
  

12 December 2006 

Ms Jackie Smith, Head of Investigation 
Fitness to Practice Directorate 
General Medical Council 
5th Floor, St James’s Buildings 
79 Oxford Street, Manchester M1 6FQ 
 
 
Re:  Professor Richard Eastell – Fitness to Practice Complaint 2005/3223 
 
 
Dear Ms Smith 

 
Your letter of  5/12/06 is puzzling. It purports to be a reply to my letter of 22/11/06 to 
Professor Catto about the plausibility of the GMC as recipient of concerns, but is tangential. 
I have thus returned my letter to Professor Catto retaining the original date.  

I am however impressed with your graphic description of  the GMC's "sifting".  To assist, I 
attach two letters Professor Eastell himself sent to the GMC showing how he attempted (as 
Research Dean of a medical school) to induce a colleague to repeat his trick of signing false 
declarations to journals, and his admissions that he too failed to secure data from Procter and 
Gamble (relevant parts highlighted).  My own more substantial evidence seems somewhat 
irrelevant to the “sifting” given this. In any event, I withdrew from 2005/3223 after 430 days 
of slug-like inaction.  

While awaiting reply from Professor Catto (or substitute) please answer the following under 
the terms of the FOI Act 2000. 1) What is the official interpretation of the words “screening” 
and “sifting” in terms of FTP concerns?  2) What expectations does the GMC have of senior 
clinicians who place themselves in a position of responsibility over research governance?  
 
 Kind wishes 

 
Dr Aubrey Blumsohn 
Consultant in Laboratory Medicine 
Sheffield Teaching Hospitals 
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