On Wednesday, February 24th, 2021 at 10:15 PM. I _ wrote:

Dear Health Ministars,

| am writing to you on advice from the Australian Department of Health (the Department) to seek clarification on information requested in a
Freedom of Information (FOI) request that was sent to the Department.

The Department's initial response on 24th August 2020 (attached: "Initial FOI 1937 Response"), stated: "To obtain the information you are
seeking please direct your request to the various State and territory Departments of Health”.

After further correspondence between the FOI author and the Department, a more formal response was given (attached: "FOI 1937"), yet
the outcome remained the same.

| am therefore writing to you to on initial advice by the Department of Health to confirm whether you do hold the information requested in
the onginal request to the Department, as shown in attachment "FOI 1937" and pasted again below:

"All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Health describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly
from a sample taken from a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genefic material
(i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient). Please note that | am using "tsolation” in the every-day
sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s) from everything else. [ am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2"
refers instead fo:

[&] the culturing of something,

or the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),

[&] or the sequencing of something.

Flease also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by The Department of Health or that pertain to work done by
The Department of Health. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer reviewed study that
The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.”

| look forward to your response.




Fw: Letter from CEO, Canberra Health Services - Pathology (SARS-COV-2 virus)

Th, Jul 15, 2021 at 12:00 AM

oc Chnstine Massey <cmssycizigmail.coms, nstine_Massey@protonmail com® <Christine. Massey@protonmail.com:=

Sent with Protonblail Secure Email.

Cnginal Message
©On Friday, March 189th, 2021 at 8:18 AM, CEOHealth <CEOHealth@iact gov.au™ wrote:

CFFICIAL

Good moming

Please find attached a letter from the CEQ, Canberra Health Services.

Kird regards

Micohe

Micobe Stevenson | Director
Office of the Chief Executive Officer | Canbera Health Services | ACT Govemnment

T: 02 5124 4702 | M: 0411 154 848 | E: niccle stevensoni@act.gov.au

Building 28, Level 2, Canbera Hospital, Yamba Drive Garran ACT 2608

RELIABELE | PROGRESSIVE | RESPECTFUL | KIND

GHSE has flexible work praciices, snd | may be working at vnusual imes. I you receive my emails owt of siandard work hours,
please kmow that | have no expeclation thaf youw will respond at that time.

This email, and any attachments. may be confidential and also privileged. If you are not the intended recipient,
please notify the sender and delete all copies of this transmission along with any attachments immediately. You
shiould mot copy or use it for any purpose, nor disclose its contents to any other person.

Tj Letter from CEQ Canberra Health Services - Pathology pdf



Ac Canberra Health

{:"}’J’— Government Services

vear

Freedom of Information Reguest to Commonwealth Department of
Health

Thank you for your email of 24 February 2021 to Ms Rachel Stephen-Smith MLA,
Minister for Health about your Freedom of Inform ation request to the
Commaonwealth Department of Health, and seeking records describing isolation of a
SARS-COV-2 virus directly from a sample taken from a diseased patient.

Minister Stephen-Smith has asked me to reply on her behalf.

I am advised that ACT Pathology does not have the ability to isclate the virus from
patient samples. Accordingly, | do not believe that the ACT Government holds any
recards ralevant to your request.

Thank you for writing to the Minister about this matter.

Yours sincerely

LDt

Bernadette MeDonald
Chief Executive Officer
Canberra Health Services

H March 2021

GPO Box 825 Canborra ACT 2600 | phone: 132281 | www, 20t gow.ag



Fw: FOIA Request

James smith <\ |G Mon, Aug 9, 2021 at 2:31 PM
To- [ << Massey <cmssyo@gmail com>

From: Reginald Rogers <Reginald Rogers@arkansas.gov>

Sent: Monday, August 9, 2021 1:28 PM

To: sames s [

Cc: Laura Shue (ADH) <Laura. Shue@arkansas.gove; Charles Thompson (ADH)

<Charles. Thompsoni@arkansas.gov>; Brian Nichols (ADH) <Brian. Nicholsif@arkansas.gov>; 5.Craig Smith
<Stephan Smith@arkansas. gove; Michael 5t. Clair <Michael StClain@arkansas.gove; Tressa Williams [ADH)
<Tressa Williams@arkansas.gov>

Subject: FW: FOIA Request

Attached are 2 emails from UAMS which refer to projects on leoking for COVID 1% in wastewater. | have been
informed by that the ADH Public Health Laboratory [PHL) does not purify the SARS-CoV-2 virus. | have not been
provided with any reports or studies on “purification™ of the Covid-13 virus. Thank you.

Reginald A. Rogers

Deputy General Counsel
Arkanszas Department of Health
4515 W. Markham 5t., Slot 31
Little Rock, Arkansas 72205-3867

Phone : (501} 661 - 2609

Cell : (501) 944 - 2962

Fax : (501) 661 - 2357

Email: reginald_rogers@arkansas.gov

From: James Smith <
Sent: Sunday, August §, 2021 10:14 PM
To: coronavirus{@arkansas.gov; Reginald Rogers <reginald rogersiarkansas.gov>

co: I



Subject: FOIA Request

Arkansas FOIA Request

James W. Smith, DC

08082021

Reginald Rogers

Custodian of Records
Arkangas Depariment of Health
4515 W. Markham 5t

Little Rock, AR 72203

Dear Reginald Rogers:

Under the Arkansas Freedom of information Act § 25-19-101 et seq., Description of Requested Records: All
shudies andfor reports in the possession, custody or control of the Arkansas Department of Health describing
the purification of any "COVID-158 virus® (including "B.1.1.7", "B.1.351", "P-1" and any other "varnant™) (via
maceration, filtration and use of an ultracenirifuge; also referred to at times by some people as "isolation™),
directly from a sample taken from a diseased human, where the patient sample was not first combined with
any other source of genetic material {i.e. monkey kidney cells aka Vero cells; fetal bovine serum). Please note
that | am not requesting studies/reports where researchers failed to purify the suspected "virug" and instead:
cultured an unpurified sample or other unpurified substance, andior performed an amplification test (i.e. a
PCR test) on all the RMNA from a patient sample or from a cell culture, or on genetic material from any
unpurified substance, and/or sequenced the total RMNA from a patient sample or from a cell culture or from any
unpurified substance, andior produced electron microscopy images of unpurified things. For further clarity,
please note | am already aware that according to virus theory a "virus" requires host cells in order to replicate,
and | am not requesting records describing the replication of a "virus™ without host celis. Further, | am not
requesting records that describe a suspected “virus™ flioating in a vacuum; | am simply requesting records that
describe its purfication (separation from everything else in the patient sample, as per standard latxoratory
practices for the purification of other small things). Please also note that miy request is niot limited to records
that were authored by the CDC or ATSDR or that pertain to work done atfby the CDC or ATSDR. Rather, my
reguest includes any record matching the above description, for example (but not limited to) any published
peer-reviewed study authored by anyone, anywhere, ever that has been downloaded or printed and relied on
as evidence of a disease-causing "virus". If any records match the above description of requesied records
and are cumrently available to the public elsewhere, please provide enough information about each record so0
that | may identify and access each one with certainty (i.e. file, author(s), date, journal, where the public may
access it). Please provide URLs where possihle.

If there are any fees for searching or copying these records, please inform me if the cost will exceed $100.
However, | would alzo like to request a waiver of all fees in that the disclosure of the requested information is
in the public interest and will contribute significantly to the public’s understanding of the isclation of purified



SARS-COV-2. This information is not being sought for commercial purposes.

The Arkansas Freedom of Information Act requires a response within three business days. If access io the
records | am requesting will take longer, please contact me with information about when | might expect copies
or the ability to inspect the requested records.

If you demy amy or all of this request, please cite each specific exemption you feel jusiifies the refusal to
release the information and notify me of the appeal procedures available to me under the law.

Thank you for considering my request.

Sincerely,

Dr. James W. Smith

Forwarded message
From: David Ussery <daveusseng@gmail .com>

To: SUSAN HAMRAHAN <hanrahani@astate.edu>, Jake Rice <jrcei@jonesboroowl org=

Ci: Atul Kothan <Atul Kothari@arkansas.gov, "Robeson, Michael" <MRobesoni@uams edu>
Boc:

Date: Wed, 24 Feb 2021 22:22:20 +0000

Subject: Re: Water samples

Hi Susan, Jake,

Thanks for your email. Ill attach a PDF of my talk last week, along with a PDF of an NIH U01 grant that |
wrote for looking at Covid-19 in Arkansas wastewater. Unfortunately, that grant didn't get funded, but I'm
hoping that | can reuse some of the same ideas in other propogals. For example, the CDC iz funding
some projects along these lines, | think. We are thinking about applying for a small bit of internal funding
to explore a project with ConwayCorp - they've already been locking for Covid-15 in their wastewater for
saveral months now (in collaboration with a colleague in Tacoma, Washington). We're hoping to do
some of the analysis locally, but are trying to figure out the logistics of this, in terms of biosafety approval
for the labs. Perhaps we could set up a time to discuss this some more sometimae? As a general rule,
Fridays are free for me.

With best wishes,

Dave

= 0On Feb 24, 2021, at 11:08, SUSAN HANRAHAN =hanrahan@astate edu> wrote:

=

= Dave, | am Susan Hanrahan, Dean of the College of Nursing and Health Profession at Arkansas State
University. | listened to yvour ARA presentation last week and when you made a call for “water samples”, |
listened. | sit on the board of City Water and Light in Joneboro (water, wastewater and eleciricity). | spent
a little tirme with our CEQ, Jake Rice, to explain your coronavirus quest through water treatment

samples. | am hooking both of you up so you can better explain your project to Jake and he can see if
CWL can be of any value to your research. Good luck and thanks for your good work! Susan



Gmail - Fw: FOIA Request https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=80b5ba0454&view=pt&search=al...

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: "Ussery, David W" <DWUssery@uams.edu>
To: Atul Kothari <Atul.Kothari@arkansas.gov>

Cc:

Bcc:

Date: Thu, 7 Jan 2021 17:33:21 +0000

Subject: quick question...

Hi Atul,

I've read that CDC is investing money in sequencing COVID-19, to keep track of the more virulent UK strain, for
example.

Do you know anything about this?

| woke up this morning thinking about a grant for the ARA (Arkansas Research Alliance). It's due on the 11th of
January (Monday), and | was thinking about asking for $100,000, for sequencing COVID-19 from wastewater in
Conway, Arkansas. What do you think of this? Would you be willing to help? There’s a pretty good chance it'll get
funded - last year they funded 12 grants out of 12 proposals (!).

p.s., still waiting to hear back from the NIH on my UO1 grant (see attached). It was SUPPOSED to have started first of
December, but with all the budget problems (we almost had a government shutdown a few weeks ago!) - the NIH
program managers are just now going their budgets - HOPE to hear in the next week or two on that one - it'd be great
if we got it, of course! | think it was a good proposal - and | see that Arkansas is now back in the 'top10’, in terms of
number of cases per 100,000 (see screenshot from this morning’s paper)

With best wishes,

Dave

Professor David W. Ussery, PhD
Helen Adams & the Arkansas Research Alliance Chair in Biomedical Informatics
University of Arkansas for Medical Sciences

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)
and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the
original message.

8 attachments

4 of 5 8/9/2021, 2:56 PM
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(> @& alabr.cgu.gov.br

Teor A

Fale aqui

Solicito,todos os estudos e / ou
relatorios em posse, custodia o
controle da Anvisa, FIOCRUZ,
MINISTERIO DA SAUDE E
MINISTERIO da CIENCIA
descrevendo a purificacao de
qualqguer "virus COVID-19"
(tambem conhecido como
"SARS-COV-2", incluindo
quaisquer alegadas "variantes’,
ouseja, "B117"' Bi1351" P1")
diretamente de uma amostra
retirada de um ser humano
doente, onde a amostra do
paciente nao foi combinada
primeiro com qualquer outra




Ld B ©=.08%013:30
fonte de material genético (ou

seja, celulas de rim de macaco
aka Celulas Vero; soro fetal de
bovino). Observe que hao estou
solicitando estudos / relatorios
em que os pesquisadores nao
conseguiram purificar o "virus'
suspeito (separe o suposto
"virus" de tudo o mais na
amostra do paciente) e, em vez
disso: cultivou uma amostra nao
purificada ou outra substancia
nao purificada, e / ou realizou
um teste de amplificacao (ou
seja, um teste de PCR) no RNA
total de uma amostra de
paciente ou de uma cultura de
celulas, ou no material genetico
de qualquer substancia nao
purificada, e / ou fabricou um
genoma com base em
sequéncias detectadas por PCR
no RNA total de uma amostra de




Ld B ©=.08%013:30
celulas ou de qualquer
substancia nao purificada, e / ou
produziu imagens de
microscopia eletronica de coisas
nao purificadas em uma cultura
de celulas. Esclarecimento de
Pedido Para maior clareza,
observe que ja estou ciente de
que, de acordo com a teoria do
virus, um “virus’ requer celulas
hospedeiras para se replicar e
nao estou solicitando registros
que descrevam a replicacao de
um “virus” sem celulas
hospedeiras. Alem disso, hao
estou solicitando registros que
descrevam um "virus" suspeito
flutuando no vacuo; Estou
simplesmente solicitando
registros que descrevem sua
purificagao (separacao de tudo o
mais ha amostra do paciente, de
acordo com as praticas
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minha solicitacao inclui qualquer
estudo / relatorio que
corresponda a descricao acima,
por exemplo (mas nao limitado
a) qualquer estudo revisado por
pares publicado de autoria de
qualquer pessoa, em qualquer "
lugar. Observe tambem que,
apesar do fato de que a

purificagcao € uma etapa

essencial (mas nao suficiente)

para provar a existéencia de um
"virus" causador de doencas.
Portanto, no interesse da
transparéncia e de acordo com

0s propositos da legislacao, se
algum registro corresponder a
descricao acima dos registros
solicitados e estiver atualmente
disponivel ao publico em outro

lugar, forneca informacoes
suficientes sobre cada registro

para que eu possa identificar e
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Anexos Originais

Nao foram encontrados registros.

Manifestacao m

Tipo de manifestacao

Acesso a Informacao

Numero
25072.018642/2021-85

Esfera

Federal

Orgao destinatario

ANVISA - Agencia Nacional de
Vigilancia Sanitaria

Servico

Orgao de interesse

Assunto
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Assunto

Acesso a informacao
Subassunto

Tag

Data de cadastro

11/07/2021

Prazo de atendimento
02/08/2021

Situacao

Concluida

Registrado por
Marcella picone

Modo de resposta
Pelo sistema (com avisos por
email)

Canal de entrada
Internet

Recurso v
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Anexos v

Respostas e historicos de
acoes A

Respostas

Publicacao Tipo Responsay

Resposta Geréncia L
16/07/2021 Conclusiva Produtos
11:29 Diagnostic
De Uso In
Vitro (GEVI

Historico de acoes

Data/Hora Acao
11/07/2021 16:24 Cadastre
16/07/2021 11:29 Cadastre¢
16/07/2021 11:29 Cadastre

16/07/2021 1120 Cadastrc
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20 Diagnosticos
De Uso In
Vitro (GEVIT)

axto Prezado (a)
Senhor(a),

Com base nas * :
informacoes A

fornecidas pela
Geréncia De
Produtos

Diagnhosticos De Uso
In Vitro (GEVIT), area
tecnica afeta ao
assunto questionado,

informamos que
a informacao
solicitada nao esta
disponivel na
Gerencia de
Produtos para
diagnhostico in vitro
da Anvisa.

Informacoes a cerca
de purificacao de

\Vild B~ nan cAaANn
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informacgoes

requeridas para
registro de produto
para diagnostico de
Covid, de acordo

com o disposto na
RDC 36/2015.

Ademais, nao temos
produtos registrados
com a finalidade de
identificacao de
variantes de
interesse do virus
sars-cov 2.

Em atendimento ao
disposto no art. 11, §
40, da Lei 12.527/11,
informamos que o
requerente  podera
registrar recurso na
Plataforma Integrada
de Ouvidoria e
Acesso a Informacao
- Fala.BR, no prazo
de 10 (dez) dias,

R s ol e e ol e e L
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de 10 (dez) dias,
contado da ciéncia
da decisao, que sera

avaliado pelo
Geréencia-Geral de
Tecnologia de

Produtos para Saude
(GGTPS).

Para mais
esclarecimentos, a
Anvisa tambem
disponibiliza a sua
Central de
Atendimento, por

meio do 0800 642
9782 (dias uteis, das
7h30 as 19h30) e por
meio eletronico, no
Fale Conosco:

(http:.//www.anvisa.g
ov.br/institucional/fa
leconosco/FaleCono
sco.a sp)

Atenciosamente,




2200712021

SEVANVIEA - 1537031 - Despacho

.~ ANVISA

il Aghnela Nacional de Vigitincia Sanitiria

DESPACHO N2 268/2021/SEI/GGTPS/DIRE3/ANVISA

Processo n® 25351.920427/2021-18

Interessado: CGTAI

Assunto: Recurso de 12 Instancia Fala.BR NUP n2 25072018642202185

A questdo feita pelo protocolo SAT é geneérica e solicita informacio ndo disponivel em
dmbito da GGTPS:

"Solicito,todas os estudos e [ ou relatdrios em posse, custodia ou controle da Anvisa, FIOCRUZ,
MIMNISTERIO DA SAUDE E MINISTERIO da CIENCIA descrevendo a purificagao de qualguer "wirus
COVID-1%" (também conhecido como "SARS-COW-2", incluindo quaisguer alegadas "variantes”, ou
seja, " B.1.1.7 ¥ B.1.351 " P.1 ”) diretamente de uma amostra retirada de um ser humano doente,
ende a amostra do paciente ndo foi combinada primeiro com gqualguer outra fonte de material
genético {ou seja, eblulas de rim de macaco aka Células Vera; soro fetal de bovine). Observe que
nde estou solicikando estudos [/ relatérics em gue os pesquisadores nfio conseguiram purificar o
"wirus” suspeito (separe o suposte "wirus" de tudo o mais na amostra do paciente) e, em vez disso:
cuftivou uma amostra nae purificada ou cutra substdncia ndo purificada, e / ou realizou um teste de
amplificacdo (ou seja, um teste de PCR) no RNA total de uma amostra de paciente ou de uma
culturas de células, ou no material genético de qualguer substincia ndo purificada, & / ou fabricou
um genoma com base em sequéncias detectadas por PCR no RNA total de uma amostra de paciente
ou de uma cultura de eélulas ou de qualquer substincia ndo purificada, e / ou produziv imagens de
microscopia eletrénica de caisas nido purificadas em uma cultura de células. Esclarecimento de
Pedido Para maior clareza, chserve que ja estou clente de gue, de acordo com a teoria da virus, um
“wirus” reguer células hospedeiras para se replicar e ndo estou salicitanda registras gue descrevam
a replicagdo de um "virus” sem células hospedeiras. Além disso, ndo estou solicitando registros gue
descrevam um "wirus" suspeito flutuande no vacuo; Estou simplesmente sclicitando registros que
descrevem sua purificagdo (separacio de tude o mais na amostra do paciente, de acordo com as
praticas laboratoriais padrio para a purificacio de outras coisas muito pequenas). Observe que
minha solicitagio inclui qualquer estudo [ relatdrio que corresponda 3 descricio acima, por
exemplo {mas nio limitado a) qualguer estude revisado por pares publicada de autoria de qualquer
pessoa, em gualquer lugar, Observe também que, apesar do fato de que a purificacio & uma etapa
essencial {mas ndo suficiente) para provar a existéncia de um "wirus™ causador de doencas,
Portanto, no interesse da transparéncia e de acordo com os propositos da legislagdo, se algum
registro corresponder & descricio acima dos registros solicitados e estiver atualmente disponivel ao
plblico em outra lugar, forneca informacSes suficientes sobre cada registro para que eu possa
identificar e acessar cada um um com certeza (ou seja, ttulo, autor (es), data, periddico, onde o
plblico pode acessd-lo), Fornega URLs sempre que possivel. Grata desde j&. Sguardo retome,”

Diante do questionamento genérico e de informaciio ndo disponivel nessa GEVIT/GGTPS a

resposta encaminhada foi:

Prezado [(a) Senhor{a), Com base nas informagdes fornecidas pela Geréncia De Produtos
Diagndsticos De Uso In Vitro (GEVIT), drea téonica afeta ao assunto guestionade, informamas que a
informagio solicitada nio esta disponivel na Geréncla de Produtos para diagndstica in vitro da
Anwisa. Informacfies a cerca de purificagio de virus ndo sio informaces requeridas para registro de

hips-itsei anviss gov.briseilton rolador php Tacas=docurments_impeimir_webdacan_oigem=anarevisualizarid decumemo=1T18195&infra_sis... 172
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SEVANVIEA - 1537031 - Despacho

produto para diagnostico de Covid, de acordo com o disposto na RDC 36/2015. Ademais, nio temaos
produtos registrados com a finalidade de identificacio de variantes de interesse do virus sars-cov 2.
Em atendimento zo disposto no art. 11, § 4o, da Lei 12.527/11, informamos que o requerente
poderd registrar recurso na Plataforma Integrada de Cuvidoria e Acesso 3 Informagdo - Fala.BR, no
prazo de 10 (dez) dias, contado da ciéncia da decisio, gue serd avaliado pelo GerénciaGeral de
Tecnologia de Produtos para Sadde [GGTPS). Para mals esclarecimentos, a Amvisa também
disponibiliza a sua Central de Atendimento, por melo do 0BO) B42 9782 (dias Gteis, das Th30 as
19h30) e por  meio  eletrénico, no Fale  Conosco:  (http/fwwwanvisa.gow brf
institucional/faleconosco FaleConosco.a sp) Atenciosamente, Agéncia Macional de Vigilinciz
Sanitaria

A resposta foi adequada, visto gue a GEVIT/GGTPS ndo pode disponibilizar informacdo gue

ndo detém. Neste sentido, indefiro o recurso apresentado.

ol

Documento assinado eletronicamente por Leandro Rodrigues Pereira, Gerente-Geral de Tecnologia
de Produtos para Sadde, em 22/07/2021, as 16:00, conforme hordrio oficial de Brasilia, com



Plataforma Integrada de Ouvidoria e Acesso a Informagao
Detalhes da Manifestacao

Dados Basicos da Manifestacao

Tipo de Manifestagao

Esfera

NUP:

Orgao Destinatario:

: Acesso a Informacgéao

: Federal

25072.019256/2021-19
MS — Ministério da Saude

Orgao de Interesse:

Assunto:

Outros em Saude

Subassunto:

Data de Cadastro:
Situagao:
Data limite para resposta:

Canal de Entrada:
Modo de Resposta:
Registrado Por:

Tipo de formulario:

16/07/2021
Concluida
09/08/2021
Internet

Pelo sistema (com avisos por email)
Cidadao

Acesso a Informagao

Servicgo:

Outro Servico:

Teor da Manifestagao

Extrato:

Solicito todos os estudos e ou, relatérios em posse ou controle,
Ministério da saude e Fiocruz ou Qualquer 6rgao responsavel,
descrevendo a purificagdo de qualquer " virus covid 19", (
também conhecido como sars cov 2), incluindo quaisquer
alegadas "variantes" diretamente de uma amostra retirada de
um ser humano doente, onde a amostra do paciente nao foi
combinada previamente com qualquer outra fonte de material
genético (ou seja células de rim de macaco, aka, células vero,
soro fetal de bovino). Observe que ndo estou solicitando
estudos/relatérios em que os pesquisadores ndo conseguiram
purificar o "virus" suspeito( separe o suposto virus de tudo O
mais na amostra do paciente e, invés disso: cultivou uma
amostra ndo purificada ou outra substancia nao purificada, é
ou, realizou um teste de amplificagéo, ou seja pcr).

No rna total de uma amostra de paciente ou de uma cultura de
células, ou no material genético de qualquer substancia nio
purificada, € ou fabricou um genoma com base em sequéncias
detectadas por pcr no rna total de uma amostra de paciente ou
de uma cultura de células ou de qualquer substancia nao
purificada, é ou produziu imagens de microscopia
eletrbnicaboca de coisas nao purficadas em uma cultura de
células.

Esclarecimento de pedido para maior clareza, observe que ja
estou ciente de que, de acordo com a teoria do virus, um virus
requer células hospedeiras para se replicar e ndo estou
solicitando registros que descrevam a replicagao de um virus
suspeito flutuando no vacuo; estou solicitando registros que
descrevam sua purificacao(separagao de tudo ou mais na
amostra do paciente, de acordo com as praticas laboratoriais
padréo para a purificagdo de coisas pequenas).

Observe que minha solicitagido inclui qualquer estudo/relatério
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que corresponda a descri¢do acima, por exemplo ('mas nao
limitado a) qualquer estudo revisado por pares publicado de
autoria de qualquer pessoa, em qualquer lugar. Observe
também que, apesar do fato de que a purificagdo é uma etapa
essncial( mas nao suficiente) para provar a existéncia de um
virus causador de doengas.
Portanto, no interesse da transparéncia e de acordo com os
propositos da legislagéo, se algum registro corresponder a
descricdo acima dos registros solicitados e estiver atualmente
disponivel em outro local, fornecga informacgdes suficientes
sobre cada registro para que eu possa identificar e acessar
cada um certeza (ou seja titulo, autor, data, periédico). Forneca
url sempre que possivel.

Grata desde ja
Aguardo retorno.

Proposta de melhoria:

Municipio do local do fato:

UF do local do fato:

Local:

Nao ha anexos originais da manifestagao.

Nao ha anexos complementares.

Nao ha textos complementares.

Nao ha envolvidos na manifestagao.

Campos Adicionais

Nao ha campos adicionais.

