something but they
have no authority to say you cannot do this or that. I am
quite agreeing that they have their job to do, but Mr Spear
yesterday said that I am not responsible for what tThewe
people do with the drugs. I anm very sorry that there is

a misunderstanding or misinterpretation. I told him,
"Suppose I give a patient 40 tablets and he takes all of them
on one day and is dying of peisoning, do you think I am
responsible for that?® It is their choice as to what they
do. If they do it wrongly they can be dead. If people

go to the gas cooker who is resaronsible? Is it the Gas
Board? I told him that not only for these patients but

___for any patient, even National Health, this is the case..

Q As a result of the warning from Detective Sergeant
Brown 4id you contact the Addiction Unit at All Saints
to see whether they knew that vou were treating or had any
Inowledge of the people who were getting addictive drugs
through you? A. Iam sorry he d4id not give me a warning that
T should contact the Tnit.

Q Did that not occur toyou yourself? A. That was my
prerogative as tothe patients when they came over there,
to ask them, whatever day it was. Many patients had to

_be turned down. I contacted the appointments office a few
" times but on many occasions the patients do not appreciate
what you are doing. You cannot change stone into iron at
will, '

Q Is the answer to my question that you did not get in touch
with A1l Saints? A. I got in touch w1th All Saints but not
for any personal name. I cannot remember everybody dbut
wnenever it was possidle I did contact the Appointmehts
Office and asked whether such and such a person could go.

The psychiatrist is there to see them. But it was a hopeless
job trying to persuade these people to go, and many

~did not tell me they were getting drugs elsewnere or were
on the books of All Saints years ago. I did not have that
information.

Q .¥Would you confirm to me that the Addiction Unit at All
Saints is the only one in the Midlands? A. I am sorry, I
have no information like that. I now that there is a Unit
for alcoholics,

Q DPlease listen and answer. Yo you know of any other
addiction unit serving the Midlands area? A. I think there

__is somewhere a clinic in Mosdey for alcoholics, and there ——

B a unit for delinquents and alcoholics somewhere. I cannot
be sure about that. I have no information about this in
writing. It is just by knowledge that we know there is a
unit for alcoholics there.
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Q I am not interested in alcoholics. Look, please, at
page 50 of your records, Exhibit 7. It is the last page
hit one. This is a piece of paper made out by you on the
evening of the 18th Januwary 1974 and I suggest that it will
show to this Committee the stage that had been reached by
rnd-January of 1974 in your prescribing for private patients.
It would appear that you saw six on that evening. They
are all names known to us. No.l, Mr Capozzi, was having
Durophet and Tuinal. No.2, Mr Elwell: it is not possible

_to see what he was having but it is possible to see, Jjust .
~ under "Handswotth, Birminghan", that he paid £6 for whatevet
it was he was having? A. Yes.

Q No.3 is Mr Terry Beston. A. Yes.

Q “He paid, it would appear, £3, and he was having Durophet
and Nembutal? A. Yes.

Q No.4 is Mr Casey, having Durophet and Nembutal?
A. Yes.

Q And it gives the date "last seen"? A. I could not be
sure about that.

N That is wnhat it says on the document. ¥Wo,5 is Mr Owen_
Jones? A, Oh, "last seen". You mean last seen for date, yes.

Q Yes. Mr Owen Jones & Tuinal and Dexedrine? A. Yes.

Q Finally, there is Mr Brooks, having Tuinal and Diconal?
A.Yes.

Q Are we tounderstand that every single private patient
coming on the 18th January was suffering from insomnia on
the one hand and depression on the other? A. The 18th and
19th.

Q Is that right? A. Yes, those are the dates,

-0 Tooking at the main schedule, items 31 and 32, showing
the date of prescription colurm, it looks as if Mr -
Shakespeare had a prescription frox you for Durophet and
Tuinal on the 19th and Mr Smith had a prescription for

irophet and Tuinal on the 18th. Do you see? A. Mr Smith
on the 18th? '

Q0 Yes. The next entry, No.32, Mr Smith, 18th January
1974 - the last entry but one on that page? A. Yes.

Q0 That means that on those two days - it is spread over
two days and not merely one - you have eight people visiting
you, allof whom reguire Durophet, Tuinal, Nembutal and one

" Diconal? A. On two days you mean? -

Q Yes. A. Yes,

Q Are we to understand that all your patients were
suffering from insomnia and depression? A. I asked them
about their complaints. It does not mean all of them were
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suffering from insomnia and depression. Whatever they had
I have taken down.

Q Yould you help us about something else now? With the
exception of Mr Casey, whose strength of prescription.

did not vary throughout ~ that is on the main schedule,
Item 10 ~ one can see thatlurephet was maintained at

20 mg throughout. With the exception of Mr Casey, within
about 10 days of the visit of Detective Sergeant Brown

all your patients received a reduced concentration of

Durophet, so that instead of 20 mg they all went down to
12.5. Vere they all suffering from a condition in such

a2 manner that it was possible for you to reduce their
dosage in every single instance? A, No, it was not
possible, and it depended on my clinical judgment at the
time as to what he rsquires and what is the fact,

Q Are you saying that it was your genuine opinion that
these reductions were necessary because of the condition of
the patient? A. As the condition warranted.

Q Yould you look, please, at page 2 of the schedule,
which has four different names on it, Nos. 5 to 8 inclusive?
Starting with No.5, Mr Capovzi in the column markxed "Durophet®
do you see that he receives 20 or 40 tablets at 20 mg through-
out until thel9th November? A. Yes,

Q And then on his next visit, 28th December, he is down
to 12.5. That you said was due to his condition? A. I
was persuading them to cut down the dose, and this ismy
request.

Q0 T.ooking at Mr Carty, No.6, he comes to you first on
the 18th Defember, and he starts at 12.5 mg? A. Yes.

Q NMNr Donnelly starts comlng to ‘you on the 21st Decenber9_

_A. Yeo.

Q He is at 12.57? A, Yes,
G Mr Doran on the 15th December receives 20 mg? . A. Yes.
Q But by the FAst he is cut similarly to 12.5? A. Yes.

Q I am suggesting that this schedule shows that somewhe
about the 18th or 19th Deeenmber you cut everybody down to
12.5? A. I could not agree with you. There have been
occasions when not only 12.5 is prescribed but even less.
There is the strength of 106 mg as well., It is not that I
am trying to cut down the dose just because of them; I
have given what they require. I may be completely wrong
but I have done this genuinely because I thought the person
did not require very much. I have tried to persuade them to
cut.

Q ILooking at item 22, Mr Lodge or Mr Lande, the first
witness I called, there is only one prescription shown
there on the schedule - 29th January? A, Yes.

Q But we know that he came to you on the 2lst January
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as well and got the prescription? A Yes.

0 Look at any of these if you want to. On the 21st
Jenuary his name is given as Lande of 30 Lodge Road?
A. Yes.

0 On the 29th January his name is given as Lande of 30
Lodge Road? A. Yes.

Q But on the 4th Fetruary his name is given correctly as
Lodge, of 1 Rowdale Road? A. Yes.

0 How did you discover that he had told you something
___which was untrue to begin with? A. I do not xnow what., .
" came into his #&ind then, or what he was trying to get at,

Q Is it right that you had discovered that he had been
a patient or was a patient then at All Saints? A. I am
sorry, I did not xnow even till the last day.

Q 7You were prepared to go on giving him precisely the
same drug althouzh he had deceived you both as to his name
and as to his address. Is that right? A. I could not follow
the last part of the question. :

Q You were prepared to go on prescribing the same drug in
the same quantities even though he had deceivedyou as to his __
— name and as to his address? A. Can I see in my papers where
I have given prescriptions so that I can tell you about it?

Q Certainly. There are an extra three prescriptions. Would
you look at the second of those? The 2nd or 4th February
is the first diate when the true name is given. A. Still I
am doubting whether it is the true name or not. Even today:
I donot know if it is the true name.

Q Ve have heard him giving evidence.  A. But the grey
matter is sowething thicker than you would imaﬂine.

_ Q Never mind the grey matter. WVWe are talking about thls. .

"On the 16th February, a Saturday, he told us - and I o
understand that you agree — that you gave him 25 Diconal
+ablets? A. Yas.

Q Wnere had you obtained those? A. That was from my
surgery.

0 Where had you got them from? A. Many patients when-
they come —--

Q It is such a simple question., Please answer it. ‘Where
did they come from? A. I do not know; from my surgery.

Q Your drugs register would show where they came from.
presfribing? A. I can tell you one thing.

Q Please. A, Let me explain and then you can carry on,
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The LEGAL ASSESSOR: I think you ought to answer the
question put to you by counsel. I will ask Mr Du Cann
to put it again, and this time please answer it.

Mr DU CANN: May I see your drugs register? A. This is
not a registexr but a note that I have made.

