
Your article (in nose156) on revision hip replacement operations was great, focussing attention on 
medical procedures – but I believe should have been  technically better informed, to avoid 
thousands of misinformed patients building castles in the sky, and attorneys attempting to evoke 
mass action to swell their own coffers. 
 
This "recall" applies to the DePuy ASR, a "second generation" hip replacement which was hastily 
launched to compete with other international companies in a market, when DePuy found they were 
lagging regarding the latest technology. Technically the DePuy ASR differs significantly from other 
ostensibly similar, but clinically proven and still successful products. 
 
The comment made by Dr de Vos that, while “Biomet, Finsbury and Corin have quietly withdrawn 
from the metal on metal market, Johnson & Johnson has faced up to the problem" is not correct. He 
fails to mention that Finsbury was the original manufacturer of the BHR which was taken over and is 
now marketed by Smith & Nephew. (The success of the BHR triggered DePuy’s frantic, over-hasty 
effort to launch the ASR.)   
 
The Noseweek article referred to the fact that back in the 1940s all hip replacements were 
metal-on-metal. The swing back to metal on metal was not based on research in the mid 90s, but on 
advances in machinery design which made it possible to make machines capable of correct 
tolerances and repeatability not available in the 1940s. Radial Clearance is the most important factor 
influencing wear, followed by metal composition and treatment This was proven by Dr D McMinn the 
pioneer of new generation metal on metal technology who commenced his research at Corin, 
launching the McMinn (which after a bust-up became the Corin Cormet followed by his further 
research within his own company Midland Medical Technologies and the very successfully developed 
BHR which was sold out to Smith and Nephew. (Manufacturing of the BHR product for MMT was at 
the time done by Finsbury) following the takeover moved to LPE (now defunct). 
 
The technical differences referred to above of the DePuy product as compared to other still 
successful products is a deviation from proven radial clearance and metal process and composition 
(forged as opposed to As cast, hipped and heat treated) extensively documented by McMinn. You 
mention Sir John Charnley, no doubt with reference to the “Charnley Hip” which just happens now to 
be in the DePuy stable. It must be noted that clinical follow-up and statistics that made it the “gold 
standard” were based on the original mono stem product, and not the current “Charnley Elite” which 
is based on a totally different concept: a modular head design system. The original, “mono stem” 
clinical follow up which made it the “gold standard”  of its time, was based on procedures performed 
by Sir John Charnley personally, or under his direct supervision, in an ideal environment – the well 
documented Charnley Theatre. 
 
The results of more recent such operations performed at other institutions, without the Charnley 
training and dedicated facilities are, reportedly not as golden.   
 
Essentially, most of the currently big international players in the market are not the original designers 
and developers, but to a larger extent simply marketing organizations with massive financial 
resources that have bought out the originators, themselves adding only marketing "bling and flair” – 
and massive price hikes to recover their investment – to remain one step ahead of their competitors 
and capture a larger market share. Major competitors left out in the cold, rush to develop or acquire 
"me too" products, adding still more “bling and flair”. Which is how we've ended up in the current 
unfortunate situation.  
 
There are many other concerns in this field, which bear testimony to how fiercely and extremely 
competitive this market is– but that's a topic for a separate discussion. 
 
It is however, necessary to bring to people’s attention, that it has been inferred, as a defence, that all 
metal on metal implants are defective. In effect they have been tarred with the same brush, a grave 
injustice. Proven clinical trials and many years of dedicated research by responsible individuals, user 
surgeons and ethical marketers of metal on metal products have been falsely discredited.    



The experts Noseweek quotes have grossly exaggerated the costs of a revision procedure. 
 
The prosthesis (quoted by Dr Jan de Vos as R50 000.00) will be supplied by Johnson & Johnson 
without charge. Obviously and ethically they would not expect to profit from the revision prosthesis. 
 
On another topic: a leading Medical Aid Group in South Africa has instituted a system of “preferred 
suppliers”. In the category of joint replacements, they list just five, all big international players – with 
DePuy and Johnson & Johnson (effectively one company) holding two of these spots. Members and 
their surgeons are virtually compelled to use no other joint implants without the risk of a substantial 
additional contribution.  
 
Effectively the choice of joint implant is now prescribed by an unqualified organisation, a matter which 
leaves surgeons without choice and unable to apply their professional qualified option or preference 
as what would be the best option for their patient’s indications. By the same token, those who play 
along are well taken care of by the International Players. 
 
This Medical Aid Scheme claims that appointed preferred suppliers are reimbursed at an unlimited 
rate agreed to share the risk.  
 
The question that needs to be asked is: Should any of these patients who is a member of this 
scheme not be entitled to legal recourse against the scheme, which to all intense and purposes, has 
for financial gain, not clinical reasons, chosen preferred suppliers?  
 
Finally, why was this product not immediately withdrawn from the South African market, but only well 
after the USA market recall?” (22nd October 2010.) 
 
Compensation 
The Dr Jan de Vos reference to patients as “chancers” is somewhat harsh and he should be a little 
more tactful and apply a better understanding as a professional, to human nature. 
  
Richard M Walker 
Port Elizabeth 
 
PS: Declaration of interest: I have personally been responsible for the launch of the following Metal 
on Metal hips in South Africa: McMinn, Cormet, and the BHR. 