Dados das Respostas

Tipo de  Data/Hora
Resposta

Teor da Resposta

Resposta  22/07/2021 A presente demanda nao

Conclusiva 15:42

dispde de clareza de dados
para que seja possivel
compreender a informacgao
requerida pela interessada,
porquanto solicita:
"SOLICITO TODOS 0S
ESTUDOS E OU,
RELATORIOS EM POSSE
OU CONTROLE,
MINISTERIO DA SAUDE E
FIOCRUZ OU QUALQUER

Decisao

Informagao
Inexistente

Compromisso

Anexos
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ORGAO RESPONSAVEL,
DESCREVENDO A
PURIFICACAO DE
QUALQUER " VIRUS COVID
19", (TAMBEM CONHECIDO
COMO SARS COV 2),
INCLUINDO QUAISQUER
ALEGADAS "VARIANTES"
DIRETAMENTE DE UMA
AMOSTRA RETIRADA DE
UM SER HUMANO DOENTE,
ONDE A AMOSTRA DO
PACIENTE NAO FOI
COMBINADA
PREVIAMENTE COM
QUALQUER OUTRA FONTE
DE MATERIAL GENETICO (
OU SEJA CELULAS DE RIM
DE MACACO, AKA,
CELULAS VERO, SORO
FETAL DE BOVINO).
OBSERVE QUE NAO
ESTOU SOLICITANDO
ESTUDOS/RELATORIOS EM
QUE OS PESQUISADORES
NAO CONSEGUIRAM
PURIFICAR O "VIRUS"
SUSPEITO( SEPARE O
SUPOSTO VIRUS DE TUDO
O MAIS NA AMOSTRA DO
PACIENTE E, INVES DISSO:
CULTIVOU UMA AMOSTRA
NAO PURIFICADA OU
OUTRA SUBSTANCIA NAO
PURIFICADA, E OU,
REALIZOU UM TESTE DE
AMPLIFICACAO, OU SEJA
PCR). NO RNA TOTAL DE
UMA AMOSTRA DE
PACIENTE OU DE UMA
CULTURA DE CELULAS, OU
NO MATERIAL GENETICO
DE QUALQUER
SUBSTANCIA NAO
PURIFICADA, E OU
FABRICOU UM GENOMA
COM BASE EM
SEQUENCIAS
DETECTADAS POR PCR NO
RNA TOTAL DE UMA
AMOSTRA DE PACIENTE
OU DE UMA CULTURA DE
CELULAS OU DE
QUALQUER SUBSTANCIA
NAO PURIFICADA, E OU
PRODUZIU IMAGENS DE
MICROSCOPIA
ELETRONICABOCA DE
COISAS NAO PURFICADAS
EM UMA CULTURA DE
CELULAS.
ESCLARECIMENTO DE
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PEDIDO PARA MAIOR
CLAREZA, OBSERVE QUE
JA ESTOU CIENTE DE QUE,
DE ACORDO COM A
TEORIA DO VIRUS, UM
VIRUS REQUER CELULAS
HOSPEDEIRAS PARA SE
REPLICAR E NAO ESTOU
SOLICITANDO REGISTROS
QUE DESCREVAM A
REPLICACAO DE UM VIRUS
SUSPEITO FLUTUANDO NO
VACUO; ESTOU
SOLICITANDO REGISTROS
QUE DESCREVAM SUA
PURIFICACAO(SEPARACAO
DE TUDO OU MAIS NA
AMOSTRA DO PACIENTE,
DE ACORDO COM AS
PRATICAS LABORATORIAIS
PADRAO PARA A
PURIFICACAO DE COISAS
PEQUENAS). OBSERVE
QUE MINHA SOLICITACAO
INCLUI QUALQUER
ESTUDO/RELATORIO QUE
CORRESPONDA A
DESCRICAO ACIMA, POR
EXEMPLO ('MAS NAO
LIMITADO A) QUALQUER
ESTUDO REVISADO POR
PARES PUBLICADO DE
AUTORIA DE QUALQUER
PESSOA, EM QUALQUER
LUGAR. OBSERVE TAMBEM
QUE, APESAR DO FATO DE
QUE A PURIFICACAO E
UMA ETAPA ESSNCIAL(
MAS NAO SUFICIENTE)
PARA PROVAR A
EXISTENCIA DE UM VIiRUS
CAUSADOR DE DOENCAS.
PORTANTO, NO
INTERESSE DA
TRANSPARENCIA E DE
ACORDO COM 0S
PROPOSITOS DA
LEGISLACAO, SE ALGUM
REGISTRO
CORRESPONDER A
DESCRICAO ACIMA DOS
REGISTROS SOLICITADOS
E ESTIVER ATUALMENTE
DISPONIVEL EM OUTRO
LOCAL, FORNECA
INFORMACOES
SUFICIENTES SOBRE
CADA REGISTRO PARA
QUE EU POSSA
IDENTIFICAR E ACESSAR
CADA UM." Dessa forma,
impossibilitada a identificacao
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e a compreensdo da
solicitacdo, a demanda
enquadra-se como
informagao inexistente, com
auséncia de dados claros e
concretos para atendimento.
Fundamento: Inciso Ill do §1°
do art. 11, da Lei n° 12.527,
de 18 de novembro de 2011,
in verbis: "Art. 11. O 6rgao ou
entidade publica devera
autorizar ou conceder o
acesso imediato a informagao
disponivel. § 1° Nao sendo
possivel conceder o acesso
imediato, na forma disposta
no caput, o 6rgao ou entidade
que receber o pedido devera,
em prazo nao superior a 20
(vinte) dias: | - comunicar a
data, local e modo para se
realizar a consulta, efetuar a
reproducao ou obter a
certidao; Il - indicar as razdes
de fato ou de direito da
recusa, total ou parcial, do
acesso pretendido; ou lll -
comunicar que ndo possui a
informacao, indicar, se for do
seu conhecimento, o 6rgao
ou a entidade que a detém,
ou, ainda, remeter o
requerimento a esse 6rgéao ou
entidade, cientificando o
interessado da remessa de
seu pedido de informagéo."
(Grifos aditados).

Dados do recurso - Primeira Instancia

Destinatario MS — Ministério da Saude

Data de Abertura 22/07/2021 15:44

Prazo de Atendimento 27/07/2021 23:59

Tipo de Recurso Informagao recebida ndo corresponde a solicitada
Origem da Solicitagao Internet

Justificativa

O questionamento passado ao ministério da saude do Brasil, foi exatamente o mesmo
encaminhado para mais de 40 paises no mundo, todos entenderam a solicitacdo e enviaram
suas respostas prontamente.

Solicito, todo e qualquer estudo/artigo que demonstre a purificacao/isolamento, do "virus" sars
cov 2 causador da "covid", que ndo tenha sido infectado e ou manipulado com nenhuma célula
ou tratamento genético.

A resposta de nao entendimento da pergunta, vindo do ministério da saude, ndo é apenas
insatisfatéria, mas me faz crer que tentam desviar da resposta solicitada.

Para as analises de todos os procedimentos que estdo fazendo se vé necessario o isolamento
do virus seguindo os postulados de Kochs, para isso ou isolamento e ou purificag&o do virus
seguindo o postulado de kochs deve estar nas méos do ministério da saude, Fiocruz e Instituto
Butanta, eu quero todos os estudos, artigos, bibliografia que comprovem aos moldes da
pergunta acima, o isolamento do virus.

Grata.
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Resposta do recurso - Primeira Instancia

Nao ha registro de resposta

Dentncia de descumprimento

Nao ha registro de denuncias de descumprimento.

Dados de Encaminhamento

Nao ha registros de encaminhamento.

Dados de Prorrogacgao

Nao ha registros de prorrogagoes.
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Dados Basicos da Manifestacao

Tipo de Manifestagao

Esfera

NUP:

Orgao Destinatario:

: Acesso a Informacgéao

: Federal

25072.019256/2021-19
MS — Ministério da Saude

Orgao de Interesse:

Assunto:

Outros em Saude

Subassunto:

Data de Cadastro:
Situagao:
Data limite para resposta:

Canal de Entrada:
Modo de Resposta:
Registrado Por:

Tipo de formulario:

16/07/2021
Concluida
09/08/2021
Internet

Pelo sistema (com avisos por email)

Marcella picone

Acesso a Informagao

Servicgo:

Outro Servico:

Teor da Manifestagao

Extrato:

Solicito todos os estudos e ou, relatérios em posse ou controle,
Ministério da saude e Fiocruz ou Qualquer 6rgao responsavel,
descrevendo a purificagdo de qualquer " virus covid 19", (
também conhecido como sars cov 2), incluindo quaisquer
alegadas "variantes" diretamente de uma amostra retirada de
um ser humano doente, onde a amostra do paciente nao foi
combinada previamente com qualquer outra fonte de material
genético (ou seja células de rim de macaco, aka, células vero,
soro fetal de bovino). Observe que nao estou solicitando
estudos/relatérios em que os pesquisadores ndo conseguiram
purificar o "virus" suspeito( separe o suposto virus de tudo O
mais na amostra do paciente e, invés disso: cultivou uma
amostra ndo purificada ou outra substancia nao purificada, é
ou, realizou um teste de amplificacdo, ou seja pcr).

No rna total de uma amostra de paciente ou de uma cultura de
células, ou no material genético de qualquer substancia nio
purificada, € ou fabricou um genoma com base em sequéncias
detectadas por pcr no rna total de uma amostra de paciente ou
de uma cultura de células ou de qualquer substancia nao
purificada, é ou produziu imagens de microscopia
eletrénicaboca de coisas nao purficadas em uma cultura de
células.

Esclarecimento de pedido para maior clareza, observe que ja
estou ciente de que, de acordo com a teoria do virus, um virus
requer células hospedeiras para se replicar e ndo estou
solicitando registros que descrevam a replicagao de um virus
suspeito flutuando no vacuo; estou solicitando registros que
descrevam sua purificacao(separagao de tudo ou mais na
amostra do paciente, de acordo com as praticas laboratoriais
padréo para a purificagdo de coisas pequenas).

Observe que minha solicitagido inclui qualquer estudo/relatério
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que comesponda a descigio adma, por exemplo ('mas ndo
limitado a) qualguer estudo revisado por pares publicado de
autoria de gualquer pessoa, em gualguer lugar. Observe
também que, apesar do fato de que a purificagao & uma etapa
essnciall mas ndo suficients) para provar a exstenda de um
vins causador de doengas.

Portanto, no interesse da 1:r.anspar§ noia e de acordo com os
propdsitos da legislagio, s= algum registre comesponder a
de'sfnngﬁcu acima dos regisiros solicitsdos e estiver stualmente
disponivel em outro local, fomega informagoes sufidentes
sobre cada registro para gue eu possa identificar & acessar
cada um certera (ou seja titulo, autor, data, periodico). Fomega

url sempre que possivel.
Grata desde 3
Aguardo retomo.

Proposta de mekoria:
Municipio do local do fato:
UF do local do fato:

Local:

Mio ha anewos originais da manifestagdo.
Mao ha anexos complementares.
Mo ha textos complementares.

Mo ha emvohidos na manifestagio.

Dados do Usuario
Tipo de identificagio: Identificado com Restricio
Pedido de restrigho de Mo
identidade:
Tipo de Pessoa: Fisica
Pais: Brasil
Mome: Marcella picone
Dados de Tipo de Decumente Mimem do Documento
ldentificacSo:
CPF 33219635822
s [
Telefone:
CEP:
UF:
Municipio:
Logradouro:
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Numero:
Complemento:
Bairro:
Dados Género:
Complementares:
Data de
Nascimento:
Cor/Raga:
Escolaridade:
Profissao:
Campos Adicionais
Nao ha campos adicionais.
Dados das Respostas
Tipo de  Data/Hora Teor da Resposta Decisdo  Compromisso Anexos
Resposta
Resposta  22/07/2021 A presente demanda n&o Informacao
Conclusiva 15:42 dispde de clareza de dados  Inexistente

para que seja possivel
compreender a informagéo
requerida pela interessada,
porquanto solicita:
"SOLICITO TODOS 0S
ESTUDOS E OU,
RELATORIOS EM POSSE
OU CONTROLE,
MINISTERIO DA SAUDE E
FIOCRUZ OU QUALQUER
ORGAO RESPONSAVEL,
DESCREVENDO A
PURIFICACAO DE
QUALQUER " VIRUS COVID
19", (TAMBEM CONHECIDO
COMO SARS COV 2),
INCLUINDO QUAISQUER
ALEGADAS "VARIANTES"
DIRETAMENTE DE UMA
AMOSTRA RETIRADA DE
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UM SER HUMANO DOENTE,
ONDE A AMOSTRA DO
PACIENTE NAO FOI
COMBINADA
PREVIAMENTE COM
QUALQUER OUTRA FONTE
DE MATERIAL GENETICO (
OU SEJA CELULAS DE RIM
DE MACACO, AKA,
CELULAS VERO, SORO
FETAL DE BOVINO).
OBSERVE QUE NAO
ESTOU SOLICITANDO
ESTUDOS/RELATORIOS EM
QUE OS PESQUISADORES
NAO CONSEGUIRAM
PURIFICAR O "VIRUS"
SUSPEITO( SEPARE O
SUPOSTO ViIRUS DE TUDO
O MAIS NA AMOSTRA DO
PACIENTE E, INVES DISSO:
CULTIVOU UMA AMOSTRA
NAO PURIFICADA OU
OUTRA SUBSTANCIA NAO
PURIFICADA, E OU,
REALIZOU UM TESTE DE
AMPLIFICACAO, OU SEJA
PCR). NO RNA TOTAL DE
UMA AMOSTRA DE
PACIENTE OU DE UMA
CULTURA DE CELULAS, OU
NO MATERIAL GENETICO
DE QUALQUER
SUBSTANCIA NAO
PURIFICADA, E OU
FABRICOU UM GENOMA
COM BASE EM
SEQUENCIAS
DETECTADAS POR PCR NO
RNA TOTAL DE UMA
AMOSTRA DE PACIENTE
OU DE UMA CULTURA DE
CELULAS OU DE
QUALQUER SUBSTANCIA
NAO PURIFICADA, E OU
PRODUZIU IMAGENS DE
MICROSCOPIA
ELETRONICABOCA DE
COISAS NAO PURFICADAS
EM UMA CULTURA DE
CELULAS.
ESCLARECIMENTO DE
PEDIDO PARA MAIOR
CLAREZA, OBSERVE QUE
JA ESTOU CIENTE DE QUE,
DE ACORDO COM A
TEORIA DO VIRUS, UM
VIRUS REQUER CELULAS
HOSPEDEIRAS PARA SE
REPLICAR E NAO ESTOU
SOLICITANDO REGISTROS
QUE DESCREVAM A
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REPLICACAO DE UM ViRUS
SUSPEITO FLUTUANDO NO
VACUO; ESTOU
SOLICITANDO REGISTROS
QUE DESCREVAM SUA
PURIFICACAO(SEPARACAO
DE TUDO OU MAIS NA
AMOSTRA DO PACIENTE,
DE ACORDO COM AS
PRATICAS LABORATORIAIS
PADRAO PARA A
PURIFICACAO DE COISAS
PEQUENAS). OBSERVE
QUE MINHA SOLICITACAO
INCLUI QUALQUER
ESTUDO/RELATORIO QUE
CORRESPONDA A
DESCRICAO ACIMA, POR
EXEMPLO ('MAS NAO
LIMITADO A) QUALQUER
ESTUDO REVISADO POR
PARES PUBLICADO DE
AUTORIA DE QUALQUER
PESSOA, EM QUALQUER
LUGAR. OBSERVE TAMBEM
QUE, APESAR DO FATO DE
QUE A PURIFICACAO E
UMA ETAPA ESSNCIAL(
MAS NAO SUFICIENTE)
PARA PROVAR A
EXISTENCIA DE UM VIRUS
CAUSADOR DE DOENCAS.
PORTANTO, NO
INTERESSE DA
TRANSPARENCIA E DE
ACORDO COM 0OS
PROPOSITOS DA
LEGISLACAO, SE ALGUM
REGISTRO
CORRESPONDER A
DESCRICAO ACIMA DOS
REGISTROS SOLICITADOS
E ESTIVER ATUALMENTE
DISPONIVEL EM OUTRO
LOCAL, FORNECA
INFORMACOES
SUFICIENTES SOBRE
CADA REGISTRO PARA
QUE EU POSSA
IDENTIFICAR E ACESSAR
CADA UM." Dessa forma,
impossibilitada a identificacao
€ a compreensao da
solicitacdo, a demanda
enquadra-se como
informacao inexistente, com
auséncia de dados claros e
concretos para atendimento.
Fundamento: Inciso Ill do §1°
do art. 11, da Lei n°® 12.527,
de 18 de novembro de 2011,
in verbis: "Art. 11. O 6rgéo ou
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entidade publica devera
autorizar ou conceder o
acesso imediato a informacao
disponivel. § 1° Ndo sendo
possivel conceder o acesso
imediato, na forma disposta
no caput, o 6rgao ou entidade
que receber o pedido devera,
em prazo nao superior a 20
(vinte) dias: | - comunicar a
data, local e modo para se
realizar a consulta, efetuar a
reprodugao ou obter a
certidao; Il - indicar as razdes
de fato ou de direito da
recusa, total ou parcial, do
acesso pretendido; ou Ill -
comunicar que nao possui a
informacao, indicar, se for do
seu conhecimento, o érgéo
ou a entidade que a detém,
ou, ainda, remeter o
requerimento a esse 6rgao ou
entidade, cientificando o
interessado da remessa de
seu pedido de informagao."
(Grifos aditados).

Dados do recurso - Primeira Instancia

Destinatario MS — Ministério da Saude

Data de Abertura 22/07/2021 15:44

Prazo de Atendimento 27/07/2021 23:59

Tipo de Recurso Informacao recebida ndo corresponde a solicitada
Origem da Solicitagéo Internet

Justificativa

O questionamento passado ao ministério da saude do Brasil, foi exatamente o mesmo
encaminhado para mais de 40 paises no mundo, todos entenderam a solicitagéo e enviaram
suas respostas prontamente.

Solicito, todo e qualquer estudo/artigo que demonstre a purificacao/isolamento, do "virus" sars
cov 2 causador da "covid", que ndo tenha sido infectado e ou manipulado com nenhuma célula
ou tratamento genético.

A resposta de nao entendimento da pergunta, vindo do ministério da saude, ndo € apenas
insatisfatéria, mas me faz crer que tentam desviar da resposta solicitada.

Para as analises de todos os procedimentos que estao fazendo se vé necessario o isolamento
do virus seguindo os postulados de Kochs, para isso ou isolamento e ou purificagdo do virus
seguindo o postulado de kochs deve estar nas maos do ministério da saude, Fiocruz e Instituto
Butanta, eu quero todos os estudos, artigos, bibliografia que comprovem aos moldes da
pergunta acima, o isolamento do virus.

Grata.

Resposta do recurso - Primeira Instancia

Data da Resposta 28/07/2021 10:58
Prazo para disponibilizar

informacao

Tipo de Resposta Indeferido

Justificativa



Plataforma Integrada de Ouvidoria e Acesso a Informacgao
Detalhes da Manifestacao

Trata-se de recurso administrativo de 1° instancia interposto contra manifestagdo deste
Departamento de Ciéncia e Tecnologia - Decit/SCTIE/MS, com o seguinte teor: Justificativa do
Recurso: "O questionamento passado ao ministério da saude do Brasil, foi exatamente o mesmo
encaminhado para mais de 40 paises no mundo, todos entenderam a solicitagéo e enviaram
suas respostas prontamente. Solicito, todo e qualquer estudo/artigo que demonstre a
purificacao/isolamento, do "virus" sars cov 2 causador da "covid", que ndo tenha sido infectado e
ou manipulado com nenhuma célula ou tratamento genético. A resposta de nao entendimento
da pergunta, vindo do ministério da saude, ndo é apenas insatisfatéria, mas me faz crer que
tentam desviar da resposta solicitada. Para as analises de todos os procedimentos que estdao
fazendo se vé necessario o isolamento do virus seguindo os postulados de Kochs, para isso ou
isolamento e ou purificagdo do virus seguindo o postulado de kochs deve estar nas maos do
ministério da saude, Fiocruz e Instituto Butanta, eu quero todos os estudos, artigos, bibliografia
que comprovem aos moldes da pergunta acima, o isolamento do virus." Nesse sentido, segue
minuta de manifestagcdo em resposta ao presente recurso de 1?2 Instancia: Resposta: Senhora
Marcella Picone, Em analise ao presente processo de acesso a informagéo, observa-se que a
prévia manifestacdo deste Ministério da Saude informou que a demanda n&o dispunha de
clareza de dados para que fosse possivel compreender a informacgao requerida. Em instancia
recursal, a interessada requer ao Ministério da Saude todo e qualquer estudo/artigo que
demonstre a purificacao/isolamento, do "virus" sars cov 2 causador da "covid", que nao tenha
sido infectado e/ou manipulado com nenhuma célula ou tratamento genético. No que tange a
artigos cientificos com relag@o ao virus SARS-CoV-2, registre-se que 0 acesso a esses arquivos
sao publicos e podem ser buscados diretamente pela solicitante. Comunique-se, a proposito, os
canais de acesso as informagdes disponibilizadas por este Departamento de Ciéncia e
Tecnologia (Decit/SCTIE/MS), concernentes ao enfrentamento da pandemia da Covid-19, a
saber: Relatérios de monitoramento de vacinas (https://www.gov.br/saude/pt-
br/coronavirus/vacinas/relatorios-de-monitoramento-sctie): O Ministério da Saude monitora o
desenvolvimento global de candidatas a vacinas contra Sars-CoV-2. No relatorio abaixo, foram
consolidadas as informacdes técnicas e cientificas sobre as pesquisas em andamento, bem
como o detalhamento das fases clinicas de cada candidata a vacina para a Covid-19. Painel de
evidéncias cientificas sobre tratamento farmacoldgico e vacinas - Covid-19
(https://gsprod.saude.gov.br/extensions/evidencias_covid/evidencias_covid.html): Plataforma
que tem como objetivo reunir em tempo real as informagdes sobre publicagdes técnico-
cientificas de revistas indexadas e em pré-impressao que investigam a eficacia, seguranga e
efetividade de medicamentos e produtos bioldgicos usados para tratamento e prevengao da
doencga provocada pelo novo coronavirus. Observatério Plataforma Brasil
(https://observatoriopb.cienciasus.gov.br/): No Observatério da Plataforma Brasil — OPB, é
possivel acessar todos os protocolos de pesquisa relacionados ao coronavirus e/ou a Covid-19
publicados nos Boletins Etica em Pesquisa - Edigdo Especial Coronavirus (Covid-19), que
informam novos protocolos originais de pesquisa sobre Covid-19 aprovados no ambito da
Comissao Nacional de Etica em Pesquisa - CONEP, além de viabilizar o download pelos
usuarios, em formatos como Excel e CSV. O site também contém informagdes sobre os
objetivos do projeto OPB. Informes de variantes Sars Cov 2 (https://www.gov.br/saude/pt-
br/coronavirus/publicacoes-tecnicas/informes-de-variantes): O Informe Semanal de Evidéncias
sobre Variantes de Atengdo do SARS-CoV-2 tem o objetivo de acompanhar e relatar as mais
recentes evidéncias descritas em publicagdes cientificas e na literatura cinzenta sobre as
principais variantes de SARS-CoV-2 circulantes no Brasil € no mundo, bem como as implica¢des
destas para a saude. Para tanto, sdo realizadas buscas estruturadas em bases de dados de
indexacgao de periddicos cientificos revisados pelos pares, de artigos no formato pré-print e de
literatura cinzenta. Conforme informado, os artigos cientificos encontrados nos referidos
enderecos eletrdnicos sao de acesso publico e podem ser localizados diretamente pela
solicitante, na medida em que tal agdo impde a Administragao Publica trabalho adicional, na
circunstancia em que esta Pasta Ministerial esta envidando o maximo de esforgos nas agdes de
enfrentamento a pandemia de Covid-19 (SARS-CoV-2). Fundamento: A presente demanda
enquadra-se no inciso lll do art. 13, do Decreto n° 7.724, de 16 de maio de 2012, que
Regulamenta a Lei n® 12.527, de 18 de novembro de 2011, a qual dispbe sobre o0 acesso a
informacdes previsto no inciso XXXIIl do caput do art. 5°, no inciso Il do § 3° do art. 37 e no § 2°
do art. 216 da Constituicao, in verbis: "Art. 13. Nao ser&o atendidos pedidos de acesso a
informacao: | - genéricos; Il - desproporcionais ou desarrazoados; ou Il - que exijam trabalhos
adicionais de analise, interpretacdo ou consolidagéo de dados e informagdes, ou servico de
producéo ou tratamento de dados que ndo seja de competéncia do 6rgéo ou entidade.
Paragrafo unico. Na hipétese do inciso Il do caput, o érgdo ou entidade devera, caso tenha
conhecimento, indicar o local onde se encontram as informagdes a partir das quais o requerente
podera realizar a interpretagéo, consolidagdo ou tratamento de dados." (Grifos aditados). Ante o
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exposto, indefere-se o presente recurso administrativo, com fulcro no inciso Ill do art. 13 do
Decreto n° 7.724, de 16 de maio de 2012.

Responsavel pela resposta Diretor(a) do Departamento de Ciéncia e Tecnologia

Destinatario do recurso da Ministro de Estado da Saude
proxima instancia

Prazo limite para recurso 09/08/2021 23:59

Contém informagdes Nao

pessoais ou protegidas por
outras hipo6teses de sigilo?

Dados do recurso - Segunda Instancia

Destinatario MS — Ministério da Saude
Data de Abertura 28/07/2021 11:23

Prazo de Atendimento 02/08/2021 23:59

Tipo de Recurso Outros

Origem da Solicitagédo Internet

Justificativa

Ministerio da saude brasileiro, se recusa a responder requisicédo, respondida por mais de 86
paises, incluindo CDC, FDA e a propria Anvisa. Requisito, novamente, estudos e artigos, que
mostrem o isolamento e purificacao do covid 19, seguindo o postulado universal cientifico do
postulado de Kochs.

Solicito, purificacao e isolamento do virus, que nao tenha sido manipulado com nenhum outro
elemento, e esse dado deve estar no resguardo no ministerio para que se efetuem vacinas e
testes para a covid.

As resposras serao publicadas, internacionalmente, junto as respostas recebidas, sem
transtornos, pelos 86 paises ja mencionados.

Incluindo a resposra de que o ministerio da saude brasileiro, nao entendeu a pergunta.
Aguardo ainda a resposta da fiocruz.

Resposta do recurso - Segunda Instancia

Nao ha registro de resposta

Dentncia de descumprimento

Nao ha registro de denuncias de descumprimento.

Dados de Encaminhamento

Nao ha registros de encaminhamento.

Dados de Prorrogagao
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Nao ha registros de prorrogagoes.
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N' G ma || Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

FOI request to Durham Region Health Dept. re: "SARS-COV-2" purification

Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com> Fri, Aug 6, 2021 at 6:07 PM
To: foi@durham.ca

August 6, 2021

To:

The Regional Municipality of Durham

Access and Privacy Office

Legislative Services Division

605 Rossland Road East, Level 1, P.O. Box 623
Whitby, ON L1N 6A3

Dear Regional Clerk,

This is a formal request for access to general records, made under the Municipal Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act.

| have already submitted payment of the $5 application fee via email transfer to payments@durham.ca.

Description of Requested Records:

All studies and/or reports in the possession, custody or control of the Region of Durham Public Health Department
describing the purification (i.e. via filtration and ultra-centrifugation) of any “COVID-19 virus” (aka “SARS-COV-2”,
including any alleged “variants” i.e. “B.1.1.7”, “B.1.351”, “P.1”) directly from a sample taken from a diseased human,
where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney cells
aka Vero cells; fetal bovine serum).

Please note that | am not requesting studies/reports where researchers failed to purify the suspected “virus" and
instead:

e cultured an unpurified sample or other unpurified substance, and/or

¢ performed an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test) on the total RNA from a patient sample or from a cell culture,
or on genetic material from any unpurified substance, and/or

o fabricated a genome based on PCR-detected sequences in the total RNA from a patient sample or from a cell
culture or from any unpurified substance, and/or

¢ produced electron microscopy images of unpurified things in a cell culture.

Clarification of Request

For further clarity, please note | am already aware that according to virus theory a “virus” requires host cells in order to
replicate, and | am not requesting records describing the replication of a “virus” without host cells.

Further, | am not requesting private patient information, or records that describe a suspected “virus” floating in a
vacuum; | am simply requesting records that describe its purification (separation from everything else in the patient
sample, as per standard laboratory practices for the purification of other very small things).

Please also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by your institution or that pertain to work
done at/by your institution. Rather, my request includes any record matching the above description, for example (but
not limited to): any published peer-reviewed study authored by anyone, anywhere, ever that has been downloaded or
printed by your institution.

If any records match the above description of requested records and are currently available to the public elsewhere,

please provide enough information about each record so that | may identify and access each one with certainty (i.e.
title, author(s), date, journal, where the public may access it). Please provide URLs where possible.

1of2 8/6/2021, 6:09 PM



Format:
Electronic (i.e. pdf) documents sent to me via email; | do not wish for anything to be shipped to me.

Name of applicant and address for correspondence
Last name: Massey

First namg;

Address:

Phone:

Email: cmssycifgmail.com

Thank you in advance and best wishes,
Chiristine Massey, M.5c.
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M G ma|| Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Decision (Our File: 2021-171)

FOI <FOI@durham.ca> Thu, Aug 12, 2021 at 9:32 AM
To: Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Hi Christine,

Hope you're doing well. Please find enclosed the Region of Durham’s response to your access
request 2021-171. Our Health Department advised us that Public Health Ontario may have
records you’re seeking.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact us.

Have a wonderful day,

Robyn Bonneau | Privacy Analyst

Access and Privacy Office
, The Regional Municipality of Durham

605 Rossland Rd E, Level 1, Whitby, ON L1N 6A3

DURHAM
REGION robyn.bonneau@durham.ca | 905-668-7711 ext. 2741 | durham.ca

£ |in]¥]o)

From: FOI

Sent: August 9, 2021 2:47 PM

To: 'Christine Massey' <cmssyc@gmail.com>
Subject: Notice of Receipt (Our File: 2021-171)

Hi Christine,

This email is to acknowledge receipt of your access request submitted August 6, 2021, and your
$5 e-transfer payment. We have assigned your request as file number 2021-171.

The Access and Privacy Office will respond to your request according to the provisions of the

1of2 8/12/2021, 3:53 PM
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Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act. If records are retrieved in
response to your request, our office will deliver the records to you in an electronic format.

If you have any questions or would like to communicate with someone about your access
request, please e-mail the Access and Privacy Office at foi@durham.ca or by phone at (905)
668-7711, ext. 2741.