Q¢ Was this all created on one day -~ page 429 A. This
was not M"created". I have kept this but it was not a
completely marked out thing, I had kept note of it,
where it was, and that is it.

Q0 Please answer the question., as this page all’'written
“out on one day? A. It was just a guestion of noting it,
which I have,

Q Was it written out after Mr Spear had come to see
you? A. He said to me, "Will you kindly get it in the
correct form?" I said, "I am sorry, I have a note of. it",
and I did it.

Q Does that mean that this was written out after MrSpear
came to see you? A I am sorry, I should tell all ofyou here
that the medicines which were there - I was not keeping the

rugs with me and these people went to the chemist,

The PRESIDENT: You have been reminded by the Legal
Asssssor about answering the guestion. Will you please do so?
A, Yes, Sir.

The PRESIDENT: Mr Du Cann, would yvou put it again?

Mr DU CANN: It is the third time I have asked you. Vas
that page written out after you had been seen v Mr Spear?
A. The notes had all been kept, I just re-wrote it, that
is all. I had noted it and I told him it was already .
noted and I was not keeping drugs with me. I do not keep

__the drugs with me. I only have some that the patients
have left over.

Q@ 1Is the answer to my question yes? A. Yes, I have saild
'50. (Book put in as Exhibit 10). '

Q I want to see now whether you agree with me about one
or two matters. Would wyou agree that when young people
come to you, not introduced by any family, as new patients,
one has to exercise especial.: care when questioning then
and examining them? A, I think so. One should.

Q Particularly since, would you agree, the seven people
—that I have called are a class of person whom one would not
expect to see as a private patient? A. Who I am not
expecting to see?

Q One would not normally expect young men like those
young men to come outside the Nationad Health Service - to
come to you as private patients? A. Because of our ethics,
even if a thief or crook or murderer comes I cannot dis-

criminate as to who is what. I am sorry.
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Q I am not asking you to discriminate but would you
agree with me that the young men that we have seen fall
into a class thet one would not expect to come knocking
at the surgery asking to be treated as private patients?
A. It certainly comes to mind retrospectively, yes.

Q I understood from ycur medical history that amongst
other posts you have held was cne in psychiatry at Burnley
General Hospital? A. The appointment that I had?

Q0 Yes. A. It was the Blackpovel Groupof Hospitals, in
Fylge.
—

Q Was it a general hospital? A. A general hospitad, yes.

Q Vhich included amonp 3t 1ts patients young people being
treated for druz addiction? A. No, I had not contact with
them. I was confined to the other 2art of the group and most
of iy work was =~-—.- .

@ But you are perfectly well aware of the drug prchblem
in Birmingham and elsewhere? A. I aw sorry but I was not
aware then that I can be led to {this type of difficulty
by these people. I am very sorry. I had no idea that
this type of pcople would come and then say "Give me this"
“or "give me that" and that it would lead to all this, T
never thought of it. By my parents and school I had been
taught that when a perscn comes I will not tell him %o get
out. I have never done it and never will do.that.

0 I aw going to ask now a series of very simple questions
which can be answered quite easily yes or no. How long
have vou been practising medicine in this country?

A, For eight and a half years; something like that.

0 VWould you agree with me that especial care must be

exercised when young people come asking a doctor for a _

T particuler class of drug, particularlyif it is a controlled
drug? A. I should think so.

0 Would vou agree with me that especial care is needed
where young persons come describing symptoms wuich might lead
to prescribing drugs with dependent qualities? A, Definitely
one should éxcrcise special care.. :

Q VWould you agree with me that it is only infrequently
thaet one prescribes drugs which tend to cancel one another
nt - both sleeping tablets on the one hand end stimulants
___on the other -~ and that it is only on infrecducnt occasions
" that one prescribcs both of those together? A. There is
the texthook of medicine (1nd1cat1n@) ——

Q Wwould you please answer that question? A. Could you
repeat it?

Q@ That it is only infrequently that one would wish to
prescribe both stimulants and berbiturates? A, If one is
giving somcetiing like stimulants one shounld trv to cover it
so that pecople do not stay awake till late at night unable
to go to sleen, The "Pritish Medicel Jouimal" has a
publication about the use of these drupss and it is in the _

il textbook as well. -
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Q0 You realised that these vere drugs of addiction?
A. Yes,

Q That they were controlled drugs? A. I did not know
at the time that it was a completely controlled drug because
I was away out of the country since July and did& nnt come back
till mid-September, At that time I was not aware. You may
call it myv ignorance or anything but it was something that
at that tiwe I did not appreciate as to what I am doing. I
may have been misled.

Q Are you saying to this Committee that you were not well
“aware that Dexedrine had been a controlled drug for years? ~
A. But Dexedrine has been used in sc many cases.

Q DPlease answer the question. Are you saying that you
were not aware that Dexedrine had been controlled for
years? A. My answes is ambiguous. You can prCﬁulen it
but I did not know that you cannot pre°LrLbe it covtlnuouql
I did not know about this.

Q@ I use the words Ycontrolled drug" because they are the
words which appear in the Misuse of Trugs Act. It was
covered by the old Act prior to that but not in those .. . ——
~ terms. You realise that there are set out on the. :
schedule that we have got some 200 or just over 200
prescriptions issued by you in the ccurse of the months
Sentember, October, November, December, January, and a
little bit of February, so that is 5% months. Do you
understand that? A. Yes. ~

Q If the figures charged by you for the quantities of
drugs as described by the witnesses are accurate then
you received sometting around £800 in that period. Have
__Yyou any record of the financial benefit that has come to you
T as a result of issuing taeee preucrlptlons° A, Yeg, Sir,
roughly,

Q May I see it? A. Oh, God; not now. What can I do®
Not now, _ .

Q@ I want to ask you some questions about Mr Lodge. Is
it right that you daid not cxamine Lodgze at all? A. That
is not only completely but shamelessly wrong.

Q TYs it right that, having written out a preseription
for Diconal for him, you asked for the sum of £39? A. Yes.

 That he put a £5 note on the table and as a result you

wrote oul a new prescription for 40 tadbleta instead of
207 A, I anm very sorxy. It is not a fact at ail.

Q Did anything like that happen? A. No.

D VWhich Mr Lodge might have confused for such an
occasion as that? &, I do not think so not knowingly
to my ¥nowledge.

O New may we take Mr Sorby (or Bremner). He was the
cond witness that we called, the day before yesterday., He
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is on the schedule on the first page, No.?. A. Yes,

0 Fut your peh away. I will suggest to the Committee
that you have a habit of writing again and again on
documents, but put it away. Took at No.2 on the schedule,
will you? I do not think you will need your records
for these questions., According to the schedule, he came
tc you three times? A, Yes.

Q But he has told us that in fact he came more times
tha that -~ about another three more times -~ and got
prewcriptions just the same. Is that right? A. Can I
~—~see my records? T

Q Your reccords will show only the three visits which are
shown on the schedule. That is why I think you makeoup your
records aficr vou receive the scheduwle, I suggest. A. It
i3 completcely wreng. At the time he has come I have written
that. ‘le has not come many times., He is confusing it
completely. '

0 XNow welp me gbout this. According to Mr Sorby, when
he got into your surgery he asked you dlﬂectlv for Durcphet
and Nembutal? A. It is something unthinkable in the woxrld _

" {that we live in today. It is unthinkabhle that some person.
would ccme to me and say, "I want 20 Fembutal." Vhat
do you think me to be? It has never been like this,

Q@ Ee hag told us that, having asked for these two
drugs, you, the doctor, asked him why he wanted them and
if he were hooked on them? L. I am sorry; mneither did
I ask it nor did he order me. I did not do that.

Q Is there anything that happened remotely like that?
4, I am very sorry but my surgery is not a shop where you
rut your two shilling piece and the chocolate comes out. = ___
— T have :sked the person what he is complainiang about and
before tuat I would have ctnaideredit and then 1 would write
sometning., X1t is unthinkable to me that I would say, "Here
are your drugs, give me £2."

N The third witness was a young man serving a sentence -
of three years' imprisonment for robbery - Roblnson.
A. Is he tue same man who also came from prison, Mr Iremner?

., Q He came from Yinson Green, A. God help me! He could
have done comething to me,

R ¥ext would you turn to Mrx Robinsnn, frem Shrewsdbury
Prison? He ‘too clhiose his own drugs - Durorhet and
Newbutal? A. I an very sorry, tut the way he has misled

and accused me is shameful to think about.

0 He hags told us that he told yon he was attending A1l
Saints Addiction Unit? A. Ccmoletelv bogus and wrong and
mischievous and anyihing that you can think of,

Q I want to ask c‘oout Mr Owen Jones. 'This was the carpenter,
the first witness that I called yesterday end No.19 on tne
schedule. A. Yegs.
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Q He has teld us tih he attended more times than appears
on the schedule, aand that the fiirst time he went he saw
Dr Singh during July and Auvgust. You were away during
July and August, werc you not? A. I was away at the end
of July and the whole of August to the 3rd September. On
the 4th Septentber I resuned.

