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immunisation and child health safety to help them to make informed choices.
You told us that there are many books by doctors and others in this and other
countries who seriously question vaccination and they cite a lot of history,
proofs, medical papers, to support their arguments. You did not use any of
those publications because you did not think that the court would regard those
as satisfactory support or references for your recommendations. You largely
used what was available in refereed medical journals.

The Panel found thes head of charge not proved.

Head of charge 6 states that
“In the reports that you provided you,

d.  Failed to be objective, independent and unbiased”
Taking into account the Panel's reasoning in 6a. b and c. the Panel is sure
that in the reports you provided you did not fail to be objective, independent
and unbiased.
The Panel found head of charge 6d not proved.
Accordingly, the Panel found heads of charge 7a, b, c and d not proved.
The Panel considered that heads of charge 1 to 5, which were admitted and
found proved, were clearly insufficient to amount to a finding of serious

professional misconduct.

Accordingly, the Panel found that you are not guilty of serious professional

misconduct.

That concludes this case.
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