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The Chief Constable 
Hampshi:re Constabula@’ Headquarters 
West Hi!L 
Winchester, 
Hampshire 
8022 5DB 

Dear Mr Kernaghan 

Joera~JQ~] 

,~p.pralsal ot Medic 

Various members of your Force involved m Operation Rochester have moved on since 
submitted 1!so medical exper~ repor~ c~ed above 

Fo~lowu’tg my ~nvolvement in lt]~s ~nvem%;a~on I tsave completed many other invited 
for otlser Constabularies and HM Coroners, 

~ a,,’dei ~.o fuRhe; develot; a,.qa Ina~n~a~ a sa~s{aCtory standard in my t’eport writing as a 

nedical experL my mento~~ is using the conm:]en~s provided about rise [inal repo~.s 1 nav~ 

oresented ~n my personal professional aopraisal 

wouJa be grateful f you could k~ndty let me I~ave a few hnes about tl]e contribu.~ions i~ any 

you think my final wntteP, report ~ submitted some 30 months ago on 10 July 2001 ~ref 
R~chards B~./meal ref-~ lul [}!~,~ has made to the ~nves~qat,’on 

io assist you my reques,, does ~]9.~ refer to ~he premmnary report dated 9 November 2000 
which was so~ely an invited Initial me@col repot1 for discussion only~ (ref: Richards BL091 
men reo 01 ’ 09 Nov 00) that was wifhdr.,.3wn and reo;aced by my final report 

forward to t~eaF~r~g 
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That repor¢ was there/~rc of no help to the inves[igadon or to any proseculion thai 
may arise at that time. indeed it hindered that process and it was necessary to engage 
further experts 1o revmw the same material. 

Tile report of 10 July 2001 made following lhe meeting with counsel has little value 

either investigative or evidenlia!ly produced as it was following the identification of 
significalli flaws in tile earlier report. 

Indeed one of the assertions in the report, that Mrs Richards died as a resul! of the 
administration of drugs, is a repeat of an assemon m your earlier report, which in the 
meeting of 19 June 2001. 1 understand you accepted had no evidential basis, no 
further evidence is provided in your second report to support! that assertion. 

It is llOt possible m criminal investigations for informamm or documents to sit in 
isolation your reporl of 9 November 2000 made clear assermms which were not 
capable of substantialion, that reporl cannt~ be pul aside and the second report of 10 
J uly 2001 substituted, 

In the circumstances, I have ~o tel! you tha~ your reports were unhelpful to the 
enquiry, in that they gave conclusions not supported by evidence. Further, in my 
position as Head of C[D I have decided that the Hampshire Constabula~ will not 
engage your services in this regard in the furore. 

trust ~hat 0~is clarifies the situation, 

Yours Sincerely 

Dmec6ve Chief SupcrtRt ndcnt 
Head 
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| 

S Watts MSc DPM MCIM 
Detective Cl~ief Superintendent 
Head of CID 

Hampshire Constabulary 
Police Iteadquarters 

West Hill 
W INCF[ESTER 

Hampshire 
SO22 5DB 

Tel: 01962 871404 
Fax: 01962:871251 

email: steve.wa~.ts@hampsiaire,pnn,policemk 

Professor B, Livesley ~ 
P.O. Box 
Oxford ~,~ 

~ OX2 9GD 

Dear Professor Li~esley 

26~anuary 2004 

Re Appraisal of medical report (ref Richards - BL/med rep Jul 0i) 

I refer to you letter to tt~e Chic[! Constable dated 18 {)cc:mbm 2003, in which you 
request Iecdt,,ick:’" .... in ~espect of lhe above report provided in respect of Operation 
Rochester bein~ conducted by t * C ~ ~ t m Hampshire ~A)i!:stabt!lary. 

t am the ctm:em Senior Investigating Officer i~ the investigation Operation Rochester. 
1 have had sight Of your reports provided in this iit\estiga~ion, arid have had 

oppommity to speak with Ofticers who previously had responsibility for the 
in vestigati 

You specifically ask :in your letter flint we refer only to your repot[ da~ed 10 July 2001 
(ref Richards- BL reed rep Jul 01L It is impossible Io do so since lhat document was 
produced ik)llowing a meeting ~,,~t!~ the Senior Investigating Officer and counsel that 
took place on 19 June 2001, ~hen matters ot: evidential concern were raised. Fhe key 
report in this itwe:stigation was file one that you prepared in respect of fl)ese matters 
on 9 November 2000,(ref Ricbm:ds BL091 l/ reed ~ep 01/09t Nov 00). The matter 
must be ~aken holistically, 

It is not my tmders|anding, as you stae fl~at the report oi’9 November 2000 was a note 
for discussion, I believe that it was made clear to you that it was the basis upon which 
your witness statement would be produced and ~mber, upon which enquiries and 
decisions as to p[:osectitions were to loe tk)rmed+ 

Your 9 November 2000 rerx’n’t was comprehensive and detailed, however wtlen you 
met witl~ the Senior Invcstigming Officer and Treasury Counsel, on 19 Jtme 2001, 

detai~ of the ~cport t~-as l~stcd and yot+ were not able to evidentially Substantiate many 
of the assertions ihat you made; 