©® Then there appears tc be some corroboration of that.
I want you particularly to apply your mind to this. He
told us that on his firgt sttendances ne records of his
vigits were kept but then 1+und about November you began
10 keep a book. It had no cover on it, It was a wnite
paper book. It cpened from the top and everyone haa a
separate page? A. Yes,.

Q It is vight, is it not, that vhat we have got as
BExhibvit 7 is in fdct - >1thoovh a 1=t of pagzes are now
loose ~ fromw a poﬂ type of book which does oven at the
top? A. You mean? : :

Q 'These pieces of paper which you have got in your
right-hand now, Exhibit %, in fact come frum a pad type
of book which opens at the top? A. Yes.

=
0 The pages are white? A. Yes.
Q Is Mr Owen Jones describing that document? A, Yes,
Sir, ‘

Q It looks as if he is? A. Yes.

Q And he says that hy the end of 1973 yeu began a system
wiiclz meant thnat every patient had to go back onr the day
that the tablets were due to run out, according to the
prescription which you had given? A. Yes.

Q0 1Is that correct? A. I am v2ry sorry, no. I had given
the tiuwe to the patient, tc see me after a week, two weeks_
" or four weeks, t was not for the patient to come on the
seventh day and say "Here is £2, take it and give me the
tablets.,"

Q@ Then I want to turn to Mr Murray, the first of the
really tearded gentlemen, and one of the two who were asked
by the Fresident to leave the room after they had given
evidence. He has told us that upon his entering the
rocw he simply asked, "I want 20 ana 20." A, T an sorry.
How can it be possible thatl a person can go and say "20
and 20"? Ig itpackets of cigarettes that he wants?

Q There is no question of a mistake? A. Tt is not
only a mistake but mischievous,

Q 2nd quite untrue? 4. Completely untrue, and not only
borus but a disaster that he is saying it. It can never
be poscible for we in my life in medicine to do it and say,
"Here jie Dicenal, take it", or to have people say to me,
"Give me Valium" and so on.
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Q HMay we turn to Mr Miller? He is on the next page but
one, He is No.24. A. Harry Miller?

Q Yes. A. I am very sorry but still I am thinking
whether it is the true name or not. What is his true name?

Q Robich.-4aux. Do not worry about whether it is the true
name or not but about what is important for this Committee.
This is another record of yours in which your diagnosis
has been written on in a differsnt pen, is it not? A. Yes.

Q He has told us that when he went in he did not ask for

e e

slecev at night and to kecp him awake at work; and that
without eany examination, without having any historytaken
from him at all, he was given a script for Durophet and for
Tuinal. Is that true or not? A. Comvletely bogus and
mischievous. It is something which I have never done.

Q And that when he was attending on this first occasion,
having asked for drugs which would do that for him, you .
simply asked him, "What would you like?", to which he said,
"7 don't know.," Is that true? A. It is completely untruc

__%that I would say "What would vou like?" ¥Al1l right, give .-

me 100 Durophet and 2000 Tuinal".

Q Hr Domnelly says that when he walked into the surgery
he was asked what he wanted and he replied "fuphetamine
and barbs", and that you gave him a prescription for both
without any examination and without taking any history
from him at all? A. That is completely wrong. Do you
think I would write that he works in Thomas Walker & Co.,
in Hockley and nis details if I had taken no history?
Please appreciate this. It cannot be possible that a
person comes to me and I say, "Here are capsules, take .
them", without anything else happening. I always take
all these particulars and this takes time. Yhat vou
suggest is sifiply unthinkable. I donot Imow if there
is.a doctor in the world today who will do it 1like that,

Q But vou made certain records, and with the passage
of time were you not improving records, as a matter of
self-preservation? Vhat I am asking you about in
relation to each of these witnesses is whether wvou were
prepared to give them anv drug that they asked for? A. Not
that they would ask for it and I wouvld give it to them,

Q And prepared to give it to them without proper medical
attention bteing given to those peovle at all? A, I am sorry.
Xt has never happened from my mind or my pen. It is com-
pletely wrong that the patient would come in and I would
do that.

Q0 Is it right that in suvvoport of vour desire for self-
preservation about this mattcr vou told six out of those seven
witnesses to go to dirfferent chemists and net to the chemists
in the city centre? A, Perrans vou would know tinat these
amphetamines make a person euvphoric., These vcecople will
talk sky-high as theouvgn they are Precsident Podrgorny ox
Mr Nixon. They are big talkers. I told them when they came
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in the evening, "Ior God's sake don't go to Boots in
the city centre." Several times the chemists have said,
"Doctor, is it urgent?¥ and I have told them it is not
urgent. It is tThe same 2s well with my National Health
mtients. That is the only chemigt for two million in
Birmingnam that is open ot night and if they all go with
non-~urgent medicine it makes so much difficulty. But
if Jou go after 10.30 you will not find a chemist open
late a2t night because of the assaults made on chemists
__and that kind of thing. V¥hat a funny idea they have, .
a2ll painting the picture *n this -~ '

Q You told us that you have at the moment about 40
private patients? A. Yes.

Q It would appear that at the time we are concerned
with, the end of 1973% end the begianing of 1974, you
had 46 private patients? A. I hase not counted them
like that.

Q I have. A. Perhaps you are a big research worker.

Q I have counted then, A. Thankyou very much.

— Mr BAYTLIS: You have counted the records of the names
accordlng to the record card and it is not necessarily
the samce as the actual nuwnber of private patients.

Mr DU CANN: From the rscords in front of us I make it
46, Can you tell us why it is that 42 out of those 46
were receiving drugs of addiction? Do you not find that
8 rather curious proportion? 4. Pardon?

The TEGAL ASSESSOR: Is not that conment rather than
a question?

Mr DU CANN: ©Pcrhaps it is.

Re—-examined bv Mr BAVLIS: —

———

0 I have only cne question., Would you be gSood enough
to 1ook at your passport? Does that show the date on which
you left this country in 1973%? A. Yeu, and wnen I reappeared
a1 ‘the scene again. ’

0 Does it show an exit stamp by the immizraticn authorities
at Heathrow dated 25¢h July 1973 and a departurc stamp dby
the Daoihi Airport authovities of thelS5th September, and
g re—-cutry stawp at Heathrow on the 16th Scptember?

A. Yes,
_ngr DU CAMN: I aoept that.

Mr POTTER: Many of veur patients were depressed. Did
yu ever give any of them anti-deoresszant drugs? A, Anti-
depressant drugs? Yes. I have given anti~depressant
drugs as well.

0 Tc¢ these patients that we bave ‘been considering today?
A, Yes,
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Q You have given thew anti-depressant darugs? A, Yes,

Q Which ones? A. Triptozol and things like that.

Pr WOOD:

7 Several of these patients came to you saving that
they wanted to slim or were apparently obese and this is
me of the reasons for which you prescribed the Durophet
and Dexedrine. Your records showed that vou weighed
some of them once or twice. Did you weigh them regularly
as a matiter of routine, as part of the checking of their
regponses? A, I u*u not welgh them regularly, just off
and on. I had ncither the time nor the patience to do
that. '

f sg%%u from the evidence that vou charﬁed £2 or
thorehbouts to those for whom you nroncrlbed 20 of Durophe:
and 20 of Tuinal aund then about £5 Lor those who reccived
40 of e=mch, I vnderstood you to answer this by suggesting
that yvou spent more time on those for whom wvou charged £5.
¥s that correet? A, Yes, when they had some more complaints,
___back~ache or something like pharyngitis, or no'appetite.

Q Did you ever spend so much time on patients who took
away ounly 20 c¢f ecach that vou charged any of them £5 and
not £27 A. That depended on the time, not that I will do
it purposely.

Q You did chaxrge £5 to patients.who took away culy 207?
A. No, never; it depended on the time that I was giving,
to them, _

Dr BRADV.EY: I notice on your paper heading that you take
private consvltations %by appointment only". Did you keep
an “pp01n»hnphs ook for p,ivat” patients as well as
your recoxd of having scen the private patients, if you -
had a record of a2ll those who came to see you? A, an
theory, ves, but in T actice, no, becausge patiente wouud
cay they will cowe this evening but thev are never on the
scene, If I made time for them they would never appear.

I am guite used to this country now. - %hat people say.

and what they will do, especially the labouring class,

are two different things. They will say they will come
tomorrow bLut it does not mean anvything They can completely

— _waste yvour time. It was very rare that sometody wame on___

_the gountry to see them, so that was the thing. By and o

time., it might be some tecacher or doctor or barrister
or solicitor, policsofficer, aud so on., Only with the
educa ted c¢lass would they come on time, not the others.