Have a great day,

Robyn Bonneau | Privacy Analyst

Access and Privacy Office
The Regional Municipality of Durham

605 Rossland Rd E, Level 1, Whitby, ON L1N 6A3

-
=
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1
OY
"

robyn.bonneau@durham.ca | 905-668-7711 ext. 2741 | durham.ca

f Jinv]o)

THIS MESSAGE IS FOR THE USE OF THE INTENDED RECIPIENT(S) ONLY AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION
THAT IS PRIVILEGED, PROPRIETARY, CONFIDENTIAL, AND/OR EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER ANY
RELEVANT PRIVACY LEGISLATION. No rights to any privilege have been waived. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, re-transmission, dissemination, distribution, copying, conversion to
hard copy, taking of action in reliance on or other use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient and have received this message in error, please notify me by return e-mail and delete or destroy all
copies of this message.
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DURHAM
REGION

The Regional
Municipality of
Durham

Corporate Services
Department,
Legislative Services

605 Rossland Rd. E.
Level 1

PO Box 623

Whitby, ON L1N 6A3
Canada

905-668-7711
1-800-372-1102
Fax: 905-668-9963

durham.ca

Don Beaton,
BCom, M.P.A.,
Commissioner of
Corporate Services

Sent via Email
August 10, 2021

Christine Massey
cmssyc@gmail.com

Dear Ms. Massey:

Access Request — Decision Letter
Request Number: 2021-171

| am writing regarding your access request made under the Municipal
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (hereafter, ‘the
Act’), received in full by our office on August 9, 2021.

The Region of Durham undertook all reasonable searches in relation to
the information you requested and found no records pertaining to your
request.

| am the person responsible for the decision with respect to your
request. You may request the Information and Privacy Commissioner
(IPC) to review this decision within thirty days from the date of this
letter. The IPC’s address is Suite 1400, 2 Bloor Street East, Toronto,
Ontario, M4W 1A8. The appeal fee is $25.00 payable by cheque or
money order to the Minister of Finance and must be included with your
correspondence.

This completes our processing of your request. Should you have any
questions, please contact the Access and Privacy Office at (905) 668-
7711, ext. 2741 or at foi@durham.ca. We would appreciate you using
the above listed access request number in any future correspondence.

Sincerely,

Cheryl
Bandel for

Ralph Walton
Regional Clerk/Director of Legislative Services

Digitally signed by
Cheryl Bandel for
Date: 2021.08.11
13:46:24 -04'00'
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N' G ma || Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Fwd: Access to Info Request to PHO: studies re isolation of SARS-COV-2

Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com> Thu, Jul 16, 2020 at 5:40 PM
To: privacy@oahpp.ca
Bcc: "<cetaboy@yahoo.com>" <cetaboy@yahoo.com>

July 16, 2020

Ontario Agency for Health Protection and Promotion aka Public Health Ontario (PHO)
480 University Avenue

Suite 300

Toronto ON

M5G 1V2

privacy@oahpp.ca

Dear Freedom of Information and Privacy Coordinator,

This is a Freedom of Information Request for Access to General Records, made under FIPPA.

Description of Requested Records:

All records in the possession, custody or control of the Ontario Agency for Health Protection and Promotion aka Public
Health Ontario (PHO) describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly from a sample taken from a diseased
patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney
cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient).

Please note that | am using "isolation" in the every-day sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s) from
everything else. | am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2" refers instead to:

¢ the culturing of something, or
¢ the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test), or
¢ the sequencing of something.

Please also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by PHO or that pertain to work done by
PHO. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer-reviewed study
downloaded or printed by PHO.

If any records match the above description of requested records and are currently available to the public elsewhere,
please provide enough information about each record so that | may identify and access each record with certainty (i.e.
title, author(s), date, journal, where the public may access it).

Format:
Pdf documents sent to me via email; | do not wish for anything to be shipped to me.

Contact Information:

Last name: Massey

First name: Christine

Address: #221 - 93 George St. S., Brampton ON L6Y 1P4
Phone: 905-965-6254

Email: cmssyc@gmail.com

1of2 8/6/2021, 11:51 AM



Gmail - Fwd: Access to Info Request to PHO: studies re isolation of SARS...

2 of 2

Application Fee:
| will submit a $5 cheque by mail.

Thank you in advance and best wishes,
Christine Massey, M.Sc.
Brampton ON L6Y 1P4

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=80b5ba0454&view=pt&search=al...

8/6/2021, 11:51 AM
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N' G ma || Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Fwd: Access to Info Request to PHO: studies re isolation of SARS-COV-2

Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com> Thu, Oct 1, 2020 at 12:29 PM
To: privacy@oahpp.ca

Dear FOI coordinator,

I am looking forward to PHO's response to my request submitted on July 16, and just wanted to update you with my
new address for your records (although | prefer email communication and don't want anything shipped to me):

21 Keystone Avenue
Toronto ON
M4C 1G9

Cheers and thank you,

Christine
[Quoted text hidden]

lof1l 8/6/2021, 11:52 AM
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l1of3

M Gma|l Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

RE: Your Access Request No. 2020-08

llone Harrison <llone.Harrison@oahpp.ca> Thu, Jun 3, 2021 at 1:04 PM
To: Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Dear Ms. Massey,

Thank you for following up with Public Health Ontario (PHO) about your request for:

All records in the possession, custody or control of the Ontario Agency for Health Protection and Promotion
aka Public Health Ontario (PHO) describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly from a sample
taken from a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of
genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient).

Please note that | am using "isolation" in the every-day sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s)
from everything else. | am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2" refers instead to:

the culturing of something, or
the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test), or

the sequencing of something.

Please also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by PHO or that pertain to
work done by PHO. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published
peer-reviewed study downloaded or printed by PHO.

If any records match the above description of requested records and are currently available to the public
elsewhere, please provide enough information about each record so that | may identify and access each
record with certainty (i.e. title, author(s), date, journal, where the public may access it).

Public Health Ontario recognizes that Freedom of Information (FOI) processes are an important service and a right
for Ontarians, but in these extraordinary circumstances, public health and safety are of utmost importance.
During the COVID-19 pandemic response, our ability to process FOI requests is directly impacted and we continue
to experience delays related to:

e the conduct of full and comprehensive searches for records by program areas which may be prioritizing
critical COVID-19 response activities in connection with the emergency;
e our ability to conduct reviews of those responsive records that have already been received from program

8/6/2021, 11:54 AM
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areas; and

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=80b5ba0454&view=pt&search=al...

e conducting necessary consultations with third parties or other institutions that may be prioritizing work

related to COVID-19 or may be operating at a reduced capacity.

We will continue to make reasonable efforts to process incoming and existing requests. However, please be

advised that your request may take longer than normal to process. We will try our best to keep you updated on

the progress of your request.

Throughout the pandemic, PHO has published a wide range of resources related to COVID-19. In the interim, you

may wish to review these resources. Please visit our main COVID-19 webpage to access them.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Yours truly,

Ilone M. Harrison FIP CIPM CIPP/C CIAPP-P
Privacy Officer

Public Health Ontario | Santé publique Ontario

661 University Avenue, Suite 1701 | 661, Avenue Université, Bureau 1701
Toronto ON M5G 1M1

t: 647-260-7187

e: ilone.harrison@oahpp.ca

From: Christine Massey [mailto:cmssyc@gmail.com]
Sent: June 2, 2021 7:40 PM

To: llone Harrison <llone.Harrison@oahpp.ca>; Privacy <Privacy@oahpp.ca>; Colleen Geiger

<Colleen.Geiger@oahpp.ca>

Subject: Re: FIPPA request to OAHPP/PHO re "vaccine" consent, outcome tracking

Dear llone and Ms. Geiger,

Thank you, my $5.00 application fee payable to Public Health Ontario is in the mail, addressed to 661 University

Avenue.

8/6/2021, 11:54 AM
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Also, almost a year ago, on July 16, 2020, | emailed another request to PHO, asking for records describing the
purification of "SARS-COV-2" from any patient sample in the world. | mailed in a $5 cheque the following day. A
screenshot of the request has been posted on my website for many months:

https://www.fluoridefreepeel.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/F Ol-to-PHO-isolation-July-16-2020-2.jpg

On October 1, 2020 | advised PHO via email of my address change, for your records, and indicated that | still
preferred email communication and still didn't want anything shipped to me, as had been stated in my request. A
screenshot of that email is attached.

According to my bank, PHO cashed the cheque for that request on October 30, 2020. A screenshot of the cheque
and the date of transaction, from my online banking, is attached.

I've still never received any response whatsoever to this request.

| have moved again since, but still prefer email communication and do not want anything shipped to me. Is PHO ever
going to provide their response to that request?

Thank you, best wishes,

Christine

30f3 8/6/2021, 11:54 AM
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N' G ma || Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Your Access Request No. 2020-08

llone Harrison <llone.Harrison@oahpp.ca> Wed, Aug 4, 2021 at 10:47 AM
To: Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

Dear Ms. Massey,

I am writing to you in connection with your request for access to information, specifically for:

All records in the possession, custody or control of the Ontario Agency for Health Protection and Promotion
aka Public Health Ontario (PHO) describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly from a sample
taken from a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of
genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient).

Please note that | am using "isolation" in the every-day sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s)
from everything else. | am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2" refers instead to:

the culturing of something, or
the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test), or

the sequencing of something.

Please also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by PHO or that pertain to work
done by PHO. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer-
reviewed study downloaded or printed by PHO.

If any records match the above description of requested records and are currently available to the public
elsewhere, please provide enough information about each record so that | may identify and access each
record with certainty (i.e. title, author(s), date, journal, where the public may access it).

The type of work described in your request is not done by Public Health Ontario (PHO) and there are no records at
PHO that are responsive to your request.

PHO performs testing for SARS-CoV-2 virus, the virus that causes COVID-19, but the work that PHO does has been
excluded from your request as per paragraph 2. Information about PHO’s COVID-19 testing is available on our
website:

Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) — PCR

Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) — Serology

COVID-19 Virus Variant of Concern (VoC) Surveillance — see SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19 Virus)
Variant of Concern (VoC) Surveillance

8/6/2021, 11:58 AM
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FIPPA section 50(1) allows you to appeal this decision, within 30 days, to the Information and Privacy Commissioner
of Ontario (IPC). The IPC’s contact information is:

2 Bloor Street East

Suite 1400

Toronto, Ontario

M4W 1A8

Telephone: (416) 326-3333 (Toll Free: 1-800-387-0073)

If you decide to appeal, you should provide a copy of your original request and this decision letter. You will also need
to send the IPC an appeal fee of $25.00, by cheque or money order payable to the Minister of Finance.

Please do not hesitate to contact me for clarification or to discuss any aspect of your request or this decision.

Yours truly,

llone M. Harrison FIP CIPM CIPP/C CIAPP-P

Privacy Officer

Public Health Ontario | Santé publique Ontario

661 University Avenue, Suite 1701 | 661, Avenue Université, Bureau 1701

Toronto ON M5G 1M1
t: 647-260-7187

e: ilone.harrison@oahpp.ca
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N' G ma || Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

FOI request to Hastings Prince Edward Public Health re: "SARS-COV-2"
purification

Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com> Wed, Apr 21, 2021 at 10:38 AM
To: poglaza@hpeph.ca, info@hpeph.ca

April 21, 2021

To:

Information Officer

Hastings Prince Edward Public Health
179 North Park Street

Belleville, Ontario

K8P 4P1

613-966-5500 or 1-800-267-2803

Submitted via email to: info@hpeph.ca, poglaza@hpeph.ca

Dear Dr. Piotr Oglaza,

This is a formal request for access to general records, made under the Municipal Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act.

I did not find information on your website re how to submit the $5 application fee during the "pandemic”.
Please advise ASAP, otherwise | will mail a cheque payable to Hastings Prince Edward Public Health, to the
address listed above.

Description of Requested Records:

All studies and/or reports in the possession, custody or control of yourself or Hastings Prince Edward Public Health
describing the purification of any "SARS-COV-2" aka "COVID-19 virus" (including any "variants") (via maceration,
filtration and use of an ultracentrifuge; also referred to at times by some people as "isolation"), directly from a sample
taken from a diseased human, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genetic
material (i.e. monkey kidney cells aka Vero cells; fetal bovine serum).

Please note that | am not requesting studies/reports where researchers failed to purify the suspected "virus" and
instead:

o cultured an unpurified sample or other unpurified substance, and/or

o performed an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test) on all the RNA from a patient sample or from a cell culture, or
on genetic material from any unpurified substance, and/or

e sequenced the total RNA from a patient sample or from a cell culture or from any unpurified substance, and/or

e produced electron microscopy images of unpurified things.

Clarifications re my request

For further clarity, please note | am already aware that according to virus theory a "virus" requires host cells in order to
replicate, and | am not requesting records describing the replication of a "virus" without host cells.

Further, | am not requesting records that describe a suspected "virus" floating in a vacuum; | am simply requesting

records that describe its purification (separation from everything else in the patient sample, as per standard
laboratory practices for the purification of other small things).

1of2 7/9/2021, 6:31 PM



Flease also note that my request is not for private patient information and not limited to records that wers
authored by yourself or Hastings Prince Edward Public Health or that pertain to work done at'by Hastings Prince
Edward Public Health. Rather, my request incdudes any record matching the above description, for example (but
mat fimited to} any published peer-reviewed study authored by anyone, anywhere that has been downloaded or printed
by yourself and relied on as evidence of a disease-causing "vinus".

If any records match the abowe description of requested records and are currently available to the public elsewhere,
please provide encugh information about each record so that | may identify and access each one with certainty (i.e.
tithe, author(s), date, journal, where the public may access it). Please provide URLs where possible.

Format:

Pdf documents sent to me via email; | do not wish for anything to be shipped to me.

Contact Information:
Last name: Massey

First namg;

Address:

Phone:

Email: emssyci@gmail.com

Thank you in advance and best wishes,
Chiristine Massey, M.5c.
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M G ma|| Christine Massey <cmssyc@gmail.com>

FOI Request

Dr. Piotr Oglaza <POglaza@hpeph.ca> Fri, Jul 9, 2021 at 4:41 PM
To: cmssyc@gmail.com
Cc: Nancy McGeachy <NMcGeachy@hpeph.ca>

Ms. Massey,
Please find attached a letter regarding your FOI request received in April, 2021.

As you will see in the letter, we do not have the information you are looking for so we will shred
the cheque you sent in the amount of $5.00. The cheque will not be cashed.

Apologies for the lateness of this response.

Thank you
Piotr

Piotr Oglaza MD, CPHI(C), MPH, CCFP, FRCPC
Medical Officer of Health and CEO

Hastings Prince Edward Public Health

179 North Park Street, BELLEVILLE, ON K8P 4P1

Ph: 613-966-5500 Ext 200, Fax: 613-966-4290

Email: poglaza@hpeph.ca

Website: hpePublicHealth.ca

HASTINGS PRINCE EDWARD

K Ao 5 bubiic Heaith

Please note our offices are now open for clinical services by appointment only. Check out our website for the latest
information.

Sent from HPEPH Mail Services

Disclaimer: This is intended for the addressee indicated above. It may contain information
that is privileged, confidential,or otherwise protected from disclosure under The Municipal
Freedom of Information and Privacy Protection Act. Any review, dissemination, or use of its
contents by persons other than the addressee is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
in error, please notify us immediately.

@ CM-FOI-Request-Response-Letter-July9-2021.pdf

1of2 7/9/2021, 6:30 PM
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Main Office - Belleville
179 North Park Street, Belleville, ON KEP 4P1

Y
el by T: 613-966-5500 |1-BO0D-267-2803 | F: 613-966-9418
HASTIMNGS PRINCE EDWARD TTY: 711 or 1-800-267-6511

Public Health hpePublicHealth.ca
July 09, 2021
Ms. Christine Massey Via email: emssyc@gmail .com

Dear Ms. Massey:

Re: Information Inguiry Submitted on April 29, 2021

| am unahble to provide a response to your inquiry as we are not in possession of the
information you have requested. You may wish to contact the Public Health Lab of
Ontario to inquire whether they can provide you with the information you are seeking.

| apologize for the significant delay in responding o this request. As you can imagine,
there are significant competing pressures on staff time as we work to respond to
numerous inquines from the public, deliver vaccine clinics throughout the community,
continue to manage cases and contacts, and deliver regular public health programs.
Your pafience is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Pio{f/Oglaza, MD, CPHI(C), CCFP, MPH, FRCPC

Medical Officer of Health and CEQ
Hasfings Prince Edward Public Health

POMMeal

Morth Hastings Prince Edward County Quinte West
1P Mamor Ln., L1-024, PO Bax 95, Bancroft, ON KIL 1C0 Suite 1, 35 Bridge 51, Picton, ON KOK 2700 499 Dundas Sc W, Trenton, ON KBV 6C4
T: 6133324555 | F: 613-332-5418 T: 613-476-7d71 | F: 613-476-2912 T: 613-324-4831 | F: 613-965-6535



Fwd: Freedom of information - TL1S - FOI 11035 - Final response

Tue, Jul 27, 2021 at 3:48 AM

Toc christinemi@fluoridefreepeel.ca

- TL15 - FOl 11035 - Final response

Good moming,

The Trust has now completed collation of data to support a response o your recent Freedom of Information
reguests for Pennine Acute NHS Trust and Salford Royal MHS Foundation Trust.

Details requested have been attached to this email.

As part of the disclosure log, all responses to Freedom of Information requests are posted on the Trust's website.
Please click on the link below io view the response to your request.

hitpa:ffenww.2rft mha.uliabout-usfreedom-of-nformation/andrPenfryid 34=2180538q=0%7T=11135%7e

Please click on the comesponding Trusts tab to view the information.

We trust these details will assist with your enguiries. If we can be of any further assistance in the future please do
not hesitate to contact us again.

Questionnairs

As a Trust we are keen to monitor and improve the services we offer. We'd be grateful if you could take the time to
answer the following questions and provide us with any other feedback that may assist us with this process:

Were you satisfied with the handling of your request? YES/NO




Gmail - Fwd: Freedom of information - TL1S - FOI 11035 - Final response https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=80b5ba0454&view=pt&search=al...

Was your request handled in a timely manner? YES/NO

Were you provided with sufficient information to assist you with your request? YES/NO

Yours Sincerely

Freedom of Information Office

Digital

Northern Care Alliance

Salford/North Manchester/Oldham/Rochdale/Fairfield

Team Tel: Please note our offices are closed for the foreseeable future. The best way to contact the team is
via email or Microsoft teams

From: PennineFOl atSalford
Sent: 11 June 2021 07:54
Subject: RE: Freedom of information - TL1S - FOI 11035 - ack

Good morning,

With reference to your request made under the Freedom of Information Act, Salford Royal NHS Foundation Trust
acknowledges receipt of your request for information and informs you that the process has been instigated. Our
Reference number should be used in all future correspondence.

In accordance with Trust policy and the requirements of the Freedom of Information Act 2000, a period of 20
working days is assigned for processing your request. [Working days within the NHS refers to Mon-Fri.] We will
provide you with an explanation if we find that there is any reason why this period may extend beyond the period
prescribed by the Act.

Please contact us if you have any queries regarding the procedure.

Kind regards,

Freedom of Information Office

2of4 7/27/2021, 10:04 AM
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Digital
Northern Care Alliance

Salford/North Manchester/Oldham/Rochdale/Fairfield

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=80b5ba0454&view=pt&search=al...

Team Tel: Please note our offices are closed for the foreseeable future. The best way to contact the team is via

email or Microsoft teams

From: Ryan Kate (Microbiology) <kate.ryan@srft.nhs.uk>
Sent: 10 June 2021 10:31
Cc: Freedom of information request <FreedomOf.InformationRequest@srft.nhs.uk>

Subject: RE: Freedom of information - TL1S - FOI 11035

| have referred your request to the Freedom of Information department.

Kind Regards,

Kate Ryan

Microbiology Service Manager

Pathology at Wigan and Salford (PAWS)
Salford Royal NHS Foundation Trust

Salford Care Organisation

Part of the Northern Care Alliance NHS Group
tel: 0161 206 5025 (Internal extension: 65025)
mobile: 07970268833

Trust email: kate.ryan@srft.nhs.uk

NHS email: paws.microbiology@nhs.net

PA for Microbiology — Diane Lancaster ( 0161 206 5030 diane.lancaster@srft.nhs.uk)

Sent: 09 June 2021 21:02
To: Ryan Kate (Microbiology) <kate.ryan@srft.nhs.uk>

Subject: Freedom of information

7/27/2021, 10:04 AM
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Hi Kate,

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=80b5ba0454&view=pt&search=al...

Under the freedom of information Act | would like to know the number of cycles you have been using on the PCR
test (Polymerase Chain Reaction) test as standard, and if that number has been changed at any time for whatever

reason.

| would also like to know how many children under the age of 16 have been logged as a death from SARSCoV2,

without any underlying health issues.

And can you tell me if you have any records of SARSCoV2 going through Koch’s postulates?

Kind regards

The UK

Sent from my iPhone

3 attachments

&3 PCR Testing - 09 07 2021.pdf
— 194K

&> NCA FOI COVID 19 responses 080721.pdf
— 258K

B B

;j NCA FOI Response Report - FOI 11135 - Final.pdf
— 154K

7/27/2021, 10:04 AM



Saving lives, m

Improving lives Northern Care Alliance
— C NHS Group

Freedom of Information Report BZe]FEkkKH]

Question (dated:09/06/2021)
Requestor Category: Individual

| would like to know the number of cycles you have been using on the PCR (polymerase
chain reaction) test as standard and if that number has ever been changed at any time for
whatever reason.

| would also like to know how many children with under the age of 16 have been logged as
a death from SARSCoV2 without any underlying health issues.

Can you also tell me if you have any records of SARSCoV2 going through Koch’s
Postulates.

Response — Salford Royal NHS Foundation Trust

All COVID-19 related information for the Trust is published online (including PCR
testing). In line with section 21 of the Freedom of Information Act, please visit the
link below to access the information requested

https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-
information/randr/?entryid34=217656&q=0%7epcr%7e

https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-
information/randr/?esctl2071478directoryviewpager p=1&entryid34=205243&q=0%7efoi+c

ovid%7e



https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-information/randr/?entryid34=217656&q=0%7epcr%7e
https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-information/randr/?entryid34=217656&q=0%7epcr%7e
https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-information/randr/?esctl2071478directoryviewpager_p=1&entryid34=205243&q=0%7efoi+covid%7e
https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-information/randr/?esctl2071478directoryviewpager_p=1&entryid34=205243&q=0%7efoi+covid%7e
https://www.srft.nhs.uk/about-us/freedom-of-information/randr/?esctl2071478directoryviewpager_p=1&entryid34=205243&q=0%7efoi+covid%7e

Saving lives, m

Improving lives Northern Care Alliance
— C NHS Group

Salford | Oldham | Bury | Rochdale | North Manchester

Ercllelolpa ol Mlai{elsaElile]gRE{=10le]s®@ COVID-19 RELATED FIGURES

COVID- 19 death figures are reported daily on the NHS England website. In line with
section 21 of the Freedom of Information Act, please visit the link below to access the
information requested

https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/statistical-work-areas/covid-19-daily-deaths/

e the number of patients in hospital with COVID including those in mechanical
ventilation

the number of patients admitted to hospital with COVID

the number of patients diagnosed in hospital with COVID

the number of patients discharged from hospital and

staffing absences

hospital admissions,

number of Adult G&A beds; occupied by COVID patients; occupied by non-COVID
patients, unoccupied

number of all beds occupied by COVID patients

e number of MV beds occupied by COVID patients

are also reported via the link below

https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/statistical-work-areas/covid-19-hospital-activity/

Cause of death is not recorded on our clinical systems and would be recorded on an
individual's death certificate. To review all death certificates issued over this time period to
establish the primary cause of death is estimated will take in excess of time expectations of
the Freedom of Information Act. The Trust therefore sites section 12(1) and is unable to
provide a response to this request.

Break down per Care Organisation and Hospital

Patients (March 2020 Patients (Jan 2021 —
— December 2020) March 2021
Bury and Rochdale Care
Organisation (Fairfield General
Hospital and Rochdale Infirmary) 12 12
Oldham Care Organisation (The
Royal Oldham Hospital) 16 35
North Manchester Care Organisation
(North Manchester General Hospital) 88 <10

T o



https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/statistical-work-areas/covid-19-daily-deaths/
https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/statistical-work-areas/covid-19-hospital-activity/

Saving lives, m

Improving lives Northern Care Alliance
B S NHS Group

Salford | Oldham | Bury | Rochdale | North Manchester

The total number of patients who have died with a positive COVID-19 test within 28 days of
their death with no previous existing health conditions between March 2020 and 8
December 2020 at Salford Royal NHS Foundation Trust is <10

The total number of patients who have died with a positive COVID-19 test within 28 days of
their death with no previous existing health conditions between January 2021 and March
2021 at Salford Royal NHS Foundation Trust is <10

The Trust applies an exemption under section 41 (1) of the Freedom of Information Act
(Information provided in confidence in relation to patients that are deceased and are not
afforded rights under the GDPR) and has not provided any figures less than 10.

The Trust is unable to differentiate between those who died with or from COVID-19.
However, in the spirit of the FOI Act, the Trust is able to provide the following information of

the total number of patients who have died with a positive COVID-19 test within 28 days of
their death:

432 patient’s deaths have been submitted into the Covid-19 Patient Notification System
(CPNS) via NHS England within the time frame of March 2020 to the 16" of December
2020 at Fairfield General Hospital

155 patient’s deaths have been submitted into the Covid-19 Patient Notification System
(CPNS) via NHS England within the time frame of March 2020 to the 22" of January 2021
at the Royal Oldham Hospital

**Figures for April to July 2021 will be published by the end of September 2021 (exempt
under section 22 of the FOI Act — intended for future publication)

T o




Saving lives, m

Improving lives Northern Care Alliance
— C NHS Group

Freedom of Information Report Bge]NEkkVI:]

Question (dated:09/06/2021)
Requestor Category: Individual

1. I would like to know the number of cycles you have been using on PCR (Polymerase
Chain Reaction) test as standard and if that number has ever been changed at
anytime for whatever reason.

2. | would also like to know how many children under the age of 16 have been logged
as a death from SARSCov2 without any underlying health issues.

3. And can you tell me if you have any records of SARSCov2 going through Koch's
Postulates.

Response — Salford Royal Foundation Trust

1. I'would like to know the number of cycles you have been using on PCR (Polymerase
Chain Reaction) test as standard and if that number has ever been changed at
anytime for whatever reason.

The Trust uses the following Commercial CE IVD assays - Hologic Panther,
Cepheid, BD Max, Abbott Alinity, Abbott M2000 and AusDiagnostics Hi-Plex.
The number of thermal cycles across all the platforms in use varies slightly
and the maximum is 42; the parameters for all these assays are available from
the commercial suppliers. The Trust does not alter them for any reason.

2. | would also like to know how many children under the age of 16 have been logged
as a death from SARSCov2 without any underlying health issues.

There were no children under the age of 16 who died within 28 days of a
positive COVID-19 test result.

3. And can you tell me if you have any records of SARSCov2 going through Koch's
Postulates.

The Trust has not recorded any cases going through Koch's Postulates.

- =




Saving lives, m

Improving lives Northern Care Alliance
— C NHS Group

Response — Pennine Acute Hospitals NHS Trust

1. | would like to know the number of cycles you have been using on PCR (Polymerase
Chain Reaction) test as standard and if that number has ever been changed at
anytime for whatever reason.

The Trust uses the following Commercial CE IVD assays - Hologic Panther,
Cepheid, BD Max, Abbott Alinity, Abbott M2000 and AusDiagnostics Hi-Plex.
The number of thermal cycles across all the platforms in use varies slightly
and the maximum is 42; the parameters for all these assays are available from
the commercial suppliers. The Trust does not alter them for any reason.

2. | would also like to know how many children under the age of 16 have been logged
as a death from SARSCov2 without any underlying health issues.

The Trust is unable to provide figures of those who have died from COVID-19.
In the spirit of the FOI Act, the Trust can provide information on those with a
positive COVID 19 test within 28 days of death.

There were less than 10 children who died within 28 days of a positive COVID-
19 test result.

The Trust applies an exemption under section 41 (1) of the Freedom of
Information Act (Information provided in confidence in relation to patients that
are deceased and are not afforded rights under the GDPR) and has not
provided any figures less than 10.

