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Dr Yuan





I have been reading through the documents.  I am dismayed that the Tribunal relied on evidence such as "to whom it may concern' letters from Prof Waksman and Mark Richard - neither of which were signed with a statement of truth, and prof Waksman's letter was not even dated.  I am particularly concerned because neither person attended the Tribunal to give oral evidence and you were deprived of the opportunity of cross-examining both.





I am also concerned that the only witness was Ms Groark who was  not competent to answer you questions in relation to your research as she is not a 'scientist'.





I think overall, the fact that you were a litigant in person, and the fact that the tribunal did not offer you any leeway in terms of both parties being on an equal footing has been very prejudicial to your case.  Accordingly, this, amongst other things, leaves me to wonder whether I would be better off to ask for an adjournment - that way I can also make an application for disclosure of  relevant documents still within the control and possession of the Respondent.





I think your bundle also contains many irrelevant documents and it is not easy to navigate around.  In fairness to  you, more time is required to put forward your case.  I do hope you agree with me.





I still have work to do this evening, but we will talk in the morning.





Regards





Anna Venturino