Q So vou did not have an gppojntment book in which
you recocvded the appoinitments ol these patients? A, ¥Wo,
I 8id not Xkeep an zppointments book., I saw the patients
and examined them and zsked them kindly to come on such
and such a date. They were not obliged to come, They
can go toseme other place. I was not the only man in _

large I said, "I can see you on guch and such a date and
time", '

Q 'Thank you. A. I am very grateful to you. Thank vou

y ne
very muc Witneog withdrew
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Mr DU CANN: The standard of proof which it is required
to apply in & case of this kind I referred to when I opened
the case and there is no need to refer to it again. There
is one specific matter outside the facts to which I'ought
to refer and that is that it is clear, I think, that the
witnesses I have called, starting with Lodge and.finishing
with the last witness, Donelly, yesterday morning, 6ught
to be regérdeé by the Committee as accomplices. In those
circumstances, as I suggested when I opened the matter,

the Committee would approacﬁ.the evidence given by those

—————t

witnegscs with caution and would certainly iook for
corrobvoration of the evidence they have given, because
it is, of course, dangérous, unless one~1s satisfied that
those witnesses.are being truthful, to act on thue uncorrodora-
ted evidence of an cccoumplice. ‘

A recent authority in the House of Lords is one which |
I ought to mention specifically, so that the Legal Assessor
can have it in mind when advising the Committee in due
course. It is a case called Kilbourne, decided in 1975,
and is reported in Vol. 57 of the Criminal Appeal Reporfs,
beginning at page 38l. The hecadnote reflects exactly the-—-\N
words used by Lord Hailsham, who delivered the first and
major judgmeyt to their Lordships. It says: "Although
in many cases accomplices are incapable of corroborating
each other, that rule does not apply to accomplices who give
independent evidence of separate incidents where the
circunstances are such as to exclude the donger of a Jointly
fabricated story"; arxd one b:s here undoudtedly excluded the

poseibility of cerfainly a number of these witnesses

fabricating an idcntical story before you. This is why
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I was so partvicular to ask the first three wiinesses that
I called the day vefore yestecrday when tﬁey weht to prison
and whether they were still the?e,because the Ncotice of
Ingquiry in this matier is dated the 9th April 1974, and
‘ccr+ain1y gso far ac Lodge, Robinson and Millexr are
concerned, they were all sentenced before that Notice went
out, So far as Lodze and Robinson were concerned, they
were 8till “n custodqy when they appeared before you.
Sorby (or Bremnery was eentenced in April. I do not think
—_ I obtained the exact date frow him but the pbésibility of
co-ordinaction between him and the others would seem to be
exceedingly slight, Bearing in mind that each of them has
given indepcndent evidence of independent visits to the
doctoxr's surgery, these pecple are capable of corroberating
one another, that is to say, in particular Lodge and
fohinson are capable of corroborating each other, of
corroborating Sorby, of corroborating Miller and of
corroborating the group of four that I called yesterday
mporning.

o Quite apart from that, there 1is substantial corroboratiogg
of what they say from the various documents one has now seen,
mcluding those to which your attention has not been drawvm
but which I referred to in cross-examination, where, for
nstance ~ I take this as an example - the sum of £5'1is
chown as being charged and paid by patients who were
receiving lots of 40 of these tablets. In addition to
that, in my submicsion, the "fudging" of the records, if
I may uvse that vernacular term, further corroborates what
these wiitnesses have said. I make my poeition perfectly

plain about the records. I do not wish the Commitiee to
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be diverted from lookiug at the main aspects of the case
perhaps by dwelling too long upon this, but it would |
appear tliat the black book (Exhibit 8) has been wholly
created after the event. I say that for three main
reasons. Pilrotly, it is incomplete and would appear to.be
inc:mplete due to preasure of time, There are, in fact,
only 21 names out cf the 40 that we have got in the
schedule here in this book. They follow roughly speaking
in date créer but there is one, however, where it would
___appear that the defendant had forgotten: Mr Cavendish,
It is a little difficult to ask you to look at the photestat
copies of this becauce it does not display exactly what thé
original exhibit is like, but if I ask you to look at page
11 of Exhibit 8 you will see the name "Peter Cavendish®
appears, It ie on the top of the pvage which has been
turned over. The President will see exactly what it is
that I mcan, I think, and the first visit appears tobe on
the 29th September 1973. If you would look kindly at two
pages brfore, which is the entry for M. Garnett, where the
*‘E}rst visit ig said to be the 18th October, if in fagt
that eniry of Cavendisl. was made in the way that the
doctor has generally described, within about 36 or 48
hours of the 28th September 1973, he has skipped a very
substantial number_of rages rfor the purpoce of wriﬁing it
in there at the top of one of those pages, because in
fact the dates of first entry show that the very first
entry was made ~ if it was then - on page 2 on the 22nd
September, and the next first entryis on page 4 on the
4th October, therefore this entry in relation to Cavendish

ought tc come between those two, but it does not, as we sce,
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The seconé reason that I suggest that that record is.
suspect is that it cortains only the names on the schedule
and convains no other naﬁes of private patients at all,
and yet one finds within the records the names of some

other private patients vwho are coming for trefment of

conditions other than depression, insomnia and obesity
which give rige to the prescribing of these scneduled or
controllsd drugs, and those names are found in the record,
Extibit 7, at pages 13, 23, 24 and 40, T need not ask the

menbers of the Committee to look at them now. They are the

Y ———

ones Dr Prasad was referring to rignt at the end of his

evidence yesterday aficrnoon, and you will remember that

he went on for quité = long time in drawing wy attention to
 those names, I think T have abstracted all of them and if

]

this were a genuinely conpiled book oune would find those
remes alsc in this book, particularly since two of them
show From the records dates of first visit which féll
within the dates of vieits which are in the book; in
otber words, for the onc on psge 13 the date of first visit
f”’is the 12th OCfcber, according vo ‘the record, so the:«:'efort_e%_w
it ought to be here, for if this is a genuine and |
contenmporancous decument the doctor could not know how many
visits that patient was going to make ahd how appropriate
and impnortant it was to have this continuwous record of his
kept.
The third suggestion I make abovt it in suggesting
they are suspcet ia that apparently there was no preceding
book, and although the doctor has been in general practice

in Birmingham for sowe time prior to the 22nd September

1973, the very first entry one finds in this book is the
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2nd Septemver 1975,

The fourth reacon -~ I was seeking to explain it to Dr
trasad but was incapable of making him uwnderstand it, or
perhaps be was rot wiching to understand it - is his failure
to explain why it is that new nzmes ceased to hs entered
in thé book after the 26th NWovember, as cxe finds uy
looking at page 36, vwhere Joiner's name is entered with
the date of first visit of 26th November, decpite the fact
that he goes on using e book as a recoxrd for entering the

ts of these persons right through December and January

ot

, vis
and into Iebruary. So i1f the record book was being used
to make ccntemporaneous entriss through those monthes it is
jupessible to believe that the new patientw coming would
&lso not have been entered into the book, there being |
plenty of space in the bock for that purpose.

Lastly, if there be any truth in the évidence given by
thé wiinessecs Lodge, Bremner, Robinson and the others, it
is clear that mo kind of examinafion took placé which

vould atlow the dector o enter, 25 I read it as a layvman, in

the way that he has done in that record book, the blood
pressure, the weight, the reference té the eyes, and the
study pulse, and so on, because, accoxrding to thoese
witnesses, no examination took place at all., If the Com~
mittee were to be satisfied in relation to anyone of those

as a priwmary fact, then it is clieer that this book is, as

I say, "fudged®, and created, as 1 suggested in cross-
exanination, for the prurpese cf wisgleading this Conmittee.
The peeition aboutl the loose records, Exhibit 7, is

slightly different, because I think it is clear that parts

of these certainlcame into existence during the period with
‘ Y

N

-
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which the Committee is concerned. You have heard

certainly from two of the witnesses that the doctor

did write something down: Robinsoun was one and Owen Jones,

who took it a stage further, was the second, It would

appear ~ this is particulaily looking at pzge 2, which

is Garnett, and .the page which was freshly photostated

for the Committee: the second page 3, in cther words -

that when a patient care in some noie was made as to the

date of the visit {the nawe, the address, and what cliaass of
. _drug was being given, but nothins; else was noted at all.

o P

There was then no subsequent note of return wisits wntil

about October and November, and Wic is supported wholly

now only'by the way in which varicus entries read uzon

the docnments themeselves, the loose pages, but algso it is

at that period, as I undersiood it, that Cwen Jones’Was'

ayving to the Committee, "There were no records to begin

T2

th", but that he then began to keep a bock, which was a
white paged book with mo cover on it at all, each patient
having a page, and the detail becemes the greater as Owen