3. And can you tell me if you have any records of SARSCov2 going through Koch's
Postulates.

The Trust has not recorded any cases going through Koch's Postulates.




On Wednesday, February 24th, 2021 at 10:15 PM. I _ wrote:

Dear Health Ministars,

| am writing to you on advice from the Australian Department of Health (the Department) to seek clarification on information requested in a
Freedom of Information (FOI) request that was sent to the Department.

The Department's initial response on 24th August 2020 (attached: "Initial FOI 1937 Response"), stated: "To obtain the information you are
seeking please direct your request to the various State and territory Departments of Health”.

After further correspondence between the FOI author and the Department, a more formal response was given (attached: "FOI 1937"), yet
the outcome remained the same.

| am therefore writing to you to on initial advice by the Department of Health to confirm whether you do hold the information requested in
the onginal request to the Department, as shown in attachment "FOI 1937" and pasted again below:

"All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Health describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly
from a sample taken from a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genefic material
(i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient). Please note that | am using "tsolation” in the every-day
sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s) from everything else. [ am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2"
refers instead fo:

[&] the culturing of something,

or the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),

[&] or the sequencing of something.

Flease also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by The Department of Health or that pertain to work done by
The Department of Health. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer reviewed study that
The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.”

| look forward to your response.




Cnginal Message
On Wednesday, May 2Gth, 2021 at 12:56 PM, MOH-GIPA <MOH-GIPAT health.nsw.gov.au> wrote:

oe=

Please find attached comespondence with regard to your recent imguiry.
Kind regards

Lisa Yozghatlian
GIPA Officer | Corporate Governance and Risk Management, Legal and Regulatory Services
MNSW Ministry of Health | 1 Reserve Road | 5t Leonards, New South Wales 2065

warw.heabth.nsw.gov.au

Wik

ﬁ;smﬂ Health

This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient, please delete it and notify the sender.

Views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, and are not necessarily the views of NSW
Health ar any of its entities.

= GiFAz1-50 | lC - not hotd - information publicly available - 25 May 2021.pdf
167K
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GOVERMMENT

File Ma: GIPA21/50
Doc Mo: G21/852

Informal request for information

| refer to your informal request for information held by the NSW Ministry of Health for the
following information:

“All records in the possession, custody or confrol of The Department of Healih
deszcribing the izalafion of 3 SARS-COV-2 wvirus, direclly from a sample taken from a
dizeased patieni where the pafient zample wasz not first combined with any other
sowurce of genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cellz; lung cells from a
hung cancer pafient). Fiease nofe that I am weing “Tzolation” in fhe every-day senze of
fthe word: the act of separafing a thing(s) from everything elze. | am not requesting
records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2* refers instead fo:

= the culturing of zomething,
= Or the performance of an amplification ftest (i.e. a3 PCR fesf],
= Or the zequencing of something.

Plzasze alzo note that my request is not imited to records that were authored by The
Department of Health or thal pertain fo work done by The Deparimeni of Health. My
reguest includes any sorf of record, for example (but nof imited to) any published peer
reviewed sfudy thaf The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.”

Preliminary searches for information were undertaken by the relevant areas within the Ministry
of Health, and it was confirmed, that from cur understanding of the scope of your application,
we do not hold the information requested.

It has been suggested internally that you contact NSW Health Pathology to discuss your
request further to determine whether they may or may not hold any relevant information.

Howevwer, information has been identified that may assist with your inquiry this information is
publicly available.

Information publicly available

The following imformation is publicly available. Please find below resources that may be of use
to answer queries the Ministry has received in regards fto SARS-COV-2 testing. They are:

MSW Ministry of Hesith

ABHW 52 857 EB9E30

1 Reserve Road, St Leorands NSW 203
Locksd Riail 3&51!:309: Leonards KEW 1350
"'-:I.-::I.l|'9351 SO0 FM.::O.1|9351 SHod
Wensite woaw health.now pov.au



e https://www.pathology.health.nsw.gov.au/covid-19-info/covid-19-testing-information
e https://www.health.nsw.gov.au/Infectious/covid-19/communities-of-
practice/Pages/clinical-guidance-and-resources.aspx

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the Ministry’s GIPA office via
email to MOH-GIPA@health.nsw.gov.au.

Yours sincerely
K /W{cﬁ%'fav

Sonia Makira
GIPA Specialist, Corporate Governance & Risk Management

Date: 25 May 2021


https://www.pathology.health.nsw.gov.au/covid-19-info/covid-19-testing-information
https://www.health.nsw.gov.au/Infectious/covid-19/communities-of-practice/Pages/clinical-guidance-and-resources.aspx
https://www.health.nsw.gov.au/Infectious/covid-19/communities-of-practice/Pages/clinical-guidance-and-resources.aspx

,E} NACIOMALNI LABORATORI) ZA
W ZDRAVIE, OKOLJE IN HRANO

SKLIPKE STROKOWNE SLLZEE

Datum; 15.3.2021
Stevilka: 161-0-T-1J2-3/2021

Macionalni laborator] za zdravje, ckolje in hrano, Prvomajska ulica 1, Maribor, ki ga zastopa
direkiorica mag. Tjada Zehar Cretnik, dr. med., spec., izdaja na podlagi prvega odstavka 21
éena ter drugega odstavka 22. &lena Zakona o dostopu do informacij javnega znacaja (Ur. |, st
RS, 51/06 - UPB-2 in 117106 - ZdavP-2, 2312014, 50/2014) in na podlagi éetriega odstavka 26
tlena Sklepa o ustanovitvi Nacionalmega laboratorija za zdravie, ckolie in hrano (Etev. 01403-

26/2013/4 z dne 25, T. 2013}, v upravni zadeyi destopa do informacl) javnega znaéaja po vioZeni
zahtevi prosilca

oDLOCBO
o dalni zavrnltvi zahteve za dostop do informacije javnega znataja

1. Zahfevi za dostop do informacij javnags znacaja pmﬁil_ vioEeni dne
0.2.2021, s e delnougodivdelu, ki se nanasa na cepiva proli bolezni Covid-19

2.\ ostalem se zahlevo prosilca zavrne.

3. Macionalni laboratori] za zdravje, okolje in hrano in prosilec krijeta veak svoje stroske
postopka.

Obrazlofitew:

Prosilec je dne 9.2.2021 na Nacionalni laboratorij za zdravije, okolfje in hrano { v nadaljevanju:
MLZOH ) v alektronski poBli naslovil Zahtevo za dostop do informacij javnega znataja. Zaradi
molka MLZOH se je prosiec pritoZil, zato je Informaciiski pooblaiéensec NLZOH pozval k
odleéitvi v skladu 2 ZDIJZ oz sporofile, zakaj odlofba ni bila izdana pravoéasno, &e za to
obstajgjo opraviéani razlogi.

Viagated| j& na NLZOH naslovil zahtevo s sledeo veebino:

A Virus SARS-CoV-2 (v nadaljevanju: Virus) in bolezen Covid-12 (v nadaljevanju: C19)

10. Glede na z drfavnimi predpisi dologenimi viogo in namenom ter pomenom NLZOH na
podrotju javnega zdravia, Viagatel] domneva, da je NLZOH v lastnem laboratorju dokazal
fizitni obsto] Virusa iz vzorcev okufenin cseb ob upodtevanju Kochovih infgli Riverevih
postulatoy, zate Viagatel| od NLZOH Viagatel] pricakuje listinsko informacijo, v kateri NLZOH
to izkazuje.

11, Ce NLZOH fizitni obstoj Virusa ni dokazal, Viagatel] pritakuje, da mu NLZOH prediozi
listinsko informacijo laboratorja, ki jo dokazal fizitni obsto] Virusa,

12. Ce fizidni obstoj Virusa (sploh) ni laboraladijske dokazan po Kochovih infali Riverjevih
posfulatih, Viagatelj od NLZOH pritakuje listinsko informacijo. ki (kakorkoll) dokazuje obsto)
Virusa

13. Ali s& je celotna (izolirana) DMA sekvenca Virusa pridobila iz okufenin pacientov ali
ragunalnidko z algoriimi iz vzoroev vzelih iz genske banke? Viagate] priéakuje, da mu

Prvomagks uica 1, 2000 Morkbor, T: 1021 45 60 282, B: K1 45 09 225 B msgnirchal Sl i
Maciorali inboralorl] b e, ohelje I heano, Frvomaishs wica 1, 2000 Marbor —— F“;z“_
1D 2a DOV: 51 9651 295, TR 25601 100- 600004 3765, BIC: ESLISIZE, Banka Sowenije SO 0GR ke e
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SKUPNE STROKOVNE SLUZBE

NLZOH predlozi listinsko informacijo kdo je prvi izvedel celotno (biokemiéno karakterizacijo)
DNA sekvenco virusa?

14. Ali so bili opravljeni vsi potrebni kontrolni eksperimenti, da se izloéi moznost, da ta
sekvencéna struktura, i.e. genetski sev, Ki je pripisan temu virusu, ne izvira iz drugega vira in
da je neskodljiv?

15. Ali so bili opravljene vse potrebne kontrole, da se izlo€i, da eksperimentalna priprava, i.e.
okuzba celi¢ne kulture (e.g. VeroE6 celice/celice iz jeter opic), s katero se je obdelala celi€ha
kultura, ni posledica afekta, ki bi se tako pomotoma pripisal zaznavanju virusa?

16. Glede na (uradno) informacijo, da Virus povzroéa C19, Vlagatelj od NLZOH pri€akuje
listinsko informacijo, ki pri ljudeh to vzroénost Virusa in C19 dokazuje.

17. Ali NLZOH pri odkrivanju Virusa s PCR testom uporablja Corman-Drostenov protokol ali
kateri drug protokol? Vlagatelj od NLZOH pri¢akuje ali pritrditev ali listinsko informacijo o
protokolu, ki ga pri svojem delu uposteva NLZOH.

18. Glede na zapis v javno dostopni informaciji “PCR testi so zanesljivi.” avtorjev Petra
Vovko, mikrobiologinja v sodelovanju z Majo Bombek Ihan ter Matjazem Reteljem, da gre za
osebna/strokovna mnenja in ne nujno mnenja delodajalca (NLZOH), in v kateri je navedeno,
da se za detekcijo Virusa s PCR testom opravi 40 ciklov (pomnozevanj) kratkih zaporedij
DNA, medtem ko Corman-Drostenov protokol navaja 45 ciklov.

18.1. NLZOH naj Vlagatelju pojasni, zakaj ta razlika, ali je znanstveno/strokovno ali drugaée
utemeljena, ter Viagatelju predlozi listinsko informacijo utemeljitve odstopanja.

18.2. NLZOH naj Vlagatelju pojasni, ali dosledno in ves ¢as od marca 2020 pri detekciji
Virusa s PCR testom uposteva navodila proizvajalcev glede Stevila.

18.3. NLZOH naj Vlagatelju pojasni, ali dosledno in ves éas od marca 2020 uporablja na
isti/enaki napravi isto Stevilo ciklov za detekcijo Virusa.

18.4. Ce je NLZOH spreminjal $tevilo ciklov, naj Viagatelju predlozi listinsko informacijo o
razlogih in ciljih spreminjanja Stevila ciklov ter o rezultatih odkrivanja in potrjevanja Virusa z
razliénim Stevilom pomnozevanj kratkih zaporedij DNA.

19. V javno dostopni informaciji “PCR testi so zanesljivi.” je navedeno: "Vrednost Ct je
zaporedna Stevilka cikla, pri katerem signal vzorca doseze prag, ki je potreben za pozitiven
rezultat. Ce je Ct nizek, je bilo v vzorcu veliko virusnih genov. Ce je Ct visok, je bilo v vzorcu
malo virusnih genov.”.

19.1. Ker Vlagatelju ni jasno, v kaksni povezavi so navedbe v javno dostopni informaciji
“PCR testi so zanesljivi.” s “standardnimi” 40 Ct, od NLZOH pri¢akuje pojasnilo, ali kljub
vsemu obstaja minimum pomnozevanj, ki dokazuje prisotnost Virusa in s tem pozitivnost
testirane osebe, ter maksimum pomnoZevanj, ki dokazuje odsotnost Virusa in s tem
negativnost testirane osebe7?, kot npr. Ct 35 za pozitivhost in Ct 40 za negativnost?

19.2. Ali PCR odkrije celotno sekvenco domnevnega virusa?

19.3. Ali je "koli¢ina” Virusa merljiva in e, kako?

19.4. Ali Ze vsaka dokazana “koli¢ina” Virusa dokazuje okuzenost z Virusom?

19.5. Ali lahko PCR ¢&asovno dologi, kdaj je €lovek pridobil virus?

19.6. Ali lahko PCR najde virusne delce iz preteklih okuzb?

19.7. Ali lahko PCR zazna druge sorodne koronaviruse?

Skupne strokovne sluzbe

Prvomajska ulica 1, 2000 Maribor, T: (02) 45 00 252, F: (02) 45 00 225, E: sss@nlzohsi
Nacionalni laboratorij 2a zdravje, okolje in hrano, Prvomajska ulica 1, 2000 Maribor

ID za DDV: SI19651295, TRR: SI5601100-6000043285, BIC: BSLISI2X, Banka Slovenije 1ISO9001 Q-229

i




ZDRAVIE, OKOLJE IN HRAND

SHIENE STROKIWVME SLUZBE

@3 NACIONALNI LABORATORI) ZA

18.8. Ali ze vsaka s PCR testom ugotovijena prisatnost Virusa pri neki osebi, ne glede na
“kolitinog” Virusa, de faclo 2e pomeni obolelost te osebe s G187

18.9. Ce vzorec preverimao s PCR tastom pri 30 Ctin isli vzeres testiramo pri 40 Ct, bo
vrednost enaka ali bo vplivalo na rezultat, ter bi falel reference do teh podatkov?

20. Viapatel| prilaga kopijo {(anonimiziranega) izvida o prisolnosti oz, detekciji Virusa pri
osebi, ki ga je opravil Inétitut za mikrobiclogijo in imunologijo iz Ljubljane (IMI).

20.1. Viagatelj, izhajajod iz predioZenaga izvida testiranja in ker iz javno destopnih viesy In
infermacij ni mogel razbrati in z gotovostjo wgotoviti, od NLZOH prigakuje, da mu pradicZ]
listingkeo informacijo, ki vsebuje navedbo driavnega predpisa, na podlagi katersga je 1ML
take kot MLZOH po 23.c Zlenu ZNB, javno poobladéen za izvajanje mikrabicloskin
preizkuianj na podrodju medicinske mikrobiologiie za potrebe REvajalcev zdravsivens
dejavnosti, ter od ECOC priznan nacionalni referendni laboratori).

20.2. Viagatelj, ki mu v izvidu, po laiénem preprifanju, manjka vsaj podatek o Stevilu
opravijenih pomnoZevan], od NLZOH prigakuje, da mu prediodi listinsko informacijo - predpis
oz. akt, ki dologa vsebino izvida tesfiranja oz. izvida neposrednega dokazovanja Virusa, ter
predioZ tudi en primerek lastnega (anonimizirznega) izvida dejansko opravijenega
dakazovanja Virusa.

20.3. Viagatelj od NLZOH pridakuje, da mu navede dejansko skupno Stevilo (vseh)
opravljenih PCR testiranj ter skupno Stevilo (vseh) testiranih oseb (i} v letu 2020 in (i} v
januarju 2021,

B. Cepivo proti C18 (v nadaljevanju: Cepivo)

21. Je NZLOH kakorkoli sodeloval 2 EMA pri izbiri ter kontroli in potrjevanju Cepiva, in e,
kako? Viagatelj od NZLOH pridakuje ali pisno zanikanje sodelovanja ali predioZitew listinskih
informacij, ki izkazujeje sodalovanje NZLOH z EMA,.

22. Je MLZOH, pred dejanskim polrjevanjem Cepiva vsakega proizvajalca v promel oz
uporabo na podrodju RS, samostojno in neodvisno ali po nalegu JAZMP analizno preskusil
Cepivo, bodisi kot redno badisi kot izredno kontrolo kakovosti Cepiva?

221. Ce DA, Viagate] od NLZOH pricakuje listinsko informacijo o opravijani konfroli
kakovosti Cepiva vseh proizvajalcey.

222 (e ME, Viagatel] od NLZOH pricakuje lstinske mformacio o opravijeni kontroli
kakovosti Cepiva vseh proizvajaicev od (evropskega) uradnega kontrolnega laboratorija, ki je
opravil kontrodo kakovost.

23. Ali je NZLOH pri dolofanju redne in izredne kontrole kakovosti ter nerutinskih ali
posebnih preskusov samostojna in suverena indtitucija, ali je podrejena nekemu drugemu in
katersmu crgany oz entitet, ter, ali lahke predlaga nenutinske ali posabne preskuse civilna
dru#ba in pod kak&nimi pogeii?

Viagatel] pricakuje od NLZOH, javnega zavoda z igiemno pomembnimi pooblastll in
nalegami na podrodju jawnega zdravia in tudi v viogi nacionalnega referenénega laboralorlja,
da bo

- Viagatelju odgovoril na v tej zahtevi postavijena vpraganja,

- Viagatelju prediodil zahtevane listinske informacije, bodisi v obliki elekironskin zapisov
{word, PDF) ali prepisov (kopijaiscan) listin bodisi v obliki elektronskih povezav do spletnih
strani, na katerih bodo relevantne listinska informacije Viagatelju prosto dosegljive, ter

- Vlagateljeve zahtevke po informacijab v obliki vpradanj ali listin, ki ne sodijo v dalavno
podrofje NLZOH, nemudoma odstopil pristejni indtitucijl ali {drzavnemu) organy, Viagatelju
pa hkrati posredoval dopis o odstopljianih zadeva plsno cbvestl.

- V5@ pisne odpravke NZLOH pricakuje Viagatel na e-nasiov ||| NG
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Zahtevi za informacijo javnega znafsja se ugodi v delu, ki se nanaga na informacije o cepivih,
tako, da se mu odgovor posreduje na elekironski nas|
 ostalem se prosiléeva zahteva za informacijo javnega Inacaja Zavime.

Pa dolotilu 4. dlena Zakona o dostopu do informacij javnega znadaja je informacijia javnega
znacaja informacija, ki izvira iz delovnega podrodja organa, nahaja pa se v obliki dokumenta,
zadeve, dosjeja, registra, evidence ali drugega dokumentamega gradival v nadalinjem besediiu:
dokurnent ), ki ga je orgen izdelsl sam, v sodelovanju z drugim organcm, ali pridobil od drugih
osab.

Z dokumenti, zaprofenimi pod tofkami 10. do 17, NLZOH ne razpolaga v taksni obliki, ki jo
zahteva prosilec, ker MLZOH za diagnostike Covid18 ne uporablja gojitvenih meted, temvet za
dokazovanje virusna RNK v kuininah uporablja teste, ki so validirani, imajo CE-IVD oznako,
izvaja jih od prvega dne epidemije po profokolih proizvajalca, pred uporabo jih werificira po
intarnih navodilih 2za delo, ki so izkljuéno namenjeni |aboratorijskemu osebju in 5o opradeljeni kot
poslovne skriviosi, zato prosilca napotuje na svetovni splet, kier so &tevilni peer-viewed &lanki, v
katenh je opisano gojenje virusa SARS-CoV-2 na celiénih kulturah,

¥ nadaljevanju prosilec prosi za pojasnila ( . 18, in 18, ). Ob tem NLZOH pojasnivje, da
gkladno & 4 dlenom ZOLJZ informacio jawnega znadaja predstavija samo dokument, ki Ze
obstaja v nekl materialni obliki oz. tisli dokument, ki ga je organ v okviru svojege delovnaga
podrodja #e izdelal oz. pridobil in ga ni dolzan ustvariti Sele na podlagi zahteve, Pojasnilo tako
ne predstavija informacije javnega znacaja, saj to ni dokument, s katedm bi NLZOH 2e
razpolagal.

W ozvezl s 1€ 20 prosilfavih vpragan| je pofrebno pojasniti, da NLZOH ni pristojen za
interpretacie izvidov drugih izvajalcev, da izvid vsebuje posebne wrste esebnih podathow,
katerega razkrifje bi pomenilo kritev varstva osabnih podatkov, vsebina izvida je dolocena v
Praviiniku o pogojh, ki jih morajo izpoinjevati laboratoriji za izvajanje preiskav na podrodju
laboratoripske medicine, podatki o skupnem &tevilu opraviienih PCR testiran] in skupnem stevilu
testiranih oseb so vsakodnevno objavijeni na tiskoynih konferencah Viade RS in na hitpsicovid-
19.sledilnik.orgislistats.

Ob tem velja 8e poudariti, da upoftavaje naloge, ki jih NLZOH v skladu s 23, élenom Zakona o
zdravstveni dejavnosl izvaja, ni organ, ki bi izvajal naloge chlasti in ob znani epidemiclosk
situaciji priprava zahtevnih strokovnih pajasnil e dodatno abremenjuje vrhunski strokovni kader,
ki mora biti na razpolago za izvajanje zakanskih nalog.

Upoétevaje vee zgoraj ugolovijeno je odioleno kot izhaa iz izreka.

Macionalni laborator za zdravie, okolje in hrano in prosilec krijeta veak svoje strofke postopka.
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Pouk o pravnem sredstvu: Zoper to odloébo je dovoljena pritoZba na Informaciskega
pooblatfenca, Dunajska cesta 22, 1000 Ljubljana, v 15 dneh po vroéitvi odlotbe. PritoZba se
vio# pisno ali ustno na zapisnik pri organu, ki je izdal to odlotbo. PritoZba je takse prosta.

Po pooblastilu direklorice;
Wlasta Likar, univ. dipl. prav.
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ENGLISH TRANSLATIONS (AS PROVIDED BY THE FOI SUBMITTER)
OF QUESTIONS 10-17 AND NLZOH’S INITIAL RESPONSE

10) Glede na z drzavnimi predpisi dolo¢eno vlogo in namenom ter pomenom NLZOH na podrocju
javnega zdravja, Vlagatelj domneva, da je NLZOH v lastnih laboratoriju dokazal fizi¢ni obstoj
virusa iz vzorcev okuzenih oseb ob upostevanju Kochovig in/ ali Riverjevih postulatov, zato
Vlagatelj pricakuje listinsko informacijo, v kateri NLZOH to izkazuje.

Given the role and purpose determined by state regulations and the importance of NLZOH in
the field of public health, the Applicant assumes that NLZOH proved in its own laboratory the
physical existence of the virus from samples of infected persons taking into account Kochovig
and / or River's postulates, which NLZOH demonstrates this.

11) Ce NLZOH fiziéni obstoj virusa ni dokazal, Vlagatelj pri¢akuje, da mu NLZOH predloZi listinsko
informacijo laboratorija, ki je dokazal fizicni obstoj virusa?

If the NLZOH has not proved the physical existence of the virus, does the Applicant expect the
NLZOH to provide him with documentary information from the laboratory that proved the
physical existence of the virus?

12) Ce fiziéni obstoj virusa(sploh) ni laboratorijsko dokazan po Kochovih in/ali Riverjevih
postulatih, vliagatelj pricakuje listinsko informacijo, ki (kakorkoli) dokazuje obstoj virusa?

If the physical existence of the virus (at all) is not laboratory proven according to Koch's and /
or River's postulates, does the applicant expect documentary information that (in any way)
proves the existence of the virus?

13) Ali se je celotna (izolirana) DNA sekvenca virusa pridobila iz okuZenih pacientov ali
racunalnisko z algoritmi iz vzorcev genske banke? Vlagatelj pricakuje,da mu NLZOH predlozZi
listinsko informacijo kdo je prviizvedel celotno( biokemi¢no karakterizicijo) DNA sekvenco
virusa?

Has the entire (isolated) DNA sequence of the virus been obtained from infected patients or
by computer algorithms from gene bank samples? The applicant expects the NLZOH to provide
him with documentary information as to who first performed the entire (biochemical
characterization) DNA sequence of the virus?

14) Ali so bili opravljeni vsi potrebni kontrolni eksperimenti, da se izlo¢i moznost,da ta
sekvencna struktura i.e. genetski sev, ki je pripisan temu virusu, ne izvira iz drugega vira in da je
neskodljiv?

Have all the necessary control experiments been performed to rule out the possibility that this
sequence structure i.e. the genetic strain attributed to this virus does not originate from
another source and is harmless?



15)Ali so bile opravljene vse potrebne kontrole, da se izloci,da eksperimentalna priprava, i.e.
okuzba celi¢ne kulture(e.g. VeroE6 celice/celice iz jeter opic), s katero se je obdelala celi¢na
kultura, ni posledica afekta, ki bi se tako pomotoma pripisal zaznavanju virusa?

Have all the necessary controls been carried out to rule out that the experimental
preparation, i.e. is the cell culture infection (eg VeroE6 cells / monkey liver cells) treated with
the cell culture not the result of an affect so mistakenly attributed to virus detection?

16) Glede na ( uradno) informacijo, da virus povzroca C19, vlagatelj od NLZOH pricakuje listinsko
informacijo, ki pri ljudeh to vzroénost virusa in C19 dokazuje?

According to (official) information that the virus causes C19, does the applicant expect from
NLZOH documentary information that proves this causality of the virus in humans and C19?

17) Ali NLZOH pri odkrivanju virusa s PCR testom uporablja Corman-Drosten protokol ali kateri
drugi protokol? Vlagatelj pricakuje od NLZOH pri¢akuje ali potrditev ali listinsko informacijo o
protokolu, ki ga pri svojem delu uposteva NLZOH.

Does NLZOH use the Corman-Drosten protocol or any other protocol to detect the virus by
PCR test? The applicant expects from the NLZOH either confirmation or documentary
information on the protocol that the NLZOH follows in its work.

ANSWER from NLZOH regarding questions 10-17

Z dokumenti, zaproSenimi pod tockami 10. do 17. NLZOH ne razpolaga v taksni obliki, ki jo
zahteva prosilec, ker NLZOH za diagnostiko C19 ne uporablja gojitvenih metod,temvec za
dokazovanje virusne RNK v kuzninah uporablja teste, ki so validirani in imajo CE-IVD oznako,
izvaja jih od prvega dne epidemije po protokolu proizvajalca, pred uporabo jih verificira po
internih navodilih za delo, ki so izkljuéno namenjeni laboratorijskemu osebju in so opredeljeni
kot poslovna skrivnost, zato prosilca napotuje na svetovni splet, kjer so Stevilni peer-viewed
¢lanki, v katerih je opisano gojenje virusa SARS-CoV-2 na celi¢nih kulturah

The documents requested under points 10 to 17 are not available to the NLZOH in the form
required by the applicant, as the NLZOH does not use culture methods to diagnose C19, but
uses tests that are validated and CE-certified to detect viral RNA in infectious diseases. IVD
label, carried out from the first day of the epidemic according to the manufacturer's protocol,
verified before use according to internal work instructions, which are exclusively intended for
laboratory staff and are defined as a business secret, so the applicant is referred to the World
Wide Web, where many peer-viewed articles , which describe the cultivation of SARS-CoV-2
virus on cell cultures
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Drabwm: 7. 6. 2021

Informacijski pooblagtenes po informaciski pooblzs&enki Mojci Prelesnik, v nad, IF, na podlagi 2. tlena Fakona
0 Informacijskern pooblagéency (Ur. | RS, & 11305 in 51/07-ZUstS-4, v nad. ZInfP), 3. in 4. odstavka 27,
Zlena Zakona o dostopu do infarmacs] javnega znadaja (Ur. | RS, &t 51/06 = UPE, 117/06 - ZDavP-2, 23014,
S04, 18715 — odl. US in 10215, v nad. ZDIZ) ter 1, odstavka 248. tlena ter 1. in 3. odstavka 251. &lena
Zakona o splofnem upravnem postopku (Ur. | RS, & 24/06 - UPE 106/06-ZUS-1, 126/07-FUP-E_B&5/0E-
ZUP-F in 8M10-ZUP-G in 13-ZUP-H; v nad. ZUP), o pritodpi

T dme 1.4, 2021, zoper odliotbo Nacionalnega la za zdravje, okolje in
hrano, Prvomajska ulica 1. 2000 Maribor (v nad. organ), & 161-0-T-LIZ-3/2021 z dne 15 3. 2021, v zadevi
dostopa do informacy javnega znadaja, izdaja naslednjo

ODLOCEBO

1. Prilaibi prosilca z dne 1. 4. 2021 zoper odiotho Nacionalnega laboratorifa za zdravie, akalje in hrang,
&L 161-0-7-UZ-3/2021 z dne 15, 3. 2021, 3¢ delno ugodi in se izpodbijana odiofba delng odpravi ter se
Eadeva v delu, ki se nanada na 17, in 20.2. tocko zahteve prosilca, vme organu v ponovno odiofanjs
Organ je dolzan o zahtevi prosica v tem delu odlotib brez odlaganja, najpoznejs pa v 30 (tridesetin)
dneh od prejema te odlotbe,

2. W precsfale delu se prito2ba prosiica zavme,

3. W postopku reSevania {e pritodbe niso nastali posebai strodki.
OBRAZLOZITEV:

Prosiec je dne 8. 2. 2021 na ongan vioZil zahevo za dostop da informacii javnega znactaja s slededo vasbing:
A Vires SARS-CoV-2 v nad : virus) in E

10. Prosidec domneva, da je organ, @ viorcey okulenih oseb, ob upodtevanje Kochovih infali Riverjevih
postulatoy, v lastnem laboratoriju dokazal fizitnl obetej virusa, zato prosilec od organa pridakuje listinsko
informacijo, v kateri organ to izkazuje.

