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preventative health measure, treatment or cure is not for them, especially if the 
published research has only recently evolved into "accepted medical practice". 
On the other hand, I do accept the fluoridation of water supplies, the vaccination of 
children against diseases, and quit-smoking campaigns against lung cancer and 
heart disease, because of the high-quality, long term research that underpins the 
work. 
 
(c ) activities/treatments that depart from accepted medical practice which may be 
harmful 
 
All medical practices are capable of doing harm. Side effects exist for most drugs, 
sloppy hygiene increases  serious infections in hospitals, operations can cause 
death or injury due to mistakes. Modern medicine operates on the basis that the 
benefits outweigh the risks, otherwise we would certainly never be using 
chemotherapy or radiotherapy, which are known carcinogens and cause injury to 
the body's major organs. 
 
If the issue of harm is not the issue in this term of reference, we are left with 
discussion about "accepted medical practice", which has already been covered 
under (a) and (b).  
 
(d) and (e) No comments  
 
(f) any other matter 
 
The medical industry must be capable of dealing with criticism of its opinions and 
activities from within. It needs to work out how to better promote its research and 
its treatments, so the public's trust and confidence can be maintained. Views that 
challenge its hypotheses must be welcomed and addressed publicly. Hiding behind 
a wall of legislation can only enhance further mistrust. If the Government sees 
public health outcomes are at stake, then it should be prepared to fund the public 
education process required.  
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Ian Shepherd 




