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Dear Editor,

We note with concern the recent article in Ming Pao, which reported that the Legislative
Council SARS Enquiry Committee is planning to finger-point and criticize our previous
Chief of Service Professor Joseph Sung on his handling of the SARS outbreak. While we
do not know whether this is indeed the conclusion reached by the Committee, as & group
of frontline medical staff who battled SARS, we feel shocked and dismayed by the
suggestion, and feel compelled to express our views regarding this matter.

First of all, both the Hong Kong SAR Government and the Hospital Authority had
previously conducted independent enquiries into the SARS outbresk starting from June
2003. During these enquiries, frontline healthcare workers from many affected hospitals
were represented, so that their views could be presented directly to the various agencies.
When we heard that the Legislative Council was planning to conduct an independent
enquiry of the SARS outbreak, we hoped that this report, prepared by individuals elected
to represent us, will be able to present all the facts of the events to the Hong Kong public.
However, we were birterly disappointed during the process of the recent Legislative
Council hearing. During the long period of hearings, none of us, doctors who were on the
frontline battling SARS, were summoned to give evidence. On the contrary, only the
views of a selected group of administrators were represented. Is it that the views of
frontline health care workers who were in the midst of the SARS erisis is not considered

'~ to be important, our views not worth hearing? We feel that this enquiry, having neglected
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the views of frontline healthcare workers, has failed to thoroughly examine all aspects of
the outbreak, and therefore lacks credibility. It also makes us wonder whether the enquiry
is set out to examine all the Eacts relating to the outbreak, or just the political issues?
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We also strongly disagree with the leaked conclusions from the enquiry. When the SARS -

outbreak first occurred, Professor Sung made the decision to stop admissions into ward
8A, and a sign indicating that no visitors were allowed into ward 8A was already in place
by midday on 10 March. This event was witnessed by most of the medical and nursing
staff working in or around ward 8A at the time, and has already previously been reported
in the South China Moming PosL Unfortunately, a few hours after ward 8A was placed
under quarantine, the hospital administration decided to reverse that decision and re-open
8A ward to admission and visitors. Mast of the frontline. healthcare: workers were very
alarmed and concemed by this decision et the time. Even more disturbing is'the fact that
the recent Legislative Council Enquiry has deliberstely ignored this incident. In fact, we

were also concerned at the time about the possibility of potentially infected healthcare

workers crass-infecting other patients, and requested that medica] personnel who worked
on ward 8A should not come into contact with other patients. This proposal was approved
by Professor Sung at the time, but was again vetoed by the Hospital administration.
Fortunately, there were no patients infected as a result of this. During the entire decision-
making process, Professor Sung was supportive of our decision to quarantine ward 8A.
However, the leaked conclusions from the enquiry held him responsible for the failure to
quarantine ward 8A. We feel this is most unfair, and make us wonder whether the
purpose of the enquiry was to reveal the facts, or to identify a'scape-goat.
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The decision to discharge patient YY from Prince of Wales Hospital was based on the
limited clinical information we had at the time, hampered by the lack of knowledge
about this newly emergent infection. The patient did suffer from Influenza A, which
distracted from the possibility of a co-existing infection with SARS. However, in the
enquiry, this event was viewed with the benefit of hindsight, using information about
SARS we did not have at the initial stages of the outbreak. We feel this also failed to do
justice to the parties involved.

Among all the hospitals in Hong Kong, ours was the most severely affected by the SARS
outbreak. At the initial stages of the outbreak, witnessing the increasing number of
colicagues who fell ill, many of whom were in critical condition, most of us were
terrified. But we were all deeply moved by our leader Professor Sung, who selflessly led
by example, battling the crisis from the frontline. ft was his example that enabled us to
gather enough courage to fight the battle against a deadly, invisible enemy that we did not
know much about, and to do so with such limited manpower and resources. All in all, it
was the leadership of Professor Sung which enabled us to overcome the crisis in our
hospital. How ironic it is that the enquiry should pinpoint him to be responsible for the
outbreak. This is most unreasonable and unjust. '

We are a group of hard-working doctors who' simply want te get on with our job and
help those who are sick. It is not our intention to be entangled in any political debate.
However, we find that faced with such accusations, we can no longer remain silent. We
have put our careers on the line, in order to reveal the facts to the public. We sincerely
hope that the public will be able to examine the situation in a better light, and draw their -
own conclusions about the enquiry. g -
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