11. Ce organ fizifnega obstoja virusa ni dokazal, naj prediodi listinsko informacijo laboratoriia, ki je dokazal
fizigni obstoj virusa.

12. Ce fiziéni obstoj virusa (sploh) ni laboralonjsko dokazan po Kochowih infali Riverdewih posfulstih, prosilec
prosl za listinsko informacio, ki (kakorkoil) dokazuje obsta) virugsa,

13, Ali se j& celotna (izalirana) DNA sekvenca virusa pridobila iz okuZenih pacientov ali ratunalnisko, z algorimi
iz vrorcey vzedih iz genske banke? Prosilec priéakule, da mu organ predlodi istinske informacgo, kdo je prei
izvedel celotno (biokerniéng karaklerzacijo) DNA sekvenco virusa,

14, All 50 bili opravijen val peirebni kontrolni eksperiments, da se izlodi mofnost, da ta sekvenéna struktura, ie.
genetskl sov, ki j@ pripisan temu winusy, ne izvira iz drugega vira in da je neskodljiv.

15, Ali so bill opravilens vse potrebne kontrobe, da se iziod, da eksperimentalna priprava, ie. oku2ba celiéne
kubture {e.g. VeroEG celice/celice iz [eler opic), s katero se je obdelala celiéna kuftura, ni posledica afekts, ki bi
se tako pomotoma pripisal Zaznavanu virusa,

16. Gledd na (uradno) informacio, da vins povzrofa C19, presilec pritakuje listinsko informacijo, ki pri ljudeh to
verotnost virusa in C19 dokazuje.

17. Al organ pri edkrivanju virsa s PCR testom uporatija Corman-Dvastenoy prodokal ai kater dreg protokal?
Prosies pridakuje ali pritrditey all istinske informacijo o protokolu, ki ga pri svojern delu upodteva organ

18 Glede na zapis v javno dostopnl infarmachi "PCR testi so zanesivl” aviorjey Petra Vovko, mikrobiologinja v
sodelovanju z Majo Bembek [han fer Matjalem Reteliem, da gre za csebnalsirokovna mnenja in ne nujno
mnena delodajalca (organa) in v kater je navedeno, da se za detekcljo virusa s PCR testom opravi 40 ciklov
{pomnafevanj} kratkin zaporedi] DNA, mediam ko Corman-Drostenoy protokal navaia 45 cikloy.




18.1. Organ naj pojasni, zakaj ta razlika (ali je znanstveno/strokovno ali drugace utemeljena) ter prosilcu
predlozi listinsko informacijo utemeljitve odstopanja.

18.2. Organ naj pojasni, ali dosledno in ves &as (od marca 2020) pri detekciji virusa s PCR testom uposteva
navodila proizvajalcev glede $tevila.

18.3. Organ naj pojasni, ali dosledno in ves &as (od marca 2020) uporablja na isti/fenaki napravi isto Stevilo
ciklov za detekcijo virusa.

18.4. Ce je organ spreminjal $tevilo ciklov, naj prosilcu predloZi listinsko informacijo o razlogih in ciljih
spreminjanja Stevila ciklov ter o rezultatih odkrivanja in potrjevanja virusa z razliénim Stevilom pomnoZevan;
kratkih zaporedij DNA.

19. V javno dostopni informaciji "PCR testi so zanesljivi." je navedeno: "Vrednost Ct je zaporedna $tevilka cikla,
pri katerem signal vzorca doseze prag, ki je potreben za pozitiven rezultat. Ce je Ct nizek, je bilo v vzorcu veliko
virusnih genov. Ce je Ct visok, je bilo v vzorcu malo virusnih genov.

19.1. Ker prosilcu ni jasno, v kak$ni povezavi so navedbe v javno dostopni informaciji "PCR testi so zanesljivi." s
"standardnimi" 40 Ct, od organa pri¢akuje pojasnilo, ali kljub vsemu obstaja minimum pomnozevanj, ki dokazuje
prisotnost virusa in s tem pozitivnost testirane osebe ter maksimum pomnozZevanj, ki dokazuje odsotnost virusa
in s tem negativnost testirane osebe, kot npr. Ct 35 za pozitivhost in Ct 40 za negativnost.

19.2. Ali PCR odkrije celotno sekvenco domnevnega virusa?

19.3. Ali je "koli¢ina" virusa merljiva in ¢e, kako?

19.4. Ali ze vsaka dokazana "koli¢ina" virusa dokazuje okuzenost z virusom?

19.5. Ali lahko PCR ¢asovno dologi, kdaj je ¢lovek pridobil virus?

19.6. Ali lahko PCR najde virusne delce iz preteklih okuzb?

19.7. Ali lahko PCR zazna druge sorodne koronaviruse?

19.8. Ali 2e vsaka s PCR testom ugotovljena prisotnost virusa pri neki osebi, ne glede na "koli¢ino" virusa,
pomeni obolelost te osebe s C19?

19.9. Ce vzorec preverimo s PCR testom pri 30 Ct in isti vzorec testiramo pri 40 Ct, bo vrednost enaka ali bo
vplivalo na rezultat? Prosilec bi Zelel reference do teh podatkov.

20. Prosilec prilaga kopijo (anonimiziranega) izvida o prisotnosti oz: detekciji virusa pri osebi, ki ga je opravil
Inétitut za mikrobiologijo in imunologijo iz Ljubljane (v nad. IMI).

20.1. Prosilec, izhajajo¢ iz predloZzenega izvida testiranja in ker iz javno dostopnih virov in informacij ni mogel
razbrati in z gotovostjo ugotoviti, od organa pri¢akuje, da mu predlozi listinsko informacijo, ki vsebuje navedbo
drzavnega predpisa, na podlagi katerega je IMI, tako kot organ po 23.c €lenu ZNB, javno pooblas¢en za
izvajanje mikrobioloskih preizku$anj na podro&ju medicinske mikrobiologije za potrebe izvajalcev zdravstvene
dejavnosti, ter od ECDC priznan nacionalni referen¢ni laboratorij.

20.2. Prosilec, ki mu v izvidu, po laiénem prepri¢anju, manjka vsaj podatek o Stevilu opravljenih pomnozevan;,
od organa pri¢akuje, da mu predlozi listinsko informacijo — predpis oz. akt, ki doloa vsebino izvida testiranja oz.
izvida neposrednega dokazovanja virusa, ter predloZi tudi en primerek lastnega (anonimiziranega) izvida
dejansko opravljenega dokazovanja virusa.

20.3. Prosilec od organa pri¢akuje, da mu navede dejansko skupno $tevilo (vseh) opravljenih PCR testiranj ter
skupno Stevilo (vseh) testiranih oseb v letu 2020 in v januarju 2021.

B. Cepivo proti C19 (v nad.: cepivo)

21. Je organ kakorkoli sodeloval z EMA pri izbiri ter kontroli in potrjevanju cepiva, in ¢e, kako. Prosilec od
organa pri¢akuje ali pisno zanikanje sodelovanja ali predlozitev listinskih informacij, ki izkazujejo sodelovanje
organa z EMA.

22, Je organ, pred dejanskim potrjevanjem cepiva vsakega proizvajalca v promet oz. uporabo na podrocju RS,
samostojno in neodvisno ali po nalogu JAZMP analizno preskusil cepivo, bodisi kot redno bodisi kot izredno
kontrolo kakovosti cepiva.

22.1. Ce da, prosilec od organa pri¢akuje listinsko informacijo o opravljeni kontroli kakovosti cepiva vseh
proizvajalcev.

22.2. Ce ne, prosilec od organa pri¢akuje listinsko informacijo o opravljeni kontroli kakovosti cepiva vseh
proizvajalcev od (evropskega) uradnega kontrolnega laboratorija, ki je opravil kontrolo kakovosti.

23. Ali je organ pri dolo¢anju redne in izredne kontrole kakovosti, ter ne-rutinskih ali posebnih preskusov
samostojna in suverena institucija, ali je podrejena nekemu drugemu in kateremu organu oz. entiteti, ali lahko
predlaga ne-rutinske ali posebne preskuse civilna druzba in pod kaksnimi pogoji?

Vlagatelj pricakuje od organa, da bo:

- odgovoril na v tej zahtevi postavljena vprasanja,

- predlozil zahtevane listinske informacije, bodisi v obliki elektronskih zapisov (word, pdf) ali prepisov
(kopija/scan) listin, bodisi v obliki elektronskih povezav do spletnih strani, na katerih bodo relevantne listinske
informacije prosilcu prosto dosegljive,




- zahtevke po informacijah v obliki vpraganj ali listin, ki ne sodijo v delovno podro¢je organa, nemudoma odstopil
pristojni instituciji ali (drzavnemu) organu, prosilcu pa hkrati posredoval dopis o odstoplienih zadeva pisno
obvestil.

Organ je o zahtevi prosilca odlogil z odlo¢bo &t. 161-0-7-1JZ-3/2021 z dne 15. 3. 2021, s katero je zahtevi ugodil
v delu, ki se nana$a na cepivo, v preostalem delu pa je zahtevo prosilca zavrnil. V obrazlozitvi izpodbijane
odlogbe je organ navedel sledede:

- Organ z dokumenti, zaproenimi pod tockami od 10. do 17., ne razpolaga v tak$ni obliki, ki jo zahteva prosilec,
ker organ za diagnostiko Covid-19 ne uporablja gojitvenih metod, temve¢ za dokazovanje virusne RNK v
kuzninah uporablja teste, ki so validirani, imajo CE-IVD oznako. Teste izvaja od prvega dne epidemije po
protokolin proizvajaica, pred uporabo jih verificira po internih navodilih za delo, ki so namenjeni izklju¢no
laboratorijskemu osebju in so opredeljeni kot poslovna skrivnost. Organ zato prosilca napotuje na svetovni splet,
kjer so §tevilni peer-viewed ¢&lanki, v katerih je opisano gojenje virusa SARS-CoV-2 na celi¢nih kulturah.

- Pod tocko 18. in 19. prosilec prosi za pojasnila, pri ¢emer organ pojasnjuje, da skladno s 4. ¢lenom ZDIJZ
informacijo javnega znaéaja predstavlja samo dokument, ki Ze obstaja v neki materialni obliki oz. tisti dokument,
ki ga je organ v okviru svojega delovnega podro¢ja Ze izdelal oz. pridobil in ga ni dolzan ustvariti $ele na podlagi
zahteve. Pojasnilo tako ne predstavlja informacije javnega znac¢aja, saj to ni dokument, s katerim bi organ Ze
razpolagal.

- V zvezi s tocko 20. organ pojasnjuje, da ni pristojen za interpretacijo izvidov drugih izvajalcev ter da izvid
vsebuje posebne vrste osebnih podatkov, katerega razkritie bi pomenilo krsitev varstva osebnih podatkov.
Vsebina izvida je dolo¢ena v Pravilniku o pogoijih, ki jih morajo izpolnjevati laboratoriji za izvajanje preiskav na
podrogju laboratorijske medicine. Podatki o skupnem S$tevilu opravljenih PCR testiranj in skupnem stevilu
testiranih oseb so vsakodnevno objavljeni na tiskovnih konferencah Viade RS in na https:/covid-
19.sledilnik.ora/sl/stat.

Organ $e poudarja, da upostevaje naloge, ki jih izvaja v skladu s 23. &lenom Zakona o zdravstveni dejavnosti
(Ur. I. RS, &t. 23/05 — UPB, 15/08 — ZPacP, 23/08, 58/08 — ZZdrS-E, 77/08 — ZDZdr, 40/12 — ZUJF, 14/13,
88/16 — ZdZPZD, 64/17, 1/19 — odl. US, 73/19, 82/20 in 152/20 — ZZUOOP, v nad. ZZDej), ni organ, ki bi izvajal
naloge oblasti in ob znani epidemioloski situaciji priprava zahtevnih strokovnih pojasnil e dodatno obremenjuje
vrhunski strokovni kader, ki mora biti na razpolago za izvajanje zakonskih nalog.

Zoper odlogbo organa je prosilec dne 1. 4. 2021 vlozil pritoZbo, v kateri oporeka odlocitvi organa v zavrnilnem
delu in navaja sledece:

1. Prosilec je po ZDIJZ na organ naslovil vpraganja od &t. 10 do &t. 16, vsa v zvezi z virusom SARS-CoV-2 in
boleznijo Covid-19, ker je domneval, da je organ za izvajanje svojega ustanovitvenega namena in poslanstva,
predvsem po 23. ¢lenu ZZDej, (1) bodisi v svojih laboratorijih po Kochovih postulatih dokazal obstoj virusa
SARS-CoV-2 ter vzrognost virusa SARS-CoV-2 in bolezni Covid-19, (2) bodisi, da organ uporablja dokaze
nekega drugega priznanega slovenskega, evropskega ali svetovnega laboratorija. Slovenski medicinski slovar
za Kochove postulate dologa, da se sme nekemu mikrobu, med katere sodijo tudi virusi, priznati vzro¢nost pri
dolo&eni bolezni samo, kadar so izpolnjeni nasledniji pogoji: (i) mikrob moramo najti pri vsakem primeru bolezni,
ne pa tudi pri zdravih osebah, (ii) treba ga je osamiti od bolnika v &isti kulturi, (iii) treba ga je vcepiti zdravim
obgutljivim Zivalim, pri katerih mora povzrociti isto bolezen, in (iv) isti mikrob moramo znova osamiti iz okuzenih
Zivali. Direktorica organa je na novinarski konferenci o aktuainem stanju glede bolezni Covid-19 dne 24. 2. 2021
predstavila nacionalno strategijo sledenja znanim in novim razli¢éicam virusa SARS-CoV-2. Navedla je, da bodo
sledenje v humanih vzorcih pokrivali organ, IMI Medicinske fakultete in Klinini institut za speciaino
laboratorijsko diagnostiko na pediatri¢ni kliniki UKC Ljubljana. Namen spremljanja je hitro zaznavanje novih
variant virusa z veg&jo prenosljivostjo oz. tezjim potekom bolezni ter spremljanje njihovih vzorcev $irjenja. Nacrt
spremljanja in pojavljanja $irjenja novih variant virusa zajema 5 sklopov. Prvi sklop je spremljanje novih variant
pri okuZenih osebah z razli¢nimi tehnikami sekvenciranja in sekvenciranjem celotnega virusnega genoma. To
spremljanje bo potekalo kontinuirano z zajemom 5-10% PCR pozitivnih vzorcev iz celotne populacije v skladu s
priporo&ilom Evropske komisije in e posebej v posebnih ciljnih skupinah teh bolnikov. Drugi sklop je prav tako
spremljanje novih variant, vendar s pomogjo dodatnega testiranja s presejalnimi PCR testi. Iz navedb direktorice
organa prosilec sklepa, da organ (i) prejme kuznine, (ii) na katerih opravi PCR teste in (jii) opravi sekvenciranje,
delnega in/ali celotnega genoma virusa. Ob trditvi NIJZ, da virus SARS-CoV-2 povzroti bolezen Covid-19 in ob
zgornjih navedbah je prosilec prepri¢anja, da delo organa v zvezi z virusom temelji na znanosti ter na str_okpvnih
raziskavah, dejstvih in dognanjih, ki dokazujejo (i) tudi fizitni obstoj virusa SARS-CoV-2, in ne zgolj njegov
(radunalnisko simuliran) genom, ter (i) njegovo vzro¢nost bolezni Covid-19.

2. Prosilec je po ZDIJZ na organ naslovil vprasanja od 8t. 17 do &t. 22, vsa v zvezi s PCR testom, ker organ za
ugotavijanje virusa SARS-CoV-2 in bolezni Covid-19 uporablia PCR test, kar nedvoumno potrjuje del
obrazloZitve organa v |./I., nenazadnje pa tudi navedena izjava direktorice organa. S PCR testom se dokazuje
materija, ki se mora zaradi majhnosti (zacetnega) vzorca po to¢no dolocenem tehniéno-tehnoloskem postopku
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multiplicirati, da se sploh lahko ugotovi njen obstoj. Materija pa je izklju¢no fizicna. Pri veéini informacij, za
katere organ smatra, da bi terjale pojasnilo, sploh ne gre za pojasnjevanje, ampak za odgovor da/ne in pa za
informacijo v obliki listine ali spletne povezave, na podiagi katerih temelji delo organa, razen pri tocki 18.1., saj
gre za odstopanje med Corman-Drostenov protokolom in protokolom, kot je opisan v javno dostopni informaciji
"PCR testi so zanesljivi." avtorjev Petra Vovko, mikrobiologinja v sodelovanju z Majo Bombek lhan ter Matjazem
Reteliem. Razlaga organa, da je protokol oz. navodila, po katerem opravlja teste, interne narave in poslovna
skrivnost, prosilcu ni sprejemljiva. Prosilec je v to¢ki 17. v zahtevi postavil neposredno in preprosto vprasanje,
brez vsakrénega potrebnega pojasnjevanja. Corman-Drostenov protokol je javna listina, dosegljiva na spletni
strani WHO, zato prosilec ne vidi temelja razlage organa, da gre za interno navodilo in poslovno skrivnost. Tudi
napotilo organa, da naj prosilec pois¢e informacije na svetovnem spletu, prosilcu ni informacija v smislu 5.
odstavka 6. ¢lena ZDIJZ, ker niti ni konkretizirana do te mere, da bi prosilec in organ zagotovo imela isto
informacijo, niti prosilec ne more vedeti, da na njej temelji delo organa, in je zato brezpredmetno.

3. Prosilec se strinja z delom obrazlozitve organa, da ni pristojen dajati interpretacije izvidov drugih izvajalcev,
vendar prosilec niti ni zahteval interpretacije, temve¢ informacijo v obliki listine ali povezave na svetovni splet, iz
katere je razvidno pooblastilo drugih slovenskih laboratorijev za opravljanje nalog po 23.c ¢lenu ZZDej. Prosilec
se organu zahvaljuje za v obrazlozitvi dano informacijo o Pravilniku, ne more pa sprejeti trditve organa, da je
stevilo testiranih oseb javno dostopna prosta informacija. Znano je skupno $tevilo opravljenih testov in pa Stevilo
okuzenih oseb, koliko prebivalcev Slovenije je bilo dejansko testiranih, pa je podatek, ki prosilcu ni dosegljiv in
mu je tako neznan.

4. Poudarjanje organa, da ni organ oblasti itd., je prosilcu brezpredmetno. V kolikor organ ne bi bil zavezanec za
informacije po ZDIJZ, ga pritozbeni organ ne bi niti pozval, da pritoZniku odgovori in mu posreduje zahtevane
informacije. Virusa SARS-CoV-2 in bolezen Covid-19 sta v letu 2020 moc¢no prizadela Svet in Slovenijo.
Predvsem na svetovnem spletu je najti mnogo informacij, na verodostojnost le-teh pa slovenske prebivalce
opozarjajo tako predstavniki oblasti kot strokovnjaki, ki z oblastjo sodelujejo pri reSevanju zdravstvene krize.
Ravno zato je prosilcu povsem nesprejemljiv izgovor organa, da mu dajanje informacije javnosti predstavlja
obremenitev. Bolezen je vpradanje, ki najprej zadeva osebno ¢lovekovo sfero, Ce je bolezen razsirjena, pa tudi
javno. Molk javnih strokovnih institucij po prosilcevem prepri€anju vodi v nezaupanje prebivalstva do teh
institucij ter v informacijski kaos, kot smo mu pri¢a tudi v zadnjem letu. Prosilec na organ zahteve sploh naslovil
ne bi, v kolikor bi vse informacije, po katerih v zahtevi povprasuje, bile prosto dostopne z objavo na spletni strani
organa. 1

IP je dne 19. 4. 2021 prejel dopis organa &t. 161-0-7-1JZ-3/2021-1 z dne 16. 4. 2021, s katerim mu je ta, na
podlagi 245. ¢lena ZUP, odstopil pritozbo, kot dovoljeno, pravogasno in viozeno s strani upravi¢ene osebe.

Na podlagi poziva IP §t. 090-121/2021/2 z dne 4. 5. 2021, je organ |P posredoval dopis St. 161-0-7-1J2-3/2021,
z dne 10. 5. 2021, kateremu je priloZil splono dokumentacijo sistema vodenja kakovosti (t.i. interna navodila za
delo oz. uporabo opreme). Dodatno je organ navedel, da je predmetno dokumentacijo v Klasifikacijskem nacrtu
organa, §t. 020-1/2020 z dne 10. 7. 2020, opredelil kot poslovno skrivnost po Zakonu o poslovni skrivnosti (Ur.
. RS, §t. 22/19, v nad. ZPosS), da jo ohrani kot skrivnost, saj zajema nerazkrito strokovno znanje, izkusnje in
poslovne informacije, ki niso splosno znane ali lahko dosegljive osebam v krogih, ki se obicajno ukvarjajo s to
vrsto informacij, temveg je izklju¢no namenjena laboratorijskemu osebju za izvajanje mikrobioloskih preizkusanj
znotraj organa in ima trzno vrednost. Zahtevana dokumentacija je dejansko zaSitena kot dokumentacija, za
katero velja poslovna skrivnost Zze po subjektivnem kriteriju (sodba Upravnega sodi$¢a v zadevi | U 1573/2014
z dne 18. 11. 2015 v povezavi s sodbo Upravnega sodis¢a v zadevi | U 599/2014-20 z dne 03. 11. 2015).
Nedvomno gre tudi za dela, ki so izrazena in predstavljajo intelektualno stvaritev avtorjev in spadajo v
znanstveno podrocje Eloveske ustvarjalnosti po Zakonu o avtorskih in sorodnih pravicah (Ur. |. RS, &t. 16/07 -
UPB, 68/08, 110/13, 56/15 in 63/16 — ZKUASP; v nad. ZASP). IP je v podobni zadevi (npr. odlo¢ba st. 090-
95/2012/12 z dne 20. 06. 2012) Ze odlo¢al in je zahtevo prosilca zavrnil, ker zahtevani dokumenti (navodila za
uporabo opreme) predstavijajo varovano avtorsko delo. Zoper tocki zahteve &t. 21. in 22. se prosilec ne
pritoZuje, zato nista predmet odlo¢anja v pritozbenem postopku, glede to¢k zahteve do 10. do 20. pa organ
podaja sledeca pojasnila, po posameznih tockah zahteve:

To&ka 10.: Organ ne razpolaga z listinsko informacijo, ker v vzorcih ne dokazuje obstoja viabilnega virusa z
gojitvenimi metodami, temve¢ v vzorcih dokazuje prisotnost nukleinske kisline (NK), to je fiziéni del virusa.
Totka 11.: Organ ne razpolaga z listinsko informacijo, ker v vzorcih ne dokazuje obstoja viabilnega virusa z
gojitvenimi metodami. Fizi¢ni obstoj virusa na celiénih kulturah in Zivalskih modelih je izpritan v ve¢ ¢lankih, ki
so dosegljivi na spletu (prosto ali proti placilu) in si jih lahko prosilec pois¢e sam. Kot primer organ navaja:
DOI:10.1093/cid/ciaa325.10.1038/S41586-020-2342-5. 10.1016/i.virusres.2007.03.013.

Toéka 12.: Organ ne razpolaga z listinsko informacijo, ker v vzorcih ne dokazuje obstoja viabilnega virusa z
gojitvenimi metodami. Virusi SARS-CoV-2, ki so jih v celiénih kulturah izolirali na IMI Medicinske fakultete so




deponirani in registrirani v Evropskem arhivu virusov EVAg, dostopno na https://www.european-virus-
archive.com/evag-portal/field provider/ul-123.

Totke 13., 14., 15., 18. (18.1..18.2., 18.3., 18.4.), 19. (19.1., 19.2., 19.3.. 19.4., 19.5., 19.6.. 19.7.. 19.8.. 19.9.):
To je vprasanje in ni informacija javnega znacaja, kot jo dolo¢a 4. ¢len ZDIJZ. ZDIJZ organu ne nalaga
obveznosti, da bi za prosilca ustvaril ali pridobil dokumente, s katerimi v ¢asu odio¢anja o njegovi zahtevi ne
razpolaga. Ravno tako organu informacij za prosiica ni treba obdelovati, povezovati, analizirati ali mu dajati
pojasnil.

Togka 16.. Organ ne razpolaga z listinsko informacijo, ker ne izvaja klinicnih poskusov in je diagnosticni
medicinski laboratorij. V diagnostiki okuzb laboratoriji CMM dokazujejo prisotnost virusnih NK v vzorcu bolnika.
Totka 17.: Laboratorij pri svojem delu uporablja na trzis¢u dostopne molekularne metode za dokazovanje NK
virusa v vzorcih, pri postopkih in interpretaciji sledi navodilom proizvajalca testov. Navodila so priloga dopisu in
so zas&itena kot poslovna skrivnost. Organ pri tem pripominja, da prosilec motiva oz. utemeljitve zahteve po
pridobitvi listinske informacije o protokolu, ki ga pri svojem delu uposteva organ, ni podal, kar je pomembno pri
tehtanju pravice do dostopa ter javnega interesa po razkritju z interesom prizadete stranke, da do razkritja ne
pride zaradi varstva poslovnih skrivnosti (stali$¢e Upravnega sodi$€a v sodbi v zadevi | U 599/2014-20 z dne
03. 11. 2015).

Totka 20. (20.1.): Organ ni pristojen za podajanje informacij drugih izvajalcev, zato prosilca napotuje, da za
zahtevane informacije zaprosi IMI ter ga napotuje na spletno stran http://www.imi.si/o-institutu/nasa-kakovost.
Pri tem pripominja, da so naloge organa izrecno dolo¢ene v 23.c ¢lenu ZZDej in ne po ZBN, kot zmotno navaja
prosilec, v navedeni dolo¢bi pa tudi ni dolo&eno pooblastilo za izvajanje mikrobioloskih preizkusanj na podrocju
medicinske mikrobiologije za potrebe izvajalcev zdravstvene dejavnosti za IMI. Ministrstvo za zdravje skladno s
4. &lenom Pravilnika o pogojih, ki jih morajo izpolnjevati laboratoriji za izvajanje preiskav na podrocju
laboratorijske medicine izda dovoljenje. ECDC ni institucija, ki presoja laboratorije. Referen¢nost laboratorijev
dolo¢i vsaka drzava sama.

Togka 20.2.: Organ izvida, ki vsebuje posebne vrste osebnih podatkov, pritozniku ne posreduje, ker bi razkritje
pomenilo kritev varstva osebnih podatkov. Vsebino izvida dolo¢a 13. ¢len Pravilnika o pogojih, ki jih morajo
izpolnjevati laboratoriji za izvajanje preiskav na podrogju laboratorijske medicine. V zvezi s tem organ
pojasnjuje, da je nadin podajanja rezultata preiskave v pristojnosti stroke. PCR, ki se izvaja za detekcijo SARS-
CoV-2, je kvalitativna metoda in noben predpis ne dolo¢a, da je treba podajati $tevilo ciklov. Analogno je pri
kvalitativnih PCR metodah za diagnostiko drugih virusov, kjer &tevilo ciklov prav tako ni podano.

To&ka 20.3.: Organ prosilca ponovno napotuje na spletno stran Covid-19 sledilnik, kjer so objavljeni Stevilni
podatki, med drugim tudi podatki o testiranjih PCR, potrjenih primerih, itd., in sicer za vsak dan - od zacetka
testiranja dalje. V primeru, da prosilec ne zna uporabljati navedene aplikacije, ga organ napotuje na upravljavca
aplikacije Covid-19 ali NIJZ, ki vodi in upravlja zbirke podatkov s podro¢ja zdravja in zdravstvenega varstva
skladno s 23.a ¢lenom ZZDej.

Glede pritozbenih navedb prosilca organ po to¢kah pojasnjuje sledece:

Totka 1.: Vsekakor delo organa, ki izvaja mikrobioloska presku$anja na podrogju medicinske mikrobiologije za
potrebe izvajalcev zdravstvene dejavnosti v skladu s 23.c ¢lenom ZZDej temelji na znanosti in strokovnih
raziskavah. Za dokazovanje virusov (velja za SARS-CoV-2 in druge viruse) se danes najpogosteje uporabljajo
molekularne tehnike, kjer dokazujemo prisotnost nukleinske kisline, to je genoma virusa v odvzetem vzorcu. Za
ta postopek ne potrebujemo viabilnega (,zivega") virusa, zato vzorec Ze na zacetku inaktiviramo in tako je
postopek varen za izvajalca. Najpogosteje uporabljena molekularna tehnika je v ta namen PCR (Polymerase
Chain Reaction oz. Verizna reakcija s polimerazo). Odvisno od uporabljenih metod in naprav postopki trajajo od
ene do priblizno $tirih ur. Dokazovanje virusne nukleinske kisline (RNK) v vzorcu je podobno kot forenziki
dokazujejo genom (DNK) iskanega ¢loveka na kraju dogodka. Kadar Zelimo dokazati obstoj viabilnega virusa
(virusa, ki je sposoben okuZiti naslednjo celico), nanesemo vzorec (npr. bris nosno-Zrelnega predela) na
ustrezno celi¢no kulturo z ustreznim gojis¢em. Nato ve¢ dni opazujemo pod mikroskopom, ali se je pojavil
citopatogen uginek, ki nam pove, da se virus v celicah namnozuje. To potem dodatno dokazemo $e z drugimi
tehnikami (npr. imunofiuorescenca). Ker delamo z viabilnim virusom in je SARS-CoV-2 dobro prenosljiv in lahko
povzrodi resno obolenje, je za tako delo predpisano, da se ga lahko izvaja le v laboratoriju s stopnjo bioloske
varnosti Ill. Postopek traja priblizno tiri do osem dni in se ga v diagnosti¢éne namene ne izvaja, ker bi preiskava
trajala predolgo. Za prepre¢evanje $irjenja nalezljive bolezni kot je Covid-19 je potrebno hitro ukrepanje, zato
gojitvenih metod za dokazovanje viabilnega virusa SARS-CoV-2 v diagnosticne namene, ki so predmet
pritoznikovih vprasanj, pri organu ne izvajajo, zato tudi ne razpolagajo z zahtevano listinsko dokumentacijo.
Totka 2.: Kot je bilo ze vetkrat pojasnjeno, organ v vzorcih ne dokazuje obstoja viabilnega virusa z gojitvenimi
metodami, temve& v vzorcih dokazuje prisotnost nukleinske kisline (NK). Organ za preiskovanje vzorcev
uporablja metode, ki so znanstveno preizkusene in jih priznavajo mednarodna ali domaca strokovna zdruzenja,
skladno z 10. &lenom Pravilnika o pogojih, ki jih morajo izpolnjevati laboratoriji za izvajanje preiskav na podro¢ju
laboratorijske medicine. Prosilec je v svoji zahtevi lll. del: A. Virus SARS-CoV-2 in bolezen Covid-19 posredoval
20 vpradanj s podvpra$anji in zahteva od organa, da mu odgovori na vprasanja. Pri tem organ pripominja, da
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vprasanja niso informacija javnega znacaja kot jo dolo¢a 4. ¢len ZDIJZ. ZDIJZ organu ne nalaga obveznosti, da
bi moral prosilcu posredovati informacijo kot odgovor na vprasanje, ki je vezano na delovno podrogje organa,
kot to dolota 45. &len ZMed, kar pa ne velja za prosilca. Zato je zmotno stalis¢e prosilca, da mu je organ dolzan
odgovoriti z da/ne.
Tocka 3.: Pristojnost za opravljanje nalog dologenih v 23.c ¢lenu ZZDej ima samo organ. Ni mogoce slediti
navedbi prosilca, da &tevilo testiranih oseb ni javno dostopna prosta informacija in da podatek prosilcu ni
dosegljiv in ne znan. Kot je bilo Ze pojasnjeno, so podatki o Stevilu testiranj PCR na posamezni dan, Ze od
zadetka testiranj dostopni na spletni strani Covid-19 sledilnik https://covid-19.sledilnik.org/si/stats. kjer lahko
prosilec izbere tudi obdobje za katero Zeli imeti podatke.
Togka 4. Organ pripominja, da prosilec ne logi dveh pravnih oseb, in sicer NIJZ in NLZOH, ki opravijata razlicne
naloge, NIJZ skladno s 23.a ¢lenom ZZDej in NLZOH skladno s 23.c ¢lenom ZZDej. Tako prosilec v pritozbi
zmotano naslavija organ kot NIJZ. Organ se nikakor ne strinja s prosilcem, da bi morale biti vse informacije, po
katerih v svoji zahtevi povpraduje, prosto dostopne z objavo na spletni strani organa, ker vse povprasevane
informacije, kot je bilo Ze veckrat pojasnjeno, ne izvirajo iz delovnega podrocja organa in se ne nahajajo v
materializirani obliki. Organ javnosti azurno porota relevantne strokovne informacije v zvezi z virusom SARS-
CoV-2, ki izvirajo iz njegovega delovnega podrogja tudi na tiskovnih konferencah viade in prosilca napotuje na
spletno stran https://www.gov.si/neposredni-prenos/, da spremlja neposredni prenos ali pa si informacije ogleda
za nazaj na spletni strani https:/4d.rtvslo.si/arhiv/tv-informativni/.
Organ ponovno poudarja, da glede na naloge, ki jih izvaja v skladu s 23.c &lenom ZZDej, z vidika zavezanosti
po ZDIJZ ni organ, ki bi izvajal naloge oblasti, $e posebno ob dejstvu, da ob znani epidemiolo3ki situaciji
priprava strokovnih pojasnil in odgovorov na vprasanja za posamezne drzavljane dodatno obremenjuje vrhunski
strokovni kader, ki mora biti na razpolago za izvajanje zakonsko opredeljenih nalog. Vsekakor pa strokovno
usposobljeno osebje azurno pripravija odgovore na vprasanja, ki jih novinarji skladno z ZMed naslovijo na
organ, zato je javnost obves¢ena. Glede na to, da so navodila za delo in uporabo opreme izklju¢no namenjena
strokovno usposoblienemu laboratorijskemu osebju organa, na podlagi katerih izvajajo laboratorijske preiskave
in niso prosto dostopna ter zanj prav gotovo ne obstoji javni interes o podrobnih postopkih izvedbe preiskav in
uporabe specifi¢tne opreme, organ meni, da je izpodbijana odlo¢ba pravilna in zakonita ter temelji na dolo¢bah
ZD1JZ. Dopisu je organ, poleg Kiasifikacijskega nacrta organa z dne 10. 7. 2020, prilozil Se sledece dokumente,
vse z oznako poslovna skrivnost:
e Declaration of conformity NeuMoDx SARS-CoV2 ASSAY, z dne 19. 3. 2020 (1 stran),
o Delo z aparatom NeuMoDx 96 ND-IV-NLZOH-OMMMB-08-31, z dne 7. 9. 2020 (8 strani),
o Dokazovanje virusa SARS-Cov-2 s testom NeuMoDx ND-IV-NLZOH-OMMMB-08-32, z dne 7. 9. 2020 (6
strani),
e Neumodox SARS-CoV-2 Assay Instruction For Use, januar 2021 (23 strani).

Pritozba je delno utemeljena.

IP uvodoma pojasnjuje, da je kot organ druge stopnje, v skladu z 247. ¢lenom ZUP, dolzan preizkusiti odiocbo v
delu, v katerem jo pritoznik oz. prosilec izpodbija. Odlocbo preizkusi v mejah pritoZzbenih navedb, po uradni
dolznosti pa preizkusi, ali ni pri§lo v postopku na prvi stopnji do bistvenih krSitev postopka in ali ni prekrsen
materialni zakon.

V obravnavanem primeru ni sporno, da organ sodi med organe, zavezane po ZDIJZ.

Kot izhaja iz dolo¢be 1. odstavka 4. ¢lena ZDIZ in tudi dolocbe 1. odstavka 1. ¢lena ZDIJZ, informacijo
javnega znacéaja predstavlja samo dokument, ki Ze obstaja, je ze ustvarjen, oz. dokument, ki ga je organ v
okviru svojega delovnega podrogja ze izdelal oz. pridobil. Gre za pogoj, ki je v teoriji poznan kot »kriterij
materializirane oblike«. Organi, ki so zavezanci po ZDIJZ, so namre¢ dolzni omogoditi dostop le do Ze
obstoje¢ih informacij in niso dolZni ustvariti novega dokumenta ali pridobiti oz. vzpostaviti dokumenta, ki ga v
¢asu zahteve nimajo.

Predmet tega pritozbenega postopka je vprasanje, ali je organ upravi¢eno zavrnil dostop do 10., 1., 12.,
13., 14.,15., 16., 17, 18. (18.1. - 18.4.), 19. (19.1,, - 19.9.) in 20. (20.1., - 20.3.) to&ke zahteve prosilca.

> K 1. to&ki izreka (17. in 20.2. tocka zahteve prosilca

V pritozbenem postopku je IP ugotovil, da je organ z izpodbijano odloébo prosilcu zavrnil dostop do dokumenta
oz. dokumentov, ki so predmet zahteve prosilca pod 17. to¢ko, s sklicevanjem na izjemo iz 2. togke 6. &lena
ZDIJZ (poslovna skrivnost), brez da bi se organ uvodoma sploh opredelil do zahtevanega dokumenta oz. brez
navedbe, kateri konkretni dokument oz. dokumenti so predmet presoje in po mnenju organa predstavijajo
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poslovno skrivhost. Organ se je v izpodbijani odlo¢bi v tem delu tudi le pav§alno skliceval na poslovno skrivnost,
brez izkazovanja izpolnhjevanja kriterijev za obstoj zatrjevane izjeme po ZPosS, in sicer za vsak posamezni
dokument, na katerega se nana$a zahteva prosilca oz. ustreza zahtevi prosilca, niti iz izpodbijane odlo¢be ni
razvidno ¢igavo poslovno skrivnost organ, kot javni zavod, v konkretnem primeru sploh varuje.

Prav tako je organ zavrnil tudi zahtevo prosilca iz 20.2. totke, ki se nanasa na primer lastnega
(anonimiziranega) izvida dejansko opravljenega dokazovanja virusa, s sklicevanjem na izjemo varstva osebnih
podatkov (3. to¢ka 1. odstavka 8. ¢lena ZDIJZ), brez opredelitve, kateri konkretni dokument je bil predmet
presoje, niti ni navedel, katere (varovane) oz. posebne vrste osebnih podatkov dokument vsebuje. Prav tako se
organ ni opredelil, ali je informacije mogoce izlo¢iti iz dokumenta ali ne oz. ali je obravnavanem primeru
mogoée uporabiti t.i. institut delnega dostopa (7. ¢len ZDIJZ) - ¢e je organ ocenil, da bi bila z razkritiem
podatkov, vsebovanih na zahtevanem dokumentu, ogrozena njihova zaupnost, bi moral pojasniti, zakaj ob
prekritju teh delov, prosilca ne bi bilo mogo¢e seznaniti z vsebino preostalega dela dokumenta. Hkrati bi organ
moral bolj dolo&no pojasniti tudi, kako bi dostop do zahtevanih podatkov kazal na toéno dolo¢enc oz. dolo¢ljivo
osebo. Osebni podatek (npr. zdravstveno stanje) namre¢ ne more biti varovan Ze zgolj zaradi samega sebe,
temve¢ le zato, ker je iz njega mogoce razbrati tudi identiteto posameznika ali posameznikovo |astnost, ki ga
dela dolotljivega.

Na podlagi navedenega je IP ugotovil, da se odlo¢be, zaradi pomanjkljive obrazloZitve, v tem delu ne da
preizkusiti in so poslediéno podane bistvene kr$itve pravil postopka po 7. to€ki 2. odstavka 237. élena
ZUP. IP je zato pritozbi prosilca v delu zahteve, ki se nanasa na 17. in 20.2. tocko ugodil in na podlagi 3.
odstavka 251. ¢lena ZUP, izpodbijano odlo¢bo v tem delu odpravil ter zadevo vrnil organu prve stopnje
v ponovno odlo¢anje, kot izhaja iz 1. to¢ke izreka te odloébe.

Vrnitev zadeve v ponovno odlo¢anje 1P utemeljuje z razlogi ekonomiénosti postopka. Poseben vidik nacela
ekonomi¢nosti iz 14. ¢lena ZUP je tudi na¢elo ucinkovitosti, ki od organov zahteva, da se preskrbi vse, kar je
potrebno za pravilno ugotovitev dejanskega stanja in za zavarovanje pravic strank ter javnih koristi. To pa bo
najlazje dosegel prav prvostopenjski organ, ker se zahteva prosilca nanasa na dokumente, ki so del
dokumentacije organa, posledi¢no organ razpolaga z vso dokumentacijo, ki je predmet presoje in razpolaga z
vsemi podatki, ki jin potrebuje za ustrezno resitev predmetne zahteve. Poleg navedenega se organ (3e) ni
spustil v vsebinsko obravnavo zadeve in se ni opredelil do zahtevanih informacij, pri éemer mu je ta moznost
dana prav z vrnitvijo v ponovno odloganje.

V ponovljenem postopku je organ uvodoma dolzan jasno opredeliti, kateri dokumenti, ki jih zahteva prosilec, so
predmet presoje, torej konkretno za vsak dokument, do katerega prosilec v 17. in 20.2. tocki zahteve zahteva
dostop oz. za vsak dokument, ki ustreza zahtevi prosilca. V primeru obstoja katere od izjem po dolo¢bah 5.a in
6. élena ZDIJZ je dolzan presojati tudi, ali je mogoce uporabiti institut delnega dostopa v skladu z dolocbami 7.
&lena ZDIJZ in 19. &lena Uredbe o posredovanju in ponovni uporabi informacij javnega znac¢aja (Ur. I. RS, st.
24/16; v nad. Uredba) ter natan&no in dolo&no opredeliti, v katerem delu se posamezni dokument prekrije in na
podlagi katere konkretne izjeme od prostega dostopa. Dolo¢ba 19. ¢lena Uredbe namre¢ dolo¢a, da ce
dokument ali njegov del le delno vsebuje informacije iz 5.a in 6. ¢lena ZDIJZ, se Steje, da jih je mogoce izlociti iz
dokumenta, ne da bi to ogrozilo njegovo zaupnost, &e jih je mogoce fizi¢no odstraniti, precrtati, trajno prekriti ali
drugade napraviti nedostopne, &e gre za dokument v fiziéni obliki; zbrisati kodirati, blokirati, omejiti oz. drugace
napraviti nedostopne, &e gre za dokument v elektronski obliki (1. odstavek). Ne glede na zapisano se Steje, da
informacije iz dokumenta ni mogoge izlo¢iti, ¢e bi bilo tako izloteno informacijo mogoce razbrati iz drugih
informacij v dokumentu (2. odstavek 19. ¢lena Uredbe). Delni dostop je torej potrebno omogogiti vedno, ko (in
&e) delno razkritje ne bi ogrozilo zaupnosti varovanih informacij. Pomembna sta torej tehniéni in vsebinski vidik.

Pri tem IP opozarja na dologbo 44. &lena ZUP, po kateri mora organ ves ¢as med postopkom po uradni
dolznosti skrbeti za to, da so v postopku udeleZeni vsi, na katerih pravice ali pravne koristi bi lahko vplivala
odlodba. Opustitev te dolznosti (¢e osebi, ki bi morala biti udelezena kot stranka ali stranski udelezenec v
postopku, ta moznost ni bila dana) pa predstavlja bistveno krsitev pravil postopka po 2. tocki 2. odstavka 237.
¢lena ZUP. Organ mora postopek voditi skladno z ZUP in stranke, za katere meni, da bi odlocitev lahko vplivala
na niihove pravice in pravne koristi, povabiti k sodelovanju v postopku na formalno pravilen nacin.

Glede na to, da se je organ v izpodbijani odlo&bi in v odgovoru na poziv IP, pri dostopu do doIoéepih/zahteva_mh
dokumentov, pavéalno skliceval na dolo¢ene izjeme po ZDIJZ, IP v nadaljevanju opozarja na _nj|hovo p(aVIIno
razlago in podaja nekaj napotkov, v zvezi z zatrjevanimi izjemami, ki jih mora organu upoét_evatl v ponovljenem
postopku. V tem delu IP $e dodaja, da dokazno breme, da so dologene informacije izvzete 1z prostega dostopa,

nosi organ.




- Izjema iz 2. tocke 1. odstavka 6. ¢lena (poslovna skrivnost)

Pri zatrjevanju izjeme poslovne skrivnosti mora organ uvodoma upostevati, da so zahtevani dokumenti
nedvomno nastali po 20. 4. 2019, ko je zacel veljati ZPosS, kar pomeni, da so podvrzeni opredelitvi posiovne
skrivnosti po dologbah ZPosS in posledi¢no mora organ izkazati izpolnjevanje kriterijev za obstoj poslovne
skrivnosti po dolodba ZPosS. Da so zahtevani dokumenti nedvomno nastali po zatetku veljave ZPosS izhaja iz
datumov na dokumentih, ki jih je organ IP posredoval skupaj z odgovorom na poziv in jih prepoznal kot
dokumente, ki ustrezajo zahtevi prosilca pod 17. tocko.

Za poslovno skrivnost, kot izjemo iz 2. toCke 1. odstavka 6. ¢lena ZDIJZ, se sicer $tejejo informacije, ki
izpolnjujejo zahteve za poslovno skrivnost v skladu z zakonom, ki ureja poslovne skrivnosti (ZPosS). Pojem
poslovne skrivnosti po 2. &lenu ZPosS zajema nerazkrito strokovno znanje, izkugnje in poslovne informacije, ki
izpolnjuje naslednje zahteve:

- je skrivnost, ki ni splo$no znana ali lahko dosegljiva osebam v krogih, ki se obi¢ajno ukvarjajo s to vrsto
informacij;

- ima trzno vrednost;

- imetnik poslovne skrivnosti je v danih okolis¢inah razumno ukrepal, da jo ohrani kot skrivnost.

Domneva se, da je zahteva iz tretje alineje prejsnjega odstavka izpolnjena, Ce je imetnik poslovne skrivnosti
informacijo dologil kot poslovno skrivnost v pishi obliki in o tem seznanil vse osebe, ki prihajajo v stik ali se
seznanijo s to informacijo, zlasti druzbenike, delavce, ¢lane organov druzbe in druge osebe. Za poslovno
skrivnost se ne morejo dologiti informacije, ki so po zakonu javne, ali informacije o krsitvi zakona ali dobrih
poslovnih obi¢ajev.

Glede na navedeno so poslovna skrivnost le tisti podatki, pri katerih so vse tri zgoraj nastete zahteve
kumulativno izpolnjene. Kot izhaja iz komentarja k 2. ¢lenu predloga zakona', poslovna skrivnost pomeni
strokovno znanje in izkusnje ter dragocene poslovne informacije, ki imetnikom omogocajo vecjo konkurenénost
in uspesnost na trgu in s tem povedujejo donosnost, zaradi esar je v interesu imetnikov poslovnih skrivnosti, da
te ostanejo nerazkrite oz.zaupne. Ob tem IP pripominja, da je v skladu s slovensko sodno prakso dokazno
breme pri pojasnjevaniju, zakaj zahtevane informacije pomenijo konkuren¢no prednost, na subjektu, ki poslovno
skrivnost zatrjuje.”

V tem delu IP e dodaja, da organ kot javni zavod, ki, na podlagi dolo¢b ZZdej opravija naloge na podrocju
zdravja, okolja in hrane, dolotene s posebnimi predpisi, ter na celotnem obmocju drzave zdruzuje vse
laboratorije in pripadajoge strokovne dejavnosti nekdanjih ZZV in IVZ, ne more zatrjevati poslovne skrivnosti za
dokumente, ki izkazujejo njeqovo javnopravno delovanje in morajo biti podvrZeni transparentnosti. S tem se
zagotavlja uginkovit nadzor nad delovanjem organa, kar zmanjSuje korupcijska tveganja, veca vestnost,
postenost, skrbnost in zaupanje, kar prispeva k temu, da ima tak organ vecjo legitimnost, da se poveca
zaupanje v razmerju do navedenega organa in da se pove¢a odgovornost organa do vseh drzavijanov v
demokratiéni druzbi. Organ pri svojem delovanju nedvomno zasleduje javni interes, kar pomeni, da so
pomembni vsi temeljni podatki, na katerih temelji odlogitev organa, ki jih ima javnost pravico izvedeti, zato je Ze
pojmovno nemogode, da bi tovrstni podatki, v celoti predstavljali poslovno skrivnost.

- Izjema iz 3. todke 1. odstavka 6. ¢lena (osebni podatek)

Za obstoj opisane izjeme morata biti izpolnjena dva pogoja, in sicer:
e podatek mora ustrezati definiciji osebnega podatka,
» zarazkritie osebnega podatka ne obstaja pravna podlaga (tj. da gre za varovan osebni podatek).

Uredba (EU) 2016/679 Evropskega parlamenta in Sveta z dne 27. aprila 2016 o varstvu posameznikov pri
obdelavi osebnih podatkov in prostem pretoku takih podatkov ter o razveljavitvi Direktive 95/46/ES (Uradni list
Evropske unije, t. L 119 z dne 4. 5. 2106; v nad. Splosna uredba o varstvu podatkov)[1], ki se v Republiki
Sloveniji uporablja neposredno, v &lenu 4(1) dolo¢a, da je osebni podatek katera koli informacija v zvezi z
dologenim ali dolo¢ljivim posameznikom (v nad.: posameznik, na katerega se nana$ajo osebni podatki);
dologliiv posameznik je tisti, ki ga je mogote neposredno ali posredno dologiti, zlasti z navedbo identifikatorja,
kot je ime, identifikacijska &tevilka, podatki o lokaciji, spletni identifikator, ali z navedbo enega ali ve¢ dejavnikov,
ki so znadilni za fizino, fiziolosko, genetsko, duSevno, gospodarsko, kulturno ali druzbeno identiteto tega

! hitps://www findinfo sildownload/razno/761d313¢c27b5103dc7b8.pdf

? Tako upravno sodna praksa, ki se sicer nanada na dolocbe ZGD-1, ki so veljale pred uveljavitvijo ZPosS, vendar pravno vprasanje po
mnenju IP ostaja enako: npr, sodbe, &. U 284/2008 z dne 27. 5. 2009, st. U 1276/2008 z dne 11. 2. 2010, &t. | U 1132/2015 z dne 27. 1.
2016.

8




posameznika. Organ_mora pri sklicevanjiu na izjiemo varstva osebnih podatkov jasno navesti, katere vse
pedatke vsebuje posamezni zahtevani/presojani dokument in se jih Steje za osebne podatke (vrsta osebnega
podatka), zakaj jih Steje za osebne (kako jih je mogoée povezati z dolo¢enim ali dolodljivim posameznikom) in
katere od teh osebnih podatkov steje za varovane, ker zakonodaja ne omogocéa njihovega razkritja.

- O avitorskopravnem varstvu

V skladu s 5. &lenom ZASP je avtorsko delo individualna intelektualna stvaritev s podro¢ja knjizevnosti, znanosti
in umetnosti, ki je na kakréenkoli nacin izrazena, ¢e ni v ZASP drugace dolo¢eno. Iz navedene definicije in
obstoje¢e sodne prakse ter pravne teorije izhaja pet predpostavk, ki morajo biti izpolnjene, da se posamezno
delo Steje za avtorsko delo po ZASP, in sicer so to individualnost, intelektualnost oz. duhovnost, stvaritev,
podro&je ustvarjalnosti in izrazenost. Ce torej posamezno delo izpolnjuje vse navedene predpostavke
kumulativno, se $teje, da gre za avtorsko delo.

2. odstavek 25. ¢lena ZDIJZ pravi, da se je na varstvo avtorske pravice v zvezi z omejitvijo nacina seznanitve
mogoce sklicevati le v primerih, ko je imetnik avtorskih pravic tretia oseba, in ne organ, ki je zavezanec za
posredovanie informacij javnega znacaja. Poleg navedenega 2. odstavek 25. &lena ZDIJZ pravi, da se
reprodukcija zahtevane informacije vendarle dovoli tudi v primerih, ko je imetnik avtorske pravice na njej tretja
oseba, vendar gre za okoljske informacije.

Organ se mora v ponovljenem postopu pri sklicevanju na avtorsko delo uvodoma opredelil do vprasanja, kdo je
imetnik materialnih avtorskih pravic na dokumentih, ki so predmet zahteve prosilca, pri tem pa IP opozarja, da
zgolj dejstvo, da dokument predstavija avtorsko delo, ne zadostuje za zavrnitev posredovanja.

- Test interesa javnosti (2. odstavek 6. ¢lena ZDIJZ)

Test interesa javnosti je urejen v 2. odstavku 6. ¢lena ZDIJZ, ki dolo&a, da se ne glede na dolo¢be 1. odstavka
istega ¢lena, dostop do zahtevane informacije dovoli, ¢e je javni interes glede razkritja moénejsi od javnega
interesa ali interesa drugih oseb za omejitev dostopa do zahtevane informacije, razen v dolo€enih primerih, ki
so v zakonu tudi jasno dolo¢eni. Organ v niéemer ni pojasnil svoje odloéitve, zakaj je zavzel staliSCe, da
zahtevani dokumenti oz. podatki, vsebovani v zahtevanih dokumentih niso podatki, ki bi bili v javnem interesu,

ampak je le pavsalno navedel, da prosilec ni izkazal, da bi bilo razkritie zahtevnih dokumentov v javnem

interesu.

Bistvo presoje interesa javnosti je v moznosti relativizacije dolo¢ene izjeme, ki mora biti omejena zgolj na tiste
primere, ko je interes javnosti za razkritje dolo¢ene izjeme moénejsi od interesa, zaradi katerega je doloCena
informacija zavarovana kot izjema. Pri uporabi testa prevladujo¢ega interesa javnosti je treba presoditi tudi, ali
je interes javnosti za razkritje informacije javhega znadaja lahko mo¢nejsi od potencialno storjene $kode, ki bi
nastala z razkritiem informacije. V teoriji se poudarja, da ga je treba uporabljati z veliko mero previdnosti in
skrbnosti, saj test interesa javnosti zahteva bistveno vedjo kakovost odlo¢anja v obliki tehtanja posameznih
nasprotujocih si pravic oz. interesov. Test interesa javnosti zato pomeni izjemo od izjem, ki se mora uporabljati
zelo premislieno in zgolj takrat, ko bi s pomogjo tega testa odkrili nekaj, kar bi pripomoglo k 8iréi razpravi in
razumevanju ne¢esa pomembnega za $ir§o javnost. Javni interes za razkritie je na npr. mo&an v situacijah, ki

se navezujejo na pridobivanje ali porabo javnih sredstev, javno varnost, javno zdravje, odgovornost in

transparentnost odlo&anija, ki sproZijo javno ali parlamentarno razpravo, ipd.. Pojem interesa javnosti tako ni v
vsaki zadevi enak ali vnaprej definiran, temveé se lahko kaze v razliénih pojavnih oblikah. Prav tako se lahko
javni interes s ¢asom spreminja, saj je odvisen od $tevilnih dejanskih okoli&¢in. Zasnova javnega interesa torej
ni konstantna, ampak spremenljiva in odvisna od trenutnega dejanskega stanja. S tem pa je pri izvajanju testa
javnega interesa omogocena presoja od primera do primera, ki uposteva razli¢ne in prav tako spremenljive
dejavnike, ki tvorijo javni interes za razkritje. Pri tem IP izpostavlja $e stali$¢e sodne prakse, iz katere izhajg, dq
bi bil javni interes glede razkritia podan, »&e bi bile ogrozene take vrednote kot je npr. Zivijenje, zdravje ali
varnost ljudi in podobno«.3 Interes javnosti kot splosen interes, ki ne sluzi samo interesom ozke sl<ut::>|n:~=.a oseb,_
je torej opredelien kot nekaj, kar bi koristilo javnemu vedenju in s tem omogogilo nadzor in sodelovanje javnosti
pri oblikovanju tistih tematik, nad katerimi bi morala ta bdeti z vso skrbnostjo. - _
Pri testu javnega interesa gre tako za tehtanije, pri katerem je potrebno presoditi, kdaj previada pravica javnosti
vedeti nad kaksno drugo pravico oz. iziemo iz dolodb ZDIJZ in s tem ugotoviti, ali bo v konkretnem primeru

javnemu interesu bolj zado$éeno z razkritiem ali z nerazkritiem informacije.