Jones was saying that the system was institut:d that no

patient was permi€ted to come back until the exact date of
expiry of the tabletc, if they were taken in the proper

form according to the medicatiou on the prescription first

given,

I will not take up time by drauing attention to the
gaven or ecight of these docuwents whicn I gave the Con-
mittee yesterday, where it is clecar from the different
inks wiich have been used tThat datecs have been entered,

dates have been altered, diasmoses have been entered
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and certifications have been eniercd after the event
andobvioul&y for the purpose of giving evidence before
this Committee,

You have seen the activity of the doctor., He is a
.gentleman who can hardly allow his pen to be still before
he starts marking a document. Looking through there it
ie clear that he has marked them sgain and again and again.
Sometimes one finds a date written as many as three times
on the same document and in three totally different inks,

.c:_\._.
a8 led him to do so.

and it is clearly part of his owvm physical make~up that

May I remind you that it was the witresses Hﬁrray and
Miller who both gsaid - this confirms the theory that I am
putting before the Coumittee - that so far as they were
aware, when they were cclled upon to sign these forms
there was no certification as now appears upon the form above
their signature.
Baving said that -about the records, I am going now to
take the broad view, if I may, as to the evidence, bec iuse
o the detail has been fully explored before ycu. Mr Baylis
= . . e——
suggested in opening his case that the woxrd "bona fide'
in the charge, so far as prescribing is concerned, ought
to be equated with the antithesis, mala fide or dishonest,
I make it perfectly clcar, in prescnting these facts to
the Committee, that I wholly disasree withs +that anslysis
of the situation, althéugh I do not want to be lured dy
this most attractive fiight of Mr Raylists into paths which
i1t is yotl necesgary for us to examine,
The charge is proved, in my submission, if the

prescribing is nwnjustified in t-is way, not merely as a
_ _
NS < _ R N
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clinical error, whether arising as a result of the doctor's
own fault or as a result of the doctor's being duped or

m.sled by a patient, but arising as part of a continuous

or persistent or flageant practice ~ it does not matter

i et

- which of those terms one thinks of -~ which shows a disregard
—

of proper medicel inguiry and treatment—— -

e

It does not matter, although there is plenty of evidence
of it in this case, whether the motive for that is reward
or not, and it would not matter, in fact, whether that
persistent action and that continuous disregard arose in B
relation to one patient or more than one patient, though
it is ¢lzar again that it arises in relation to a very
large number of pafients; and, if my arithmetic be right,
I again point out that it would appear to be 42 out of 46
mtients, '
In those.circumstances, in wy submission -~ and this is
the firal thing I wish to say to you & it is absurd to
imagine that the account given by the witnesses could
either generally or specifically be arn inaccurate one;
and it is equally absurd to believe that that proportion
of private patients required stimulants arnd/or barbiturates
as a genuine medifal treatment, and that the doctor genuinely
believed that they did.
In those circumstances I am bound to say to the Committee
that not only are the facts cstablished which prove the

charge but that those faets establish that grave or

serious professional misconduct has taken place,



" The LEGAL ASSESSOR: ZXefore you s8it down I have one or -
tvo matters about which I would like your assistance, With
reguard to the.words in the charge, Motherwise then in the
course of bona fide treatment", do you think it would be
a suitable way 1o express those alternatively as “otherwise
than for genuine medical reasonsh?

Mr DU CANN: I think this is a little too narrow, with
respect, I think both elements have got to be taken irnto
account which I was svggesting., It is the inquiry and the
treatment which one has got to look at, because it may
e, if I can think aloud, that a docter who is zrun of his
feet mwight make a very superficilal examination and would
be liable to be criticised for that, not having gone into
the detail that he ouvght to have done, but in fact he has
Ht upsn the right treatment, whether by instinct or good
luck, so I think it has both aspects, and I am not sure
that "for good medical reasons'" is sufficiently wide to
cover both aspects, |

ThelLEGAL ASSESSOR: At any rate, if 2 Godor did in

fact prescribe other than for genudine medipal reasops that

o= *.
wounld certainly come within the charge.

————

Mr DU CANN: Certainly.

The LEGAL ASSESSOR: The other matter on which I wouid
welccme asgsistance is in constection with corrovboration. It
is not necessary to have corroboration of the whole of a
witness's evidence. It may be, lLowever, that a particular
.part of the evidence of the witnesses, the patients vwho
were called: in waich +the Committee will be particularly
interested, is the part where they tallk about examination

—

or lack of cxamination. Just singling out that particular
T — —
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facade of their evidence, you have spoken of rcferences
in the records but apart from that is there any other
iidependent evidence that they did not have an actual
examination?

Mr DU CANN: Yes, so far as Lodge is concerned, for
Ir-tance, a proper examination of that young man would have
revealed that he was injecting Diconal.,

The LEGAL ASSESSOR: So that if he had examined properly
that must ~ave been discovered?

Mr DU CANN: Yes. May.I refer to one other matter

——— e . ——

as well, and that is that the Committee will guide itself,

as experts, permitted by the Privy Council to do so, on the

guesticn of bona fide treatment., I tend to think that if -

—
L)

these persons were taking drugs, ipcluding barbituraies,
there would be othexr symptoms availadble to a doctor who is
mking a detailed, proper and thorough medical examinaticn.
Thg LEGAL ASSESSOR: I weondered what importance, if
any, you thought could be attributed {to the evidence of
Mr Spear that the doctor said to him, “what ceh I do, it
is like sitting in an open market, it is difficult to turn
— . R
pecple away, and if o:e does turn people away one is
abused,®
Mr DU CANN: A certain amount, not a great deal, and
not nearly as much as I would upon the words used by the
doctor to IMr Spear later,on the visit ir Avril, when he was
asked, "Have you stopped prescribing for all these patients??
and'he replied, "I have a few patients who are not the sare
as these W
The PRESIDENT: DMay I ask the Committee whether they
have vnderstood the references to Peter Cavendish in the

= T ——CCM.

records as to sequence? (Members: Yes.) Thank you.
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Mr BAYLI3: The Committee have considered this case with
great patience. May I first say this, that I feel confident
that the Committee will foreive Dr Prasad for his original
discourtesy to this Council in the correspondence with the
Penal Cases Cdmmittee. Dr Prasad has shown that he is not
a man who reacts to accusations with cocolness and dispassion,
and he wrote letters which, of course, he now regrets, and
which I am suvre I can ask the Committee to discount and'put
entirely from their minds,

Dealing with the case, I would first say that,subject,

e

——

of course, to advice you receive from the learned Legal

kissesgor, you will in considering the facts and in considering

the evidence apply a high standard of ppoof, and you will

rot find the facts proved against my>client urless you axe

sure that they have bzen proved to your satisfacfion by the

evidence czlled before you or by the evidence which he himself

has given,

Sccondly, I would cay a word about the character of

the witnessecs whese évidence hac been called, except, of

course, in rsepect of Sergeant Browva and Mr Speer, with whom,
T ———— ' L

a8 i% has been clear, there has been no substaniial conflict

of evidence as Dbetween them and Dr Prasad. All the rest

of the paticnts, as Mr Du Cann has very clcarly and properly

oxtracted in the course of the evidence, ars yosung men who

are addieted to drugs and have in many‘cases been addicted

to drugs Tor guite a long time, some of them, regrettadly,

to serious drugs such as heroin; some of them have criminal

convictions and, indeed, three of them zctually had to be

brourht from prison to give evidence before you.

T accept the legal situation as ovilined to you in
—— ]
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regard to the question of corroboration of accomplices
because I had the opportunity of discussing that with Mf‘
Du Cann before the case started this morning; btut, never-
theless, I do ask you to exercise the grsatest possible
caution in looking at the evidence of those young men who

appeared before yvou,. On a number of issues there has, of
cource, been a direct Sonflict of evidence between those
ycung menand Dr Prasad in his evidence, both in chief and

in cropss~exemination.

On the one side you have simply got their evidence of
what they said took.place. On tbe other sidé you have

got the verbal evidence of Dr Prasad and the documents which
he has laid before you. I 4o not think even Dr Prasad would
pretend that he was a good witness. He is voluble and
inccherent but manifestly determined, in spite of great
Gifficulty with language, in spite of a quite apparent
misunderstanding of the legal processes by which this Com— -
mittee works, to do his Ttest to satisfy the Committee that
he is innocent of the charge w.ich has been brought against

him, which is no doubt why almost invariably, althoush
S =

i S
" ———— .

invited by my learned friend to answer the gusstion first and

give his explanation afterwards, he gave his explanation first
and theneither did or did not answer each of the questions.‘
My learned friend has addressed you at some length
on the question of these documents which have been put rvefore
you aund I must say something ahout them. Dealing first of
all with the white records (Exhivit 7), these are entries
scribbled down, apparently, ian the presence of the wiitnesses.
Differeni pens were used. The Committec may be well aware

that a doctor's dmsk is frequently covered with pens, and it
"
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may not be a matter of surprise at all to learn that
entrics apparantly made at the same time are written
in di:ferent pens. |

The Conmittee will bhe well aware that it is jusf the
sort of situation that you éee in clinical records in
lospitals. These sheets, of course, contain plenty of
aunmugition for counsel of an inquiring mind, and my learned
friend has very proverly drawn‘the Committee's attention
to any aspects of those documents waich appear to throw

doubt upon their validity.
e

The principal document, of course, which Dr Prasad
places before you in support of the evidence which he
has given is the book, and it is suggested very stronglj
by ny friend -although very f?irly - that this was a complete
fabrication from beginning to end,cconoocted recently for
the purpose of this inquiry. I really only need to say
two things about that. The Committee will have studied
this book, and if it ie a complete fabrication from
beginning to end it is a quite astonishingly good one, It

is written frequently in different inks, sometimes in
PR Rpmamee—e— e

different pens, mostly ballpoints, but there are

entries manifestly written in an ordinary fountain pen with
an ordinary nib. + contains in several places crossings
out., It contains docdles and blots. In my submission

i% has at all evenis the look either of a contempeianeous
end genuine docunent or the most splendid forgedy. M»r

Tu Cann drew your attention to page 29. That is as godd an
exswple as any, It deals with a patient whom we have not
seen, and it sets out, for exanmple, details of the

clinical examination, and it says,"On examination run~down,
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eyes dozy, not slept,erytherziouns eruption face and neck.
Cardioc-vagcular system, cenrtral nervou%ﬁsystem and
gagtro-enterine system normal." It reéords findings
in regard to the chest and it records a diagnosis of the
drugs supplied. It is suggested apparently that this is
al: just a work of fiction written up within the last month
or so,

Page 27 deals with Mr Yates., This is a page towhich
Iy learned ~riend drew your attention., It is suggested,

apparently, that that is just a complete concoction and that

the examination never took place, that the entries are
imaginary and that the diagnosis and treatment are not
genuine., In my submission the plain fact is that either
it is a first-class forgery job or it is a genﬁine
documnent,

My learned friend says that page 1l gives the lie to
the propcsition I am advancing because Peter Cavéndish'~
I think he is one of our patients on the last page, No,36 ~
is out of orxrder. I do not know why Peter Cavendish is
out of order. It seems to me that it is possible to givi
a number of explanations, If in fact this 18 a careful o
fabricatioan, care would presumnably have been taken to
ensure itnat the case did not appear out of the oxrder in
which it should have gone; the page could readily have
wen torn out and Cavendisﬁ could have beeﬁhput in somewhere
else or omitted altcgether, |

Page 31 ig another page which purports to record the
findings, examination ard treatment of Richard John Sayce.
If that is a forgery it is a macterpiece,you may think.

You may ask yourself, having seen Dr Prasad in evidencs,
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having seen the way he gives evidence and the way he
muddles up his papers, the way Mr Du Cann quité rightly
and fairly says he tends to scribdble on any document
which appears in front of him, whether you think he is é
mn capable of producing a forgery of this kind. Mr Du
Cann has been good enough no?t to'suggest that anybudy else
fabricated it for him, and I am sure the Committec would
not think that for a moment. Then Mr Du Cann himself
perhaps has indicated the greatest Fallacy in his own

argument that this document is a forgery when he draws

attention to the fact that it is not complete. If the
document were intended to.be a forged record of the treat-
ment of all the 40-o0dd pétients ocn our'schedule, it would
have been cowmplete. Mr Du Conn's answer to that is that
there was not time to make the fagery perfect by finishing
it, but, of course, if it be the case that this is a
forgery,_Dr Prasad has had at_leést 28 days in which to
complete this document. In my submission, as Dr Prasad.
to0ld you, it was written up,partlj o1 his memory and
partly from the sheets, somewhere between 24 and 36 hours

e :

after each of the incidents to which each ertry relates.

It is either a true documenf, and he is spzaking the truth

when he says that, or it is a fabrication made up within

the last monthe or two,ahd surelythere is no reacon whatever”

0 think it is other than the former. In my submission

this document bears all the hallmarks -~ in spite of the

criticisms which my friend has properly made of it - of a

document made at the time, a tontemporaneous document and

a genuine document put forward in evidence in support of Dr

Drasad's oral tegtmony.
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We come back to the question whether these prescriptions
were issuedlotherwise than in the coursg of bona fide
treatment®, and whether in fact they wére issued simply for
payment of money or whether, as I told you when I opened |
the case, however unwisely, however imeptly and with whatever
lz:ck of clinical Judgment, the Committee ilmay tnink, whether
it be the case that Dr Prasad was treating these patients
as patients in need of medical treatment and not simply
as persons who would supply him with money in return for
scripts, my learned friend's case is really this, and it

e —————-

falls urder eignt heads.

He first of all says that none of these patients who
got thege druvugs was examined, and he has called evidence
from a number of witnesses who say that. But, of course,

they did noit say that totally. Mr Lodge, for instance,

told the Committce that Dr Prasad listened to his éhest

and back with a stethoscope. Even Robinson, who I suggest
is a witness totslly unworthy of credence and who would
probabiy be willing, the Coomitiee may think, to séy

anything to get two days out of prison where he is sgerving

e —————

three years, conceded in cross—examination that Dr Prasad’
weighedhinm. If he weighed him, why did he weigh him?

If Robinscn's evidence is right and he was sinply walking
in and ordering drugs like a man walking intoc a sweel shop,
why should Dr Prasad have weighed hin?

" My learned friend sdys that there is corroboration in
the fact that Dr Prasad did not spot that there was
sowething wrong - injection marks - viith Lodget's arm.
fhis is a patient, with respect, who came in with pain

in the back, who waa examined énd who had Diconal préscribed
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for it, according to Dr Prasad's evidenfe. Unless there
was a complaint about pain in the elbow, where presumably
these injection marks were made, there would be no reason to
examine the arm at all. I suggest that most doctors in a

similar situation would not have appreciated or discovered iha

there weré puncture marks in this boy's elbow.

It is said by my friend that no histery was taken.
Again you have to look at the entries on the records and
in particular the book. Most witnesses conceded that

there was at least some conversation with the doctor and
: -

that it was not just a question oi walking in and saying

"20 Durophet® and banging £2 on the table. TFor example,

I think in almost every case the doctor recorded the

patient's address -~ generally false, it is true, but he was

nt to know that, because in each case the address the witness

gave was one that existed and therefore the doctor would have

no reason to know that it was false. Frequently the doctor

recorded the date of birth, alsce false in several cases,

though why 2 witness should give a false date of birth is
= a natter of speculation. Sometimes a patient's job was
recorded, and each of these witnesses, according to my
recolleciion, have conceded that there was some other.
conversation, at all events, and most of them have conceded
that there was something written down by the doctor at the
time in addition to the prescription. If Dr Prasad, as is
alleged, was simply selling drugs, one wonders why he
botherecd to do anything else at all. It is not sucsgested
that the original records are a total fabrication. My friend
fairly counceded that a number of those entries had been

made atﬂthe time but he avers thatl sone have been added
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afterwarda. If this were merely a selling of drugs,
why did Dr Prasad even bother to keep any document of
any sort? It served him no purpose at the time., It
my not have served hin very much purpose now, It has
subjected him to a great deal of cross—-exanination from
py friend, very properly, in respect of these docurnents.
In fact, of course, when the Committec come to look
at the entries relating to these patients, sometimes in
the sheets themselves but mo§tly in the book, one finds
that.Dr Prasad has entered details of perhaps a rather

——— -
rudimentary and simply physical exawmination, some notes,

sometimes detailed, sometimes fairly short, of the clinical
symptoms of which the patienf was complaining, and then
the diagnosis and the treatment. Of course, there is a
marXxed similarity in the symptoms recorded in these notes
in all the casés cf these drug addicts, but the Committee
know very well that these young men, when they go to a doctor
in the hope of persuading him fo give a prescription for
druvgs, are vwell capable of telling the tale; they hav»
~_done it many times before. One would expect, if these
patients had gone to another doctor, if there had béen
the fullest possible examination, that the symptoms of
depression, anxiety, inability to concentrate and insomnia
would be a common pattern in each case., Indced, the Coii~
mittee will kmow much betier than I that those are symptioms
which patients guifering from addiction to drugs, and with
prcblems such asg these boys have, do have in reality.
Then it is said that the patients cawe from a wider

area than Dr Prasad's National Health Service patients,

fhat has not really been explored very fully by my friend,
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because we have had no evidence at all, so far as I can
recall, of the areac from which he draws his National

Health Service patients. All we know is that he haé surgerie
in Handsworth, Birmingham, and in West Bromwich, and he told
the Committee that he drawé his patients from the areas
round there. My recollection'is that the only rezlly hard
piece of evidence we have had in support of this particular
proposition is that of Mr Robinson, who said he came from
Walsall - aithough he did not tell Br Prasad that - which

was a 30 minutes bus ride from the Soho Road surgery.

