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SECOND WITNESS STATEMENT OF [RN and TN’s GP]  

I, [RN and TN’s GP] WILL SAY AS FOLLOWS: 

1. For convenience, I would remind the Court that I qualified from the University of 

[XXXX] in 200[X] and completed my General Practice training in 200[X]. I have been 

a partner at Timperley Health Centre since 2[XXX]. 

2. I make this statement in response to that of [XXXX} on behalf of the ICB on 19th June 

2024 and the report from Professor Adam Finn. 

3. I am pleased to note the ICB’s agreement with me and RN’s mother, TN, that it is not 

in the best interests of RN to receive the covid-19 vaccine.   



4. Professor Finn in terms repeats what I said in my first statement dated 08th January 

2024:  There has been considerable passage of time since the original judgement was 

passed, which I consider to be relevant in considering the ongoing validity of this best 

interests decision; RN has documented evidence of prior infection with SARS-CoV-2. 

It is reassuring that he only experienced a mild illness, and his acquired immunity means 

he is unlikely to suffer severe disease in the event of reinfection [paragraphs 8 and 9].  

5. I note that the ICB had been unable to challenge Professor McCaffrey’s warning as to 

the risks of the covid-19 vaccine to RN.  I also note the Professor Finn’s warning that 

the evidence for consensus is poor.  Given the determination of the ICB to use the Green 

Book guidance as if it were the final word on a decision making, such remarks are 

matter of public interest and ought to be more widely known, particularly but not only 

for those caring for individuals with Down Syndrome or other trisomy conditions. 

6. I do not suggest that the Green Book recommendation may not be useful, but they may 

also be a generalised and therefore crude assessment.  Its guidance cannot override or 

substitute for the professional and reasonable clinical assessment of a treating doctor 

acting in accordance with their ethical duties.   

7. Following Mr Justice Hayden’s remarks at the 8th February hearing, I was reported to 

NHS England’s Professional Standards and Systems Improvement team. I can confirm 

their Performance Advisory Group panel has now closed the case without any criticism 

of me or any requirement for referral to the General Medical Council. 

Professor McCaffrey’s report 

8. The ICB’s statement fails to mention Professor McCaffrey’s report which has been a 

significant reason for my treatment decision, the root cause of delay and why RN has 

not received the Covid-19 vaccine.  It was consideration of that report which was going 

to be focus of final hearing in July when the ICB and ALR could not present another 

expert to challenge it.   



9. Professor McCaffrey’s central concern is that the mRNA covid-vaccine, because it 

employs cell genetic processes as part of its therapeutic mechanism, deserves special 

consideration in patients whose genetic processes are perturbed. 

10. I find it alarming that in the face of Professor McCaffrey’s explicit and explained 

warning that the covid-19 vaccine may in fact be injurious to RN, RN’s appointed 

representative and barrister have been so forceful in demanding vaccination.  On that 

matter, Mr Justice Hayden was correct in pausing the vaccination order and recognising 

that the pandemic was long over and that RN, having had covid and suffered nothing 

but the mildest of symptoms, had shown himself very unlikely to be at any significant 

risk from this disease. 

11. I agree completely with the thrust of Professor Finn’s report that SARS-CoV-2 had 

spread everywhere and to everyone, and this was recognised by the time UK public 

health policy shifting to ‘living with covid’ and the WHO declaring the end of any 

pandemic emergency on 05 May 2023 and having allowed many countries to return to 

life as we know it. 

12. I have no objection to my name and association with this matter being public.   

I believe that the facts stated in this witness statement are true. I understand that proceedings 
for contempt of court may be brought against anyone who makes, or causes to be made, a 
false statement in a document verified by a statement of truth without an honest belief in its 
truth. 

SIGNED: …………………………………………………… 

RN and TN’s GP 

DATED:  ……28 June 2024………………………………… 