® Npr. sodbi Upravnega sodiééa &t. | U 1488/2011-95 in &t. | U 199272010-28.
9




IP pripominja, da je Ze odlo¢al o vsebinsko podobni zadevi, in sicer o dostopu do dokumentacije, ki se je
nanagala na pridobitve in podalj$anja dovolienja za promet z dolo&enimi cepivi, pri ¢emer je IP presojal tudi
javni interes za razkritje zahtevanih informacij ter ugotovil, da je podan velik javni interes, da se ceplienja s
predmetnimi cepivi izvajajo, v smislu varovanja javnega zdravja in prepretevanja nalezljivih bolezni, in da ne gre
zgolj za vprasanje poslovne skrivnosti.*

- Poraba javnih sredstev (3. odstavek 6. ¢lena ZDIJZ)

Skladno z doloébo 3. odstavka 6. &lena ZDIJZ, se, ne glede na morebiten obstoj izjeme iz 1. odstavka tega
&lena (torej tudi obstoj poslovne skrivnosti), dostop do zahtevanih informacij javnega zna¢aja dovoli, ¢e gre za
podatke o porabi javnih sredstev ali podatke, povezane z opravljanjem javne funkcije ali delovnega razmerja
javnega usluzbenca, razen v primerih iz 1. in 5. do 8. toCke prvega odstavka ter v primerih, ko zakon, ki ureja
javne finance ali zakon, ki ureja javna narotila, dolo¢ata drugace.

Iz navedenega jasno izhaja, da je Ze zakonodajalec pretehtal, da javni interes za razkritje podatkov pretehta
vselej (tudi npr. ne glede na morebitno iziemo poslovne skrivnosti) kadar gre za podatke, ki predstavljajo
podatke o porabi javnih sredstev.

» K 2. toéki izreka (10., 11., 12., 13., 14., 15., 16., 18. (18.1. - 18.4.), 19. (19.1., - 19.9.), 20. (20.1., 20.3.)
tocka zahteve prosilca)

IP pojasnjuje, da so organi dolZni omogogiti prosilcem dostop le do Ze obstojecih informacij ter niso dolZni
ustvariati novih dokumentov, zbirati informacii, opravijati raziskav ali analizirati podatkov, da bi zadostili zahtevi
prosilca. 1P dodaja, da iz samega ZUP, Uredbe o upravnem poslovanju ter nacela prijazne in odprte javne
uprave, sicer izhaja obveznost organov, da odgovorijo na vsako viogo stranke, torej, da po svojih najboljsih
moéeh, predvsem pa upostevajot svojo (predvsem stvarno) pristojnost, pomagajo prosilcu, da pride do Zelenih
podatkov. Vendar pa IP opozarja, da ZDIJZ ne predstavija instrumenta za zagotavljanje informiranosti prosilcev
izven dometa samega zakona, ki konkretizira pravico pridobivanja ze ustvarjenih dokumentov, s katerimi organ
tudi dejansko razpolaga.

Skladno s 4. &lenom ZDIJZ informacijo javnega znaGaja predstavija samo dokument, ki Ze obstaja v neki
materialni obliki, oz. tisti dokument, ki ga je organ v okviru svojega delovnega podro&ja Ze izdelal oz. pridobil in
ga ni dolzan ustvariti $ele na podlagi zahteve. Navedeno pomeni, da na primer vloga, s katero se zahteva, da
organ odgovori na vprasanja oz. pripravi pojasnilo, obrazloZitev ipd. ne predstavlja zahteve za dostop do
informacij javnega znadaja. IP pojasnjuje, da ZDIJZ, ki omogoc¢a pritoZbo k IP, ne omogoca oz. predvideva
pravice do odgovorov in pojasnil ter podobnega. Tak3no stali$te izhaja tudi iz sodbe Upravnega sodis¢a RS, &t
| U 1351/2010-12 z dne 25. 5. 2011. Prosilec ima namre¢ po ZDIJZ pravico zahtevati dokumente, s katerimi
organi zavezanci ze razpolagajo, ne prosilci ne IP pa nimajo po tem zakonu nikakrsnega vzvoda, s katerim bi
prisilili organ, da posebej na zahtevo prosilca ustvari dolo¢en dokument (npr. pripravi odgovore na vprasanja,
poda pojasnilo,, obrazlozitve ipd.).

Iz zahteve prosilca jasno izhaja, da zeli pridobiti dolo¢ena pojasnila, obrazlozitve in odgovore v zvezi s potekom
testiranja oz. rezultati testiranj na Covid-19, pri ¢emer IP pri reevanju pritoZbe ni posumil, da organ razpolaga
ali bi lahko razpolagal z dokumenti, iz katerih bi izhajali odgovori na zastavljena vprasanja, pojasnil in
obrazlozitev v zvezi s konkretnimi vpraganji, niti odgovorov z da/ne na dolo¢eno zastavljeno vprasanje, pa
organ, na podiagi dologb ZDIJZ, prosilcu ni dolzan posredovati, na kar je veckrat pravilno opozoril tudi organ v
izpodbijani odlobi in v odgovoru na poziv IP. IP tako ne vidi utemeljenega razloga, da ne bi verjel organu,
da z dokumenti, iz katerih bi izhajali odgovori na vprasanja prosilca, ne razpolaga, Se zlasti, ker se
vprasanja prosilca v doloéenem delu niti ne nanasajo na delovno podroéje organa, ki je podrobneje
opredeljeno v 23.c élenu ZZDej. Oprijemljivih dejstev, ki bi nakazovali na to, da organ z dokumenti
razpolaga, ni navedel niti prosilec. V tem delu IP $e dodaja, da tudi sama odmevnost tematike in pisanje
razlignih medijev/strokovnjakov o tej temi e ne pomeni, da bi organ s temi informacijami tudi nedvomno moral
razpolagati.

Glede pritozbenih navedbe prosilca, da splo$no napotilo organa na svetovni splet, kjer so objavljeni razli¢ni tuji
glanki, iz katerih lahko prosilec pridobi zahteve informacije (npr. opisujejo gojenje virusa SARS-Cov-2 na
celignih kulturah), ni informacija v skladu z dologbami ZDIJZ, pa IP pojasnjuje, da organ na podlagi dolotb
ZDIJZ ni dolzan po svetovnem spletu iskati razlicne tuje ¢lanke ter ugotavijati/presojati, iz katerih €lankov bi

* odlogba 3t. 090-136/2013/59 z dne 18. 11. 2019 po sodbi Upravnega sodiséa RS 1U 1520/2016-80.
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lahko Zhajale informacije, na katere se nanasa zahteva prosica in posleditne prosilou posredovali povezave na
e tlanke.

Upodfevaje navedeno je IP priioibo prosikca v tem delu, na podlagi 1. odstavka 248, Slena ZUP, kot
neutemeleno zavmil, kot izhaja iz 2. tofke izreka e adlotbe.

Ma trditve organa, da ob znani epidemiolodki sfuachi priprava strokovnin pojasnil in odgoveroy na vpradanja za
posamezne driaviiane dodatno obremenjuje wrhunskl strokowni kader organa, ki mora B na razpolago za
izvaganje zakonsko opredelienih nalog, |P cagovara. da za kakrdno kali privilagirana abravnave konkretnega
organa, ne glade na epidemiclogke situacio v driavi, nima zakonske podiage. Upravno posiovanje organa v
gasu vipdive zahteve in do izdaje zpodbiane odicdbe ni bile ustavljeno ali prekinpeno, nitl v term &asu noben
pravri akt ni dolodil kakréninkoli vkrepov v zvezi 2 uprévnimi oz. javnopravnimi zadevami - kamar sodi
odiptane pe ZDIJZ — ki bi cmogoeéal posabno obravnavo

Glede navedh organa, da presilec ni podal metiva oz, ulemelitve zahteve po pridobitvi zahtevanih informacij, pa
IP pajasnjuje, da se, v skladu z nafzlom prostega dostopa iz 5. ¢lena ZDLIZ, za dostop ca informaci) javnega
znadaja pravnl interes ne zahteva W postopku dostopa do Informaci javnega znadaja take prositey interes in
pravnge konst niso relevanini. ZD1JZ namrat doloda molnost vsakogar, da zahtewa informadcie, ki predstavijajo
informacije javnega enataja, obenem pa ne pozna nobene sprivilegiranes kategorije prosiloew. Y kolisor gre pri
dedatent informaci za prosto dostopna nfor g atain, je i opna wsen. ne glede na njihov
izkazan pravni interes |P e v skladu z ZDIUZ dotfan vsehinske presodii le, ali zahtevana informacia zpoinjuje
mrila 2a Informaciio javnega znafaja in ali je zaradl tega prosto dostopna vsem, lat. grga omnes, ne le prosilcu.
Pravni interes posameznika tako v postopku po ZOLJZ mi relevanien in ne vpliva na odieitey organa

= LR L L d e i3 0o

Sklepno

Ma podlagi ugotovljenega v prilofbenem postopku je 1P prite2bl prosilca delno ugedil in izpedbianc odletbo, v
dely, ki e naga na 17 in 202, 1otko zahteve prosilca, v skladu 5 1. in 3. odstaviom 251, dena ZUP, odpravil
ter zadevo vrmil arganu v ponovno odiodanie. Y delu zatteve, ki se nanata na 10, 11., 12, 13, 14, 18, 18.,
18, (18.1. - 18.4.), 19. {19.1,, - 19.9.), 20, {261, 20.3.) toéko zahlave prosilca, pa je IP, na podiagi 1. odstavka
248, &lena ZUP, pritcbo prosikca kot neutemeljeno zavmil .

Possbni strokki v tam postopku niso nastali, Ta odlogba fe v skladu 5 30, tofko 28. Hena Zakona o upravnin
taksah (Ur. | RS, & 10610 = ZUT-UPBS in 14/15 - ZULJFO) oproéena pladila upravne takse

Pouk o pravnem sredstvu:

Zoper 1. todko izreka te cdlogbe ni dovoligna prita2ba, niti upravni sper. Zoper 2. In 3. totko zreks le pollothe
lahkao prosilec spraZi upravni spor. Upravni spor se sprodi 8 todbo, ki se viodi v 30 dneh od vrofitve le ooloébe
na Upravno sodigée, Faifajeva 33, Ljubljana. ToZba se lahko vioEi pisnc po posti ali pri navedenam sodiséu. Ca
se tofbe podlie priporofenc po podfi, se za dan izeditve sSodid2y Steje dan oddaje na podto Toiba 2
morebitrimi prilcgami se vio2i v najmanj ireh izvodih. Tozbi Je treba prilodit el 1o odlodbo v izvimio 2
prepisy,

Postopek vodila:
Tanja Svab, dipl.uprwved.,

mﬁﬁ;ﬂlha P

Wroditi b
. Organ: Nacionainl laboratorij za zdravie, okolie in hrano, Prvomajska ulica 1, 2000 Manber = 2

vrofilinic
Winditi:

- zhirka dokumentamega gradiva pri IP.
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ENGLISH TRANSLATIONS (AS PROVIDED BY THE FOI SUBMITTER)
OF NLZOH’S FINAL RESPONSE TO SELECT QUESTIONS

Point 10: We do not have information as you asked, because we do not prove existence of viable
virus with growing methods, but we prove in samples presence of nucleic acid, this is physical
part of the virus.

Point 11: We do not have information as you asked, because we do not prove existence of viable
virus with growing methods. Physical presence of virus in cell cultures and animal models is
attested in many articles on line for free are pay

Point 12: We do not have information as you asked, because we do not prove existence of viable
virus with growing methods. Virus SARS-CoV-2, which was isolated in cell culture by IMl is
deposited and registered in European archive for viruses EVAg, available at
https://www.european-virus-archive.com/virus/sars-cov-2-strain-sloveniasi-426520-d614g

Then on page 5 of this document:

Today for proving viruses (SARS-CoV-2 or other viruses) we mostly use molecular techniques
where we prove presence of nucleic acid, this is genome of the virus in the sample. For this
procedure we do not need viable (live) virus, that is why we inactivate the sample at the
beginning, so the procedure is safe for technician. The most used molecular method today is
PCR. Depending on the machine and used methods it takes about 1 to 4 hours. When we want
to prove existence of viable virus (virus which is able to infect next cell), we put sample on
appropriate cell culture with appropriate medium. We then observe for several days under a
microscope whether a cytopathogenic effect has occurred, which tells us that the virus is
spreading in the cells.

This is then further proven by other techniques (such as immunofluorescence). Because we
work with a viable virus and the SARS-CoV-2 is well transmitted and can cause serious illness,
such work is prescribed to be performed only in a laboratory with a biosafety level of Ill. The
procedure takes about four to eight days and is not performed for diagnostic purposes because
the investigation would take too long. Rapid action is needed to prevent the spread of the
infectious disease, so the cultivation methods for the detection of viable virus for diagnostic
purposes, which are the subject of the complainant, are not performed by us, and therefore we
do not have the required documentation


https://www.european-virus-archive.com/virus/sars-cov-2-strain-sloveniasi-426520-d614g
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Stevilka: ZDIJZ-2021-20 Ljukljana, 8. 7. 2031
[zhodna Slevilka dokumenta: 04500201202 1/0002

SKLEP

Liniverziteini kliniéni center Ljubliana (v nadaljevanju organ) po v. d. generalnena direkiorja, Jodetu Goiabit,
na podiagi drugega odstavka 22. dlena Zakana o dostopu do informaci] javnega znataja (Uradni kst RS, & 5106
- yradno prediséeno besedito, 11706 - ZDavP-2, 23114, 5014, 7214 - skl US, 1915 - odl. US in 718 v

nau:lai'i'.'an'u: ZDIJZI v zveZi Z zahlewo in:usilca ﬁsrnda

ODLOCBO

Zantevi gospod N - ::<ico do informavije jamega znataja,
viodeni dne 14. 6. 2021 se delng ugodi tako, da se mu posreduje nasiednje informacije;

K vpraganju pod zaporedno Stevilko 1 se posredule povezavo:
https:{tweww nobi.nim nib gowpmetarichesFMC 7085418/

K vprakanju pod zaporedna Stavilko 2 se posredue povezavo:
hitlps: {twarey nchi.nim nib gowpmeladiclesPMC T954 18/
in pojasnilo; genstski zapis SARS-CoV-2 je soroden drugim koronavirusom in je skodljiv

K vpradanju pod zaporedna Stevilko 3 se posreduje povezavo:

httpe:{ferarw nchi.nim.nit. goupme’aricles/FMC T 184405/ pdficiaad 25 . pdf

In pojasnity; podajamo referenco, iz katere je razvidno, da SARS-CoV-2 izpoinjuje Kochove postelate,
Viagatelju ob tem pojasnjujama, da je Koch s svajim sodelavcam Henlejem postulate objavil, prece] predan
50 bili odkriti virusi. Kasneje so, predvsem v ludi spoznan] virckagije, Kochowi postulati bili prilagojeni novim
odiritem, Me vemo sicer, kaj viagatel] pojmuje pod pomom “papic’, domnevama, da gre Za neposecen
prevod angleskeqga izraza “paper”, ki v tem primery pomeni clansk

K, vpratanju pod zaporednag Stevilko 4 se posreduje povezaun:

ity AR et e Y
Rttes: s ncbi.ndm nih g owpmelart WC 7134405 pdficiaa32s.pd

K vpradanju pod zaporedng Stevilko 5 se posreduje napolile na
htips:{ipubmed nebinlm.nib. gow 1248632/
elaktronski vir; Nature 2003 May 15,423(6937):240,

Ik OO 552111770, maky
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K vpraSanju pod zaporedno stevilko 6 se posreduje povezavo:
10.1016/0035-9203(52)90043-6.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 7 se posreduje povezavo:
https://www.eurosurveillance.org/docserver/fulltext/eurosurveillance/25/3/eurosury-25-3-
5.pdf?expires=16248722048&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=8D3EF216634EF95158095FEABA7CCA1
C

In pojasnilo: Corman et.al (2020) mejo med pozitivnim in negativnim rezultatom ne podajo s CT vrednostjo,
temve¢ na osnovi limite detekcije (slika 3), ki predstavija najnizjo koli¢ino/koncentracijo analita (v tem
primeru kopije virusne dednine) v vzorcu, ki jo je mogoCe detektirati (za E gen in RdRp gen so ugotovili limite
5.2 0z 3.8 kopij virusne dednine na reakcijo).

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 8 se posreduje povezavo:
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/926410/
Understanding Cycle Threshold Ct in_SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR_.pdf

in pojasnilo: v primeru, da je za RT-PCR po validaciji ugotovljeno, da je test negativen nad 39CT, za taksen
zakljucek ni potrebno testa izvajati do 45CT.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 10 se posreduje povezavo:
Hitps://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail 7id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
In pojasnilo: meja ni arbitrarna, temvec je dolocena glede na podatke validacije testa RT-PCR. ter internih
validacijskih analiz posameznega laboratorija.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 11 in 14 se posreduje napotilo na:
Specificnost vezave zacetnih oligonukleotidov v clanku Corman et.al. (2020) avtorji pojasnijo sami v
odstavku: “Specificity testing”.

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 12 se posreduje napotilo na:

pojasnila avtorjev Studije Corman et.al. (2020), ki so sekvence pridobili v skladu s prakso iz javno dostopnih
baz: "“We downloaded all complete and partial (if >400 nt) SARS-related virus sequences available in
GenBank by 1 January 2020. The list (n =729 entries) was manually checked and artificial sequences
(laboratory-derived, synthetic, etc), as well as sequence duplicates were removed, resulting in a final list of
375 sequences. These sequences were aligned and the alignment was used for assay design
(Supplementary Figure S1). Upon release of the first 2019-nCoV sequence at virological.org, three assays
were selected based on how well they matched to the 2019-nCoV genome (Figure 1). The alignment was
complemented by additional sequences released independently on GISAID (https://www.gisaid.org),
confirming the good matching of selected primers to all sequences. Alignments of primer binding domains
with 2019-nCoV, SARS-CoV as well as selected bat-associated SARS-related CoV are shown in Figure 2.”

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 13 se posreduje povezavo:
https://www.qgiagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail 2id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-
119f9f28fefd&lang=en

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 15 se posreduje povezavo na:

European Commission. (2020) Current performance of COVID-19 test methods and devices and proposed
performance criteria. 16 April 2020. https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/40805

p.5: "The RNA contained in this virus is generally detectable in respiratory specimens during the early and
acute phases of infection. Whilst positive results are indicative of the presence of SARS-CoV-2 RNA, a
clinical correlation with the patient history and other diagnostic information is necessary to determine the
infection status of the patient."
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K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 16 se posreduje pojasnilo:
Z RT-PCR metodo se ugotavlja prisotnost/odsotnost virusne dednine.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 17 se posreduje povezavo na:
Https://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail ?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd &lang=en

In napotilo na: specificnost vezave zacetnih oligonukleotidov na “sorodne koronaviruse” v ¢lanku Corman
et.al. (2020) avtorji pojasnijo v odstavku: “Cross-reactivity with other coronaviruses”.

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 18 se posreduje pojasnilo, da lahko RT-PCR najde viralne delce iz
preteklih okuzb.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 19 se posreduije pojasnilo, da je lahko vzorec pri 40Ct pozitiven in potem
negativen, ¢e bi mejo med pozitivnim in negativnim spustili na 25Ct.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 20 se posreduje povezave na:

Efficacy of masks and face coverings in controlling outward aerosol particle emission from expiratory
activities | Scientific Reports (nature.com)

Effectiveness of Mask Wearing to Control Community Spread of SARS-CoV-2 | Infectious Diseases | JAMA |
JAMA Network

Social interaction context shapes emotion recognition through body lanquage, not facial expressions. -
PsycNET (apa.org)

Children’s emotion inferences from masked faces: Implications for social interactions during COVID-19
(nih.gov)

COVID-19 and re-opening of schools: Opinions with scientific evidence (nih.gov)

Comprehensive and safe school strategy during COVID-19 pandemic (nih.gov)

Verwendung von Masken bei Kindern zur Verhinderung der Infektion mit SARS-CoV-2 (nih.gov)

To mask or not to mask children to overcome COVID-19 (nih.gov)

An evidence review of face masks against COVID-19 | PNAS

Mask-wearing and control of SARS-CoV-2 transmission in the USA: a cross-sectional stu

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 22 posreduje napotilo na:
MSphere 2021 May 19;6(3):e00019-21. doi: 10.1128/mSphere.00019-21

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 25 se posreduje pojasnilo, da so bili lljudi v letu 2020, ki so umrli v nasi
ustanovi zaradi virusa veCinoma starejsi, nad 65 let.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 27 se posreduje povezavo na:
https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/covid-19/downloads/Information-for-laboratories-COVID-vaccine-
breakthrough-case-investigation.pdf

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 29 se posreduje Letna poro€ila UKC Ljubljana iz katerih bodo razvidni
zeleni podatki.

K vprasanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 30 se posreduje pojasnilo, da pacientov, ki bi potrebovali nujno oskrbo,
nismo zavracali, obravnavani so bili glede na epidemiolodko anamnezo. Elektivni pacienti, ki niso izpolnjevani
zahtevanih pogojev, pa so lahko po presoji zdravnika tudi odlozeni.

K vpraSanju pod zaporedno Stevilko 31 posreduje povezavi:
https://c19ivermectin.com/
https://c19hcg.com/
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s
Zahteva za dostop do informacije javnega znadaa, viodena dne 14. 2. 2021, se v precstalem defu zavme.

Posebni strosk v lem postopku niso nastali

Ohrazloditey:

Organ je dne 14, & 2021 prejel zahtevn guspoda_v nadaljevanju:

prosilec) za dostop do nformaci) javnega mataja,
V njgj prosilec zahieva vso relevantng dokumentaciio in cdgovore na sledeta vpradanja:

1. Vianatelj Zeli usmeritey na papé in'ali Sudije na katere se vada ustanova naslanja pr dokazovanju fizitnega
abstoja virusa SARS-Col-2 in njegove patogencst?

2 Alisose v primeru, da s= vade defo oizolacii in palogenost virusa, nastanja na gojenju virusow v calicni kulberi
opravili patrebni kontrolni eksperiment, fer bi viagatel] #elel, da se mu posreduje link do teh podatkow,

da se lzlodi moznost | da ta sekvencna struklura, ie. genetski sev, ki je priptsan temu virisy, ne izvira iz
dregene genetskega materiala in da je nedkodljiv?

da se izlodi, da eksperimentalna priprava, i ckuZba calitne kullure (e.g. VeroEd ), s katero se je obdelala
celitna kuhura ni raziog za citopaliéni efekl, ki bi s fako pomotoma pripisal virusu?

3 3e lahko viagatelja. tocno napodi do papirja infali Studije slovenskega, evropskena ali svelownega laboratonija,
ki je dokazal fizicni obsto] vinesa tudi po Kochovih postulatah

Slovenski medicinski slovar za Kochove postulate doloda, da se sme nekemy mikrobu, med katere
sodijo tudf wirus, priznatl verofnost pri dolodeni bolazni same, kadar so izpoinfeni naslednfi pogaji: (i)
mikrob moramo najti pri vsakem primeru bolezni, ne pa twdl pri zdravih asebah, (i) treba ga je osamiti
od bolnika v Gisti kultur, (iii} treba ga jo veepitl zdravim obéutlfivim Zivalim, pri katerih mora povaroéilf
isto bolezen, in {iv} isti mikrob moramo znova osamiti iz okuZenih Zivali,

& Al vaSa uslanova razpolaga s papigem in'ali Eudijo slovenskega, eviopskega all svetovnega laboratorija, ki
je dokazal fiziéni obsto] virusa in njegove patogenost na nasladnji nadin

- 38 je vzel vzoreclkr, slina, pludna tekoling) iz okuZene osebe, ki se je ofistl do te mere, da nam:  ostanejo
samo Eigti viralni defci in nidesar drugega,

- 2 vizualizira vzore: pod mikroskopom in sia,

- karaklerizira njegova unikatna biokemiéna strukbura,

- 52 pridohi celolna sekvenca genoma,

- g2 debodi iz katerih befakeavin jo sestavien,

- 1er se ofiféen vinus vstavi v eksperimentaing teky Fvali all Sloveka, ki je nate povzrodl bolezen in njgj pripedaiode
simpiorme

5. 32 lahko visgalelia natanéno napoli do papiev infali 8tudi slovenskega, ewopskega all svelownega
Iaboratorifa, ki e dokazal fizicni obstoj viusov iz druzine koronvirusow (229E, OC43, SARS-CoV-2003, NLE3,
HKU 1, MERS-CoV) po Kochovih postulatah ali na nacin opizan pod zaporedno Stevilke 47

Linferzreini bksitni pomer Ljubfana, Takabe cesia 7, B0 Ljstdana
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6.

10.

11.

12.
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Se lahko vlagatelja tocno napoti do papirjev in/ali $tudij slovenskega, evropskega ali svetovnega laboralomMeki
je dokazal fizicni obstoj virusa Ebola, Zika, HIN1 ali HIV po Kochovih postulata ali na nacin opisan pod
zaporedno Stevilko 47

Pri katerem ciklu pomnoZevanje je Corman-Drosten protokol dolocil mejo med pozitivnim in negativnim
vzorcem?

Zakaj se je v Sloveniji uporabljalo 40 ciklov pomnoZevanje, ko pa Corman-Drosten protokol navaja 45 Ct?
Zakaj se je v Sloveniji v letu 2020 uporabljalo 40Ct, namesto priporo¢enih 25Ct?

Na podlagi katerih znanstvenih dokazov se lahko uporablja test za diagnostiko okuzenosti, ki ni binaren(kot
test za nosecnost), temvec je arbitraren, kar pomeni, da lahko vsak laboratorij 0z drzava postavi svojo mejo
Ct, ki loCi med pozitivnim ali negativnim vzorcem?

Ali obstaja moznost, da se iniciatorji in geni uporablieni v Corman-Drosten protokolu, vezejo na sekvence
Cloveskega genoma in mikrobov? V primeru da ne, bi vlagatelj referenco ali link do teh podatkov, ki to
dokazujejo.

Se lahko vlagatalje usmeri na dokumente ki pojasnijo, kako je dr. Christian Drosten v protokolu dologil
sekvence obeh oligonukleotidov, ter E,N in RARP genov, ki naj bi bili specificni za SARS-CoV-2, e priznava
v svojem papirju, da ni imel na voljo izoliranega referen¢nega vzorca virusa?

‘We aimed to develop and deploy robust diagnostic methodology for use in public health laboratory
settings without having virus material available.” [1]

13.

14.

1a.

16.

7.

18.

18,

20.

Se lahko vlagatelja usmeri na papir(validacija testa),kjer je razvidno, da je RT-PCR test ob&utljiv, specificen
in reproduktiven samo na viralne RNA sekvence virusa?

Ali obstaja moznost, da se iniciatorji in geni uporabljeni v Corman-Drosten protokolu, vezejo na sekvence
Cloveskega genoma in mikrobov? V primeru da ne, bi viagatelj referenco ali link do teh podatkov, ki to
dokazujejo.