Then it is said by my friend that DrPrasad told all
these patients that they must take their pfescriptions to
chemists outside the city centre. Some witneasses have
supported that proposition by their evidence. Others
failed to esatisfy 1My Du Cann on that question. At all
events, you have heard Dr Prasad's explanation about that.
He says that there is nothing at all éinistér about it.

He says he has told these patients and others, NHS patients
a8 well;, not to go to the New Street Boots, which is
"__________f.notoriously unpleasant place, apparently, where fights»
take place and so on, and that to the extent he does this
the particular allggation is true, but he has not, he tcld
the Committee, told patients, as it were, to go to various
chemists dotted round the city so thal there should not be
any accumulaticn of scripts in any one chenmist.

Then my friend supports his case Ly saying that the
doctoxr told these patients nct to mention his, the doctoxrts,

name or wnere the drugs came from. I deo not want to go into

it in detail. The Committee have heard all the evidence.

In ny suonission, on that particular issue it was fragwentary
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and incenclusive., Iodge, for example, specifically
rejected that proposition when it was put to him by my
friend. Dr Prasad's evidence is that he never said
;anything of the sort and had no reason to do so.

Then there is the question which is advanced bv the
prosecution that these patients, or at all events some
of them, had attended and in some cases actually currently
were attending the Addition Unit at A1l Saints Hospital.
I concede - not wanting %o take up time « the schedule of

patients, which I am sure is accurate, produced by my

friend. Some of the patients you have heard said they

said nothing about All Saints to Dr Prasad; others said

that the docter was toeld and that the matter was discussed

with hinm., In certain cases‘Dr Prasad agrees with that.

He says that he advised some of these patients - not at

the outget But vlitimately - that they must go to the

Addiction Centre for treatment but that in every case

they refvsed. You will remember the evidenceof Mr.

Spear, who says that is Jjust what happens. They refuse. It
_ is s comzpon picture. They are extremely reluctant to go to
—_— Se—
these treatment centres simply to get the treatwent they
need. They no doubt find it unpleasant. |

0f course, the Comnittee may think - and‘I ar sure thefe

is no doubt about this - that Dr Prasad would have beer
wise at souwe stage to go dff and see Dr Owens and say,
"Look; I have a problemn here, I have a number of these
young men addicted to these drugs. Can you help me?"
Unfortunately he did not do that. Nobody knows, if tails
sitvation hed nof come to light and if he‘had not been

seen by Mr Spear, that that is a course he would have
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adopted. As Dr Prasad said to Mr Spear, and as I think
was accepted by him, the situation wasfa difficult one. He
is a2 etranger in this country, an Indian doctor practising
in Birmingham, It was difficult, he told Mr Spear; if
he tried tc turn patients away there was always the danger
of being insulted. He used unpleasgnt words to Mr Spear -~
the kind of words which previously had been used to him
cn similar occasions by a patient.

“Finall:, it is said by my learned friend that Dr Prasad
did not consult these patients' family doctors. The '

evidence again is somewhat inconclusive about this. Some
of the patients apparently did not have family doctors
at all; others apparenﬁly had them ingplaces outside
Rirmingham. Others dld have local doctors and did teil
Dr Prasad who they were, and in certain cases the Committee
can see from the records that the name of the doctor is
recorded. But D»r Prasad's answer to that is that in twoAv
cage he did consult the family doctor. These were two
local coctors, Indian doctors, and he consulted them. In
one case he consulted a doctor outside the city and yas
_ : P

rebuffed. That may no¢ surprise you, for with patients
like this it is regrettable but perhaps understandable that
doctors do not want 1o be involved with patients suffering
from drue zaddiction, because théy notoriously create probhlems
for the general préctitioner, v |

I hope I have fairly summarised the case which was
advanced by the prosecution against my client. If one
comes back lo the schedule to the charge which the Committee

have consldered at very zreat lerngth, and to the pattern

of prescribing which that schedule shows - a pattern which
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in my submission is quite different from that which you
lave seen in other cases with which this Committee have
had to deal - first and foremost we are dealing only with
a very short period, from 29th September 1973 witil 22nd
March 1974, a total of 22 weeks. A little was made of
the possibility that there may have been prescriptlons
before this, although for a shortperiod before this Dr
Prasad was abroad in India; In my submission there

is no evidence whatever before the Commititee that any
precsceriptions for drugs of this sort were issued by Dr

’—_—'_-_-b. .
Prasad outside the period covered by the charge.

The schedule shows that, with two exceptions only,
out of all these prescriptions, theywere issued &t
approximately weekly or fortnightly intervals; the&‘were
not issued every other day or whenever the patient_decided
to come back and get some more -~ a pattern with which you
are very'familiar in other cases that have come before
this Committee. Had they not been drugs which have
the quality of dependence about them, had these been‘obher

——

kinds of normal therapeutic medicines, this pattern wgiii===‘
have been exactly what you would expéct - a weekly or
fortnightly prescridbing of a particularAdrug or medicine

for the treatment of a patient, Hext, the amounts involved
are nct on any view vasily in excess ¢f the proper amount
used for tuerapeutic purposes in connection with these
particular drugs, You will remember the evidence of Mr
Spear, who confirmed precisely that. Throughout the whoie
case vi¢c have investigated very many of thédse préscriptions,

we have looked at very many of them, and I think that in

almost every cace, so far as the amphetamines are concerned,
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the drugs were ordered at the rate of two or perhaps three

per day. In the case of the amrhetamines they were taken

after breakfast; in the case of the sedatives, two or three

were to be taken at night. That is confirmed not only becau:

the instructions are written on the prescription itself for

th>» patient to get translated on to the bottle; it is shown

by the amount of each prescription and the interval over

vhich they weré given, and it is mostly agreed by the

vitnesses ‘hemselves, who say that that is what the doctor

told them ~ to take two or three in the morning and a

cecuple atv night, There are, it 1s true, two cases where

prescriptions are issued onvthe day imnediately after they

were originally issued. Dr Prasad has explained that, and

my wecollection is that both were occasions on which the

rilent no longer had the use of the drugs: in one case

they had been flushed down the lavatory by the patient's

girl friend and in the other they had been lost, according

to the patients concerned, The doctor believed these

explanctions in these two cases and issued another

prescription, Apart from that, 21l these prescriptons
: _ ———_

before you were issueé at intervals of approximately 7 or

14 days.

The Committee will have appreciated, I am sure, that,
apzrt from one possible case meationed by Mr Spear, there is
not gne :oshred of evidence that any of these drugs were
passed on by these boys to anyone else. This is not a case
of drugs being loosed on to the black market. In the first
place, of course, thereis not any evidence that that

havpened, oand, so far as Mr Spear knows, except in one

pousible case it dic¢ not. But rather more important tron
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my point of view, the quantities prescribcd for these

patients were nét enough to allow that to happen. One of

the witnesses made it clear that he was contemptuous of

the amount he received from the doctor because it represente

the amount of that particular drug that he would take in

one or one and a half days. There is no guestion here,

Sir, of drugs being wmade available to other patients. The

drugs were all, in my submission, taken by the patients for.

whom they were prescribed,

The schedule itself and the evidence show, in nmy
submission, a degree of exercise of clinical judgment, [t
was not simply a case of th8 same drugs being issued on
each cccasion. One caﬁ see this on the firsi page, with
Bremner,’ Sometimes the sedative was varied. You will
see that pattern appear from time te time fhroughout‘ I
am not saying that it shows any degree of experiment in the
treatmwent of these patients, but from time to time the
druzs were varied and other drugs were added. If this
doctor had simply been engaged in the sale of drugs to

thesce pcople who came and asked him for them, why do you

think he acté& in the way he did? We have Geen several
examples. even in relation to the six or seven of his
jmtients'who gave evidence, of cther medicaticn being
added to the prescriptions. Oun two occasions, for example,
we found a vitamin preparation being added. In oy
submission that shows that the doctor was exercising a
degree of clinical judgment in relation to that particular
patient, and it is inconsistent with the picture which the
prosccution vaints of a doctor simply handing out these

scripts without giving a thougiut to the patient oxr to
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anything else except the woney that he was going to get.

It is said, of course, by the witnesses (and ny learned
friend relies upon this a great deal in support of his
propcsition that the treatment of these patients was not
bena fide) that the fee Dr Prasad received varied according
0 the amount of drug he prescribed. Of course, there is a
fallacy which one can extract from the schedule itself,

That is that the greatest quantityof any drug prescribed

on any one occasion was 40 tablets. If it had been the case

that these voung men could walk in and order from the doctor

whatever they conld affoxrd, can there be anj doubt that

they would have ordered more than 40 on one or two occasions?

It would apparently only have needed a bit more money. |

That is not the case. The maximum number‘prescribed was

40. If their account is right, logically that must mean

that the most any of them had was £5 at any time, énd you

may think that in this day and age that would be surprising.
Then you will remember Mr Shakespeare's evidence, He

ras not a person of any particular education. Tae matter

was considered vefy carefully by my friend and he is not,mw

— T S ———

apparéntly, a friend of Dr Prasad's -~ simply a patient who

came in suffering from overweight and was treated - and his
evidence was that he paid £2 for a consultation. His evidence
was that there was no susgestion whatever that psyment

related to the amount of drugs or,indeed, whether any drug
was supplied at all. He was not a witness, anparently, who
had ever been in any troudle with the police, and he was, in
my submisgion, a witness to whom the CommXitee are entitled

to pay a good dcal of attention.

It is said that Lodze was paid for painting the inside



of the garage by prescriptions. You have heard Mr Lodge on
that. Dr Prasad says that is nonsense and that he was paid
£7, which, in the light of the work he did - by all accounts
on the evidence not very satisfactorily - may secem a reason-
able figure.

I have not dealt with many of the side issues in
this case., I have endeavoured to cover and I hore I have
succeeded in covering all the main issues which my friend
advances in support of his proposition that the charge
against my client is proved. AWhat it comes down to is

e ———————

this., ‘Are you satisfied that Dr Prasad behaved in a manner

vhich can only be stigmatised as not in good faith, or did

he act unwisely, perhaps lack clinical acumen, and diéplaj

ETheps lack of clinical judgment? Did he allow himself to

<’
(]

taken advantage of by a number of young men seeking drugs
to which they were in some cases addicted? but stopping,
as there is no doubt Dr Prasad did, this practice as soon
as he vaos warned by Mr Spear of the facts and of the dangers
which he faced? In my submission, on the totality of the
evidence, and bearing in mind the character and nature of
the witnesses who have given evidence before you, the
evidence is just not strong enough to allow you to say that
the facis in the charge have been proved or that such facts
as are proved to your satisfaction are sufficient to

csupport a finding of serious professional misconduct.

I accordingly ask the Committee s0 to find.

Strangers then, bty direction from the Chair, withdrew
and the Comiittee deliberated in camera,

Stranzers havirvg been rcadwitted:
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The T.EGAT ATSESSOR: In the alsence af thue pudblic I
have advised the Ceuaittee aboud the burdea of procf, the
stondard of proof, the meaning of the words "iusued

seriptions for drugs otherwvisce than in the cource of

bona £ide trezimoni®, the anproacn the Comuities cheuld
vring to bear upon these words, the fest to be avplied,
and the Comalttee velying upoa el own knswiedse and
exnerience as doctors in a mattér of tiis coxt.

I have adwised the Comnitteo that the evidence ni the
witnesses calied on hehalf of the Solicitor tc the Council,
wno spoke of actusily attending at the docheris purgery,
was open to attack on two groundsy Lirstly, because of
thelr zeneral charvacters end, secondly, Loeause thoy could
be regarded as being in the pocitlon of accemplices., I
edvised the Committee, thercfore, to concldsr whether in
principle they were prepared to accept the evidence
d%fered by thew sinply 23 poople, and to concider then
individﬁélly, end that,if tha Connittee were inciined to
aive credence to the evideuce of»all or gone of then,
the Cowmmitiee snould have rogard to tre traditional warning
which I gave as %o the need Lor co vohoration. I'iﬁdicated
vaere, in my oninion, corwoboration cculd be found. I did
£0 by drawing attentlon to the principle im the Director

of Public Procsguuitions asainnt Wilbsmie, but I 4id cay that

the Yilborne case was not wenlly quite thip case, end that
oric had to bear in nind that the younr men ccncoimed here had
all been part of the Rirninghw:r drug sceme, and that ono
snonld not Just conwslder whethor $acy coculd dbe regérded

28 acceptable to o derree Tocsuse they were kept cpart

)

aftor the time theso proceedings wovre first copitemplated,
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I pointed to the documents, Ilowever, I advised the
Coumittee that I thought they would be wise -~ it was a
meticr for theme not to decide t:is case on a close cone
sideration of the reco:d book and whether it vas a fabrica-
tion or not; I advised them in fact not to look to thé
guestion of fabrication as}corroboration. I gald that 1f
‘the certificates contained in the records were fabricated,
corrotaation could perhans be found there if the cbmmit%ee
thought fi% to accept that there was fabrication. I naid'
that in the déctor's own statements when interviewed by Mr -
Spear corroboration could be found - the inporitance would be
a matter for fhe Committee - and I sald also that the Cone-
wdttee were entitled to have regard to the nuaber of pre~
ceriptions and the types of percons presaonting themsclves
at the doctor's surgery. T"hose were the natters which
I s2id should be oxanined as providing some independent
evidence, but I emnphacised that 1t wags a nattexr for the.
Committee to Ceclde whether they accepted any such evidence
and, 1f so, tae weight tobe attached to it,

Finallv,’l aﬁvised the Comnmittee that the law does not
permit the trivunal to set themselves up ac hendiriting
expexrts, and that, while it was propexr to look to cee
whother there was oyer—wriﬁing in documentis, and changés
in pen and the 1like, nonetheless the Committee shoﬁld remenber
that they wérc,expnrts as doctors aud not in the examination

of contested docuw entge
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The PRISIDENT: DIr Prasad, the Committee have determined
that the facts alleged against you in the charge have been

proved to their satisfaction.

Mr DU CANH: On the question whether the facts amount
to serious professional misconduct there is nothing that I

ne~d add to what I have already said to the Comxittee.

Mr BAYLIS: I do not think it necessary for me to
advance any arguments to.you on the question whether the
fects wnicir you have fouand proved amount to serious
nrofessional misconduct. This is a matter for the Com-~

e S —— . S
mittee, mnd the Committee's task, as very clecarly stated
in cases such.as thig, relates to the protection of the
puklic, I think that all I need say at this stage is
that Dr Prasad has practised in this courniry for somé
eight years. It has not been suggested that he has éver .
conmitted any breaches of the law before. He iz a man of
good character. He is a man who has succeceded in building
up a practice from 1,000 patients who were originally
allotte? to him to the figure he now has of 2,500.
The offence in respect of which you have fonnd the

. e ae———
facts proved is, as I ave already indicated at cousiderable

length, in 2 somewhat different category from other cases
with which this Committee has had to deal in the past, both
by reasou of the duration of the offences and of the
guantity of drugs and the nunber of patients and the
prescribing pattern concerned, Put perhaps the two most
important things, which I am sure the Council will have
noted and will wish to take into consideration, are, firstly,

that on the 27th Pebrunry 1974 DiPrasad heecded the warniag

given to him by Mr Spear of the Drugs Depawrtment of the
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Home Office and, with one marginasl éxception - where I think
he prescribed one prescription of Durophetshnrtly after -
that date for one.patient, and for the same patient two
prescriptions for Ponderax, which is not a controlled drug -
the evidence is that, according to such inquiries as Mr
Srear was able to make, Dr Prasad sgtopped prescribing
rugs of the kind specified in the scheduvle zltogether.

An even more important ceonsideration, perhaps, which I
tope will vwcigh with you, is that Dr Prasad has in his
evidence given to this Coumittec his solewn undertaking

— , e
that ne will not again prescribe for private patients any
drugs of the type specified in the schedule. Ir my sub-
nission, that undertaking coculd, having regard to the Com-
mtteets duty to protect the public, safely be accepted by
thie Committee, and the Commitiee could then in its mercy .

find it poséible to take a lenient course in the case of

Dr Prasgd.

Mr DU CANN: There is one matter I ought todraw to
the Comzittee!s attention in relation to the previous
character of Dr Prasad, details of which I have given to Mr

—C .

Raylis, In 1969 a cowplaint was rcceived by the
Local Medical Services Yommittee from a patient of Mr
Prasad's who was a National Health Service patient and
who, arriving late ét the surgery, after normal surgery
hours, wac charged a fee by the doctor in raspect of what
was said to be a course of injections. Sne pajd £2 initially
of the £6 which wag claimed by the doctor as the full fee for
the course. He was found to be in breach of the National

Health Regulations as a result and some £25 was later

withheld from payments made to hin and he was adwonighed,
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The Secre¢tary of the Health Seivices upheld that finding.
On March 4th 1971 the Council wrote to Dr Prasad as a

result of those facts,

Strangers again, by direction from the Chair, withdrew
and the Committee further deliberated in camera,

Strangers having been readmitted:

The PRESIDENT: Dr Prasad, the Committee have judzed
youv to hav: been found guilty of serious professional
misconduct in relation to tﬁe facts which have been
proved against you in the charge, and have direcfed the

—
Registrar to erase your nawme fron the Register. The Com-
mittee have further determined that it is neccssary for
the protection of members of the public that your registra-
tion in the Register should be susrended forthwith, and they

have accordingly ordered that your registration be suspended

forthwith,