Ali lahko RT-PCR test loCi med aktivnim in neaktivnim virusom? V primeru, da lahko, bi viagatelj link do teh
podatkov.

Alilahko RT-PCR test ugotovi , da je viralna RNA sekvenca patogena? V primeru, da lahko, bi viagatelj link do
teh podatkov

Ali lahko RT-PCR test ugotovi sorodne koronaviruse? V primeru, da ne more, bi viagatelj link do teh podatkov.

Ali lahko RT-PCR najde viralne delce iz preteklih okuzb? Ce ne more, bi viagatelj link do teh podatkov, ki to
potrjujejo.

Je lahko vzorec pri 40Ct pozitiven in potem negativen, ¢e bi mejo med pozitivnim in negativnim spustili na
25Ct?

Se lahko vlagatelju napoti do RCT $tudij in ne priporo¢il, ki brez dvoma dokazujejo, da no$enje mask zaustavi

Sirjenje virusov?
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21. Vlagatelj zeli tudi reference do RCT varnostnih $tudij izven kontroliranih obmogij(zdravstvene us ,
laboratoriji itd), da noSenje mask v vsakdanjem Zivljenju ne skoduje zdravju?

22. Se lahko vlagatelja napoti do RCT Studij in ne racunalniskih modelov, ki brez dvoma dokazujejo, da zdravi ljudje
lahko Sirijo virus?

23. Koliko ljudi je v vasi ustanovi umrlo v letu 2020, ki so imeli samo pozitive RT-PCR test in bili brez vsake
Zivliensko nevarne pridruzene bolezni?

24. Koliko ljudi je v vasi ustanovi umrlo v letu 2020, ki so bili poslani iz DSO-jev in koliko ostalih?
25. Koliko je bila povprecna starost ljudi v letu 2020, ki so umrli v vasi ustanovi zaradi virusa?

26. Koliko ljudi v letu 2021 je bilo pozitivnih na RT-PCR testu ob prihodu v vaso ustanovo, kljub temu, da so ze
prejeli priporoCene odmerke cepiva?

27. Zakaj se zdaj za »cepliene« ljudi priporoca izvajanje RT-PCR testov pri 28 Ct ali pa sploh ne, ko za vse druge
velja, da se izvaja RT-PCR test med 40Ct? Zakaj dvojna merila, ki s tem ustvarjajo velik sum in dokazuje, da
se lahko manipulira Stevilo okuzenih s Stevilom pomnozitev pri RT-PCR testih?

https:/lwww.cdc.gov/vaccines/covid-19/downloads/Information-for-laboratories-COVID-vaccine-
breakthrough-case-investigation.pdf

28. Koliko ljudi ste v letu 2021 zdravili ali so umrli zaradi stranskih ucinkov cepiv za C-19?

29. Se lahko vlagatelju poslje dokumentacija zasedenosti vseh vasih bolnisniénih postelj za leto 2017, 2018, 2019
in 20207

30. Ali se bo izvedla zdravstvena storitev zdravemu pacientu, ki bi prisel v vaso ustanovo zaradi zioma noge in ne
zeli, da se ga kakorkoli testira?

31. Zakaj se v vasi ustanovi ne ponuja drugih vamih in u¢inkovitih terapij, kot je HQC in Ivermectin ter se samo
ponuja popolnoma eksperimentalno injekcijo genske terapije, kot edini nacin zdravljenja C19 bolezni?
https://c19ivermectin.com/
https://c19hcqg.com/

Prvenstveno je organ v skladu s prvim odstavkom 4. ¢lena ZDIJZ presojal ali zahtevane informacije ustrezajo
zakonski opredelitvi informacije javnega znacaja in ali organ razpolaga z zahtevanimi informacijami. Po prvem
odstavku 4. ¢lena ZDIJZ je informacija javnega znacaja informacija, ki izvira iz delovnega podrocja organa, nahaja
pa se v obliki dokumenta, zadeve, dosjeja, registra, evidence ali drugega dokumentarnega gradiva (v nadaljevanju:
dokument), ki ga je organ izdelal sam, v sodelovanju z drugim organom ali pridobil od drugih oseb. Iz navedene
dolocbe izhajajo trije osnovni pogoji, ki morajo biti kumulativno izpolnjeni, da lahko govorimo o obstoju informacije
javnega znacaja, in sicer:

1. informacija mora izvirati iz delovnega podroc¢ja organa,

2. organ mora z njo razpolagatiin

3. nahajati se mora v materializirani obliki.

Upostevajo¢ navedeno informacijo javnega znacaja predstavlja dokument, ki Ze obstaja, je ustvarjen oziroma tisti
dokument, ki ga je organ v okviru svojega delovnega podro¢ja ze izdelal oziroma pridobil in ga ni dolzan ustvariti
Sele na podlagi zahteve.

Univerzitetni kliniéni center Ljubljana, Zaloka cesta 2, SI-1000 Ljubljana
ID &t. za DDV: S152111776, maticna Stevilka: 5057272, zakladniski podracun: 0110- 0603- 0277 -894



univerzitetni klinicni center ljubljana -

University Medical Centre Ljubljana

Organ pojasnjuje, da je kot zavezanec po ZDIJZ prosilcu dolzan omogociti dostop le do Ze obs
(materializiranih) informacij in ni dolzan odgovarjati na vpra$anja oziroma podajati pojasnila na nacin, da bi posebe;
tvoril stavke, ki bi predstavijali odgovore na vprasanja, niti ni dolzan ustvariti dokumente ali jih pridobivati od drugih
subjektov, da bi zadostil zahtevi. Iz odlocbe IP, §t. 090-277/2020/4 z dne 17.12.2020 izhaja, da na primer vioga, s
katero se zahteva, da organ odgovori na vpraanja oz. pripravi pojasnilo, obrazloZitev ipd. ne predstavlja zahteve
za dostop do informacij javnega znacaja. IP v odlocbi pojasnjuje, da ZDIJZ ne omogota oziroma predvideva
pravice do odgovorov in pojasnil ter podobnega. Taksno staliSce izhaja tudi iz sodbe Upravnega sodis¢a RS, &t. |
U 1351/2010-12 z dne 25. 5. 2011. Prosilec ima namre¢ po ZDIJZ pravico zahtevati dokumente, s katerimi organi
zavezanci ze razpolagajo, ne more pa prisiliti organa, da posebej na zahtevo prosilca ustvari doloden dokument
(npr. pripravi odgovore na vprasanja, poda pojasnilo, obrazlozitve ipd.)

Organ po preucitvi zahteve ugotavlja, da v zvezi z vprasaniji pod zaporednimi Stevilkami 9, 21, 23, 24, 26 ter 28
prosilec od organa zahteva podajo odgovorov in pojasnil, ki ne predstavijajo zahteve za dostop do informacij
javnega znacaja po 4. Clenu ZDIJZ. Poleg tega organ z informacijami ne razpolaga v obliki dokumenta, zadeve,
dosjeja, registra ali evidence oziroma drugega dokumentarnega gradiva oziroma da se dokumenti, iz katerih bi
izhajali odgovori na navedena vprasanja.

Glede na navedeno upostevajo¢ dejstvo, da organ ni dolzan ustvariti novih dokumentov oziroma podajati
odgovorov in pojasnil, ni izpolnjen pogoj, ki ga za informacijo javnega znacaja doloca prvi odstavek 4. ¢lena ZDIJZ,
zato je potrebno prosil¢evo zahtevo upostevaje dolodilo 4. ¢lena ZDIJZ v tem delu zavrniti.

Kljub temu je organ za ostala vpraSanja pripravil in predloZil vire podatkov, povezave na vire podatkov in pri
nekaterih kratka pojasnila, kot je razvidno iz izreka te odlocbe. V tem delu organ $teje, da je zahtevi delno ugodil.

Organ mora ob izdaji odlocbe odlociti tudi o posebnih stroskih, ki so nastali v zvezi z odlo¢anjem v upravnem
postopku. V predmetnem postopku posebni stroski postopka niso nastali, zato je organ odlogil kot izhaja iz 3. tocke
izreka te odlocbe.

POUK O PRAVNEM SREDSTVU:

Zoper to odlocbo je dovoljena pritozba v roku 15 dni od dneva vrocitve na Informacijskega pooblaséenca, Zalodka
59, 1000 Ljubljana, in je prosta placila upravne takse. Pritozba se vloZi v pisni (fiziéni ali elektronski) obliki ali ustno
na zapisnik pri organu. Ce je pritoZba poslana priporoéeno po posti, se Steje, da je pravotasna, Ge je oddanana
posto zadnji dan pritoZbenega roka. O pritozbi odlo¢a Informacijski pooblaséenec.

Univerzitetni kliniéni center Ljubljana
v.d. generalnega direktorja
Joze Golobi¢

Vrociti:
- prosilcu
- spis.
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Translation provided by FOI submitter

QUESTIONS AND THE ANSWERS PROVIDED UKCLJ (UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTRE LIUBLJANA),
SLOVENIA:

1) The applicant wants a link to the studies that your institution relies on in proving the physical
existence of the SARS-CoV-2 virus and its pathogenicity?

ANSWER :
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7095418/

2) In the event that your work on virus isolation and its pathogenicity relies on the cultivation of
viruses in cell culture, the necessary control experiments have been carried out, and the
applicant would like to be provided with a link to this information:

- torule out the possibility that this sequence structure i.e. the genetic strain attributed to
this virus does not originate from other genetic material and is harmless?

- to exclude that experimental preparation, i.e. is the cell culture infection (VeroE6)
treated with the cell culture not the reason for the cytopathic effect that would so mistakenly be
attributed to the virus?

ANSWER:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7095418/
The genetic code of SARS-CoV-2 is related to other coronaviruses and is harmful

3) Can the applicant be referred exactly to the studies of a Slovenian, European or world
laboratory, which proved the physical existence of the virus even according to Koch's
postulates?

ANSWER:

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7184405/pdf/ciaa325.pdf

We give a reference which shows that SARS-CoV-2 meets Koch's postulates. We explain to the
applicant that Koch and his colleague Henle published the postulates before viruses were
discovered. Later, mainly in the light of virology findings, Koch's postulates were adapted to the
new discoveries.

4) Does your institution have an article or study from a Slovenian, European or world laboratory
that has proven its physical existence and pathogenicity in the following way:

- a sample (blood, saliva, lung fluid, etc.) was taken from the infected person, which was cleaned
to such an extent that only pure viral particles and nothing else remained

-the sample is visualized under the microscope and the image of the virus is taken
-characterized by its unique biochemical structure

-the entire genome sequence is obtained


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7095418/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7095418/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7184405/pdf/ciaa325.pdf

-determines which proteins it is composed of
-and then an isolated and purified sample is inserted into the experimental body of the animal
or human who then caused the disease and its associated symptoms

ANSWER: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7184405/pdf/ciaa325.pdf

5) Can the applicant be referred to the studies of a Slovenian, European or world laboratory
that has proven the physical existence of viruses from the coronavirus family (229E, OC43, SARS-
CoV-2003, NL63, HKU1, MERS-CoV) according to Koch's postulates or in the manner described
under serial number 4?

ANSWER:
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12748632/

6) Can the applicant be specifically referred to the studies of a Slovenian, European or world
laboratory that has proven the physical existence of Ebola, Zika, HIN1 or HIV viruses according
to Koch's postulates or in the manner described under serial number 4?

ANSWER:

DOI: 10.1016/0035-9203(52)90043-6

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12995441/
https://academic.oup.com/trstmh/article-abstract/46/5/521/1896900?redirectedFrom=fulltext

7) By which multiplication cycle did the Corman-Drosten protocol define the boundary between
the positive and negative sample?

ANSWER:
https://www.eurosurveillance.org/content/10.2807/1560-7917.ES.2020.25.3.2000045

Explanation: Corman et al (2020) does not specify the boundary between a positive and a
negative sample with a Ct value, but on the basis of a detection limit (Figure 3) representing the
lowest amount / concentration of analyte (in this case a copy of viral inheritance) can be
detected (limits of 5.2 and 3.8 copies of viral inheritance per reaction were found for E gene and
RdRP gene, respectively).

8) Why was 40 ct used in Slovenia, if Corman et al states 45 Ct?

ANSWER:
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment dat
a/file/926410/Understanding Cycle Threshold Ct in SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR .pdf
Explanation: In the event that the RT-PCR is found to be negative above 39CT after validation, it
is not necessary to perform a test up to 45Ct for such completion.

9) Why was 40Ct used in Slovenia instead of the recommended 25 Ct?



https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7184405/pdf/ciaa325.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12748632/
https://doi.org/10.1016/0035-9203(52)90043-6
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12995441/
https://academic.oup.com/trstmh/article-abstract/46/5/521/1896900?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://www.eurosurveillance.org/content/10.2807/1560-7917.ES.2020.25.3.2000045
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/926410/Understanding_Cycle_Threshold__Ct__in_SARS-CoV-2_RT-PCR_.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/926410/Understanding_Cycle_Threshold__Ct__in_SARS-CoV-2_RT-PCR_.pdf

ANSWER: Refused to answer

10) On the basis of which scientific evidence can a test be used to diagnose an infection that is
not binary (as a pregnancy test) but arbitrary, which means that each laboratory or country can
set its own Ct limit that separates when a sample is positive or negative?

ANSWER:
http://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-
119f9f28fefd&lang=en

Explanation: The limit is not arbitrary, but is determined on the validation data of the RT-PCR
test, and internal validation analyzes of each laboratory

11) Is there a possibility that the initiators and genes used in the Corman et al protocol bind to
sequences of the human genome and microbes? If not, the applicant wants a reference or link
to this data to prove this?

ANSWER:
The specificity of the binding of the initial oligonucleotides in the article by Corman et al (2020)
is explained by the authors themselves in the paragraph: "Specificity testing"

12) Can the applicant be directed to documents that explain how dr. Christian Drosten
determined the sequences of both oligonucleotides, and the E, N and RdRP genes that are
supposed to be specific for SARS-CoV-2, if he admits in his study that he did not have an isolated
reference sample of the virus?

ANSWER:

Explanations of the authors of the studies Corman et al (2020), who obtained the sequences in
accordance with the practice from publicly available databases.

On the page 2 you have the rest of the answer in english third pragraph from the bottom up

13) Can the applicant be referred to a study (test validation) where the RT-PCR test is shown to
be sensitive, specific and reproducible only to viral RNA sequences of the virus?

ANSWER:
http://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-
119f9f28fefd&lang=en

14) Almost the same question as under number 11. My mistake. Same answer as under number
11


http://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
http://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
http://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
http://www.giagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en

15) Can RT-PCR distinguish between active and inactive virus? In case it can, the applicant wants
a link to this information

ANSWER:
https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/40805
The remaining answer is in English in the last paragraph on page 2

16) Can an RT-PCR test determine that a viral RNA sequence is pathogenic? In case it can, the
applicant wants a link to this information

ANSWER:
With RT-PCR method we detect the presence/absence of viral inheritance

17) Can an RT-PCR test detect related coronaviruses? In case it does not, the applicant wants a
link to this data.

ANSWER:
https://www.qiagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-
119f9f28fefd&lang=en

In reference to: the specificity of the binding of the initial oligonucleotides to "related
coronaviruses" in Corma et.al. (2020) the authors explain in paragraph: "Cross - reactivity with
other coronaviruses”

18) Can an RT-PCR test find viral particles from past infections? If he cannot, the applicant wants
a link to this information

ANSWER: RT-PCR test can find viral particles from past infections

19) Can a sample at 40Ct be positive and then negative if we lower the boundary between
positive and negative to 25 Ct?

ANSWER: Yes, it can

20) Can the applicant be directed to RCT studies and not recommendations that unequivocally
prove that wearing a mask prevents the spread of the virus?

ANSWER:

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-020-72798-7
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2776536
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2020-02994-001
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33362251/



https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/40805
https://www.qiagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
https://www.qiagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
https://www.qiagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
https://www.qiagen.com/us/resources/resourcedetail?id=8d610767-ec01-4ec8-afc6-119f9f28fefd&lang=en
http://et.al/
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-020-72798-7
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2776536
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2020-02994-001
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33362251/

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33362251/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/33422089/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00112-020-01090-99m
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32388722/
https://www.pnas.org/content/118/4/e2014564118
https://pubmed.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/33483277/

21) The applicant also wants references to RCT safety studies outside the controlled areas
(medical facilities, laboratories, etc.) that wearing a mask in everyday life is not harmful to
health?

ANSWER: Refused to answer
22) Can an applicant be referred to RTC studies rather than computer models that unequivocally
prove that a healthy person can spread the virus?

ANSWER:
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/mSphere.00019-21

23) How many people died in your institution in 2020 who had only a positive RT-PCR test and
were free of any life-threatening associated disease?

ANSWER: Refused to answer

24) How many people died in your institution in 2020 who were sent from nursing homes and
how many others?

ANSWER: Refused to answer

25) What was the average age of people in 2020 who died in your institution from the virus?
ANSWER: the people who died were mostly from the age of 65 onwards

26) How many people tested positive for RT-PCR tests in 2021 upon arrival at your facility, even
though they had already received the recommended doses of vaccines?

ANSWER: Refused to answer

27) Why is it now recommended for vaccinated people to perform the RT-PCR test at 28Ct or
not at all, when for all others it is considered that the RT-PCR test is performed at 40Ct? Why

double standards, which create a lot of suspicion and prove that the number of infected people
can be manipulated by the number of aids in the RT-PCR test?


https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33362251/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33422089/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00112-020-01090-99m
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32388722/
https://www.pnas.org/content/118/4/e2014564118
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33483277/
https://journals.asm.org/doi/10.1128/mSphere.00019-21

ANSWER: Information-for-laboratories-COVID-vaccine-breakthrough-case-
investigation.pdf

28) How many people have you treated or died from the side effects of COVID-19 vaccines in
20217

ANSWER: Refused to answer

29) Can the applicant be sent the occupancy documentation of all your hospital beds for 2017,
2018, 2019 and 2020?

ANSWER: | got the annual report for 2019 and 2020

30) Will a medical service be provided to a healthy patient who would come to your facility due
to a broken leg and does not want to be tested in any way?

31) Why is there no other safe and effective therapies like HQC and Ivermectin offered in your
facility, but only a fully experimental gene therapy injection is offered as the only way to treat
COVID-19 disease?

ANSWER:
https://c19ivermectin.com/
https://c19hcg.com/

they put my links in this answer



https://c19ivermectin.com/
https://c19hcq.com/

On Wednesday, February 24th, 2021 at 10:15 PM. I _ wrote:

Dear Health Ministars,

| am writing to you on advice from the Australian Department of Health (the Department) to seek clarification on information requested in a
Freedom of Information (FOI) request that was sent to the Department.

The Department's initial response on 24th August 2020 (attached: "Initial FOI 1937 Response"), stated: "To obtain the information you are
seeking please direct your request to the various State and territory Departments of Health”.

After further correspondence between the FOI author and the Department, a more formal response was given (attached: "FOI 1937"), yet
the outcome remained the same.

| am therefore writing to you to on initial advice by the Department of Health to confirm whether you do hold the information requested in
the onginal request to the Department, as shown in attachment "FOI 1937" and pasted again below:

"All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Health describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly
from a sample taken from a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genefic material
(i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient). Please note that | am using "tsolation” in the every-day
sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s) from everything else. [ am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2"
refers instead fo:

[&] the culturing of something,

or the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),

[&] or the sequencing of something.

Flease also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by The Department of Health or that pertain to work done by
The Department of Health. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer reviewed study that
The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.”

| look forward to your response.




M Gmall Christine Massey <cmssyci@gmail com>

Fw: MHW-H21-1039 - letter toj

Ved, Jul 14, 2021 at 11:58 PM
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Government
of South Australia

MAHW-H21-103%

| refer to your email dated 24 February 2021, seeking access to informafion under
the Freedom of information Act 1991 [5A) [the FOI Act) regarding:

*All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Healith
describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly from a sample taken from
a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not fist combined with any
other source of genetic material i.a. monkey kidney cells aka vero celis; lung
cells from a lung cancer patient). Flease note that | am using “solation” in the
every-day sense of the waord: the act of separating o thing(s) from everything
else. | am nol requesting records where "solation of SARS-COV-2" refers instead
1o

o the culturing of something,

« of the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),

= or the sequencing of something.

Please also note that my reguest is not imited to records that were authored by
The Department of Health or that pertain to work done by The Department of
Health, My requast includes any sort of record, for example (but not imited to)
any published peer reviewad study that The Department of Health has
downlooded or printed.”

These documents are not held by this agency.

The Office of the Minister for Health and Wellbeing is o separate agency to
SA Health under the FOI Act, and is a separate agency for record keeping
purposes. | am not able fo advise if an agency within 5A Health has the
documeants you ore seeking.

Howsever, you may consider making an application under the FOI Act, 1o
5A Pathology.

Office af the Hon Steghean Wade MLC
syal B Citi Cendre Buikding, 11 Hndmarsh Squeve, ADELAIE 54 S(KI0 | G B 2555 ADELADE
Trl (3 BAST E4HA | B 18 BAES E9FT E Sl rinichnridhoalibifie s e

G 5007 D 243
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Please note that there is a $37.50 FOI application fee that must be paid to the
agency that holds the documents at the time you lodge your application.
Processing charges may also be applicable. The agency will advise you of these
charges once it receives your application and begins processing it.

If you are the holder of a current concession card, or if you can satisfy the agency
that the payment of the fee or charge would cause financial hardship, the
agency must waive or remit (reduce or refund) the application fee.

Information on how to apply under the FOI Act in South Australia, including direct
links to an application document or an online form, can be found at
https://www.sahealth.sa.gov.au/wps/wcm/connect/publictcontent/sa+health+in
ternet/about+us/department+for+health+and+wellbeing/freedom+of+information
+department+for+health+and+wellbeing

Kind regards

795

argaret Klass
Accredited FOI Officer
Office of the Minister for Health and Wellbeing

2% Apil 202



By, Spocaaschka, 41, M. Kuis, 04071, Ten. (044) 425-43-54
E-mail: info@phe.org.ua, xon €JIPIIOY 40524109

iy O3 ﬁl}& ﬁ;{_i/z I//?f?g';_ AVZ 7

Ha Ne

Hepxasna ycranoBa «lleHTp rpomazicekoro 3aopos’s MinicTepcTBa
OXOPOHH 370poB’s YKpainu» (mam - LleHTp) po3rnsHyia y mexax KoMmeTeHuii
3alMT MIOAO0 peecTpauil B pedepeHc-naboparopii BipyCOJONYHUX AOCIIIKEHD
Hentpy wramy SARS-CoV-2 Ta inopmye npo raxe.

LlenTp, BignoBiaHo ao nyHkTy 1 posmury I Craryty [epkaBHOI yCTaHOBH
«llentp rpomaicbkoro 3iaopor’s MiHicTepcTBa OXOpPOHHM 370poB's YKpaiHH»,
sarBep/uKkeHoro HakasomM MO3 Vkpainu Bl 30.06.2020 No 1483, € canitapHo-
NpOMIIAKTUYHMM 3aKJIaJIOM OXOPOHH 370pOB’s, TOJOBHMM 3aBIaHHAM SKOIO €
AIANBHICTE Y raiy3l rpoMajicbKOro 3/I0poB’s, a caMme 3/1HCHeHHS eniIeMI¥MHOro
Harasay (crnocrepekeHHs), BUKOHAHHS TOBHOBAXKEHB INOJO 3aXHCTV HACEICHHS
Bif iHdekuiiHux xBopoO Ta HeiH(ekUIHHMX 3axBOplOBaHbL, nabopatopHiil
aisnbHOCTi, OioGesneku, iHQekuiHOI Oe3nexkH MOHOpPCHKOI Kposi Ta/abo i

OMIIQHEHTIR Y MEeKaxX, RU3HAYeHUX 1TuM CTaTyTaM

Y  pedepenc-nadboparopii BipyconoriyHux aocaikenb Llentpy wram
SARS-CoV-2 sigcytHii, pedepenc-nabopaTopiss BIpYCOJONMHHX AOCTIKEHb
[lenTpy He NpoBOJAWTH BipYCHI AOCHIKEHHS 3 METOIO BHLIeHHs Bipycy SARS-
CoV-2 Ha KyneTypl KIITHH.

lenepanbunit gupexrop /@v Poman POJAUHA




On Wednesday, February 24th, 2021 at 10:15 PM. I _ wrote:

Dear Health Ministars,

| am writing to you on advice from the Australian Department of Health (the Department) to seek clarification on information requested in a
Freedom of Information (FOI) request that was sent to the Department.

The Department's initial response on 24th August 2020 (attached: "Initial FOI 1937 Response"), stated: "To obtain the information you are
seeking please direct your request to the various State and territory Departments of Health”.

After further correspondence between the FOI author and the Department, a more formal response was given (attached: "FOI 1937"), yet
the outcome remained the same.

| am therefore writing to you to on initial advice by the Department of Health to confirm whether you do hold the information requested in
the onginal request to the Department, as shown in attachment "FOI 1937" and pasted again below:

"All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Health describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly
from a sample taken from a diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of genefic material
(i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer patient). Please note that | am using "tsolation” in the every-day
sense of the word: the act of separating a thing(s) from everything else. [ am not requesting records where "isolation of SARS-COV-2"
refers instead fo:

[&] the culturing of something,

or the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),

[&] or the sequencing of something.

Flease also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by The Department of Health or that pertain to work done by
The Department of Health. My request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer reviewed study that
The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.”

| look forward to your response.




Fw: M60-36321_20210316_tolllMfH Referred to DoH for response - FOI 1937 -
Requesting Further Information

Rephy-Ta:

Taoc Christine Massey <cmssyci@gmail.com®>, "Christine Masseyi@protonmail com® <Chiristine. Massey@protonmail.com:=

Sent with Protonblail Secure Email.

Criginal Message
On Tuesday, March 168th, 2021 at 11:41 AM, DOH, FOI <FO.DOHTheakh. wa. gov.au= wrote:

Cwr ref: ME0D-36321

oo

| refer to your email sent to the office of the WA Minister for Health, Minister Cock, on 24 February 2021
[attached for reference).

The email refers to an initial request to aceess records under the (Cth) Freedom of Information Act 1982,
submitted to the Australiam Department of Health {Aust DoH). Attached to your email is the emailed request to
Aust DoH, together with the Aust DoH Motice of Decision, confirning no records were identified relevant to the
scope of your application.

The Aust DoH also recommended you refer your request to each of the Health Departments of the Australian
states and temitories; and hence the refemal of your request to the separate Ministers for Health.

The office of the WA Minister for Health referred your emailed request to the WA Depariment of Health (DoH) for
direct response.

Prior to progressing the validation of your request to be a formal request to access records under the WA
Freedom of Information Act 1932 (FOI Act), which reguires payment of the statutory FOI application fee and
other required information, action was undertaken by DoH to identify whether any records within the scope of
your request were available.

Your request was referred to varous areas within DoH, and advice received that if any records were available
they would be held by PathWest Laboratory Medicine WA {a part of the WA health system; and a separate
agency under the FOH Act). The reguest was then refemed to Path\West for consideration.

It is confirmed that no records have been idenfified relevant to the scope of your request, except for all of the
modalities specifically excluded in your request




That is, no materal pertaining to SARS-Col-2 isolation without the use of propagator cells. As an organisation
for SARS-CoV-2 vinus testing P athWest has only been involved in:

# \irus culture using the cells described in the FOI application to Aust DoH.

s \irus PCR.
» \iirus seqguencing.

| trust this assists.

Best regards

Mareen Burnell | Senior Integrity Officer — FOI

Technology and Information Services | Corporate Services | Office of the Director General
Department of Health

2™ faor. B Block, 180 Royal Street, EAST PERTH WA 6004

T: (08) 9222 8411

E: FOLDOH@Ehealth.wa.gov.au

www.health wa.gowv.au

The contents of this e-mak fransmission are Intended solely for the Named reciients), may be conddental, and may be pileged or
athenwise profected from disciosure in the public inferest. The use, reproduction, disclosure or distibution of the contants of this e-mal
transmission by any person ofher than the named reciplents) is profibied. If you are not & named recipient please notiy e sender
Immediataly:

3 MED-36321_Email and attachments. pdf
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From:

Sent: Wednesday, 24 February 2021 7:15 P

Ta: office@hazzar minister now.gov.aw martin foleyEparfiament.vic grvau;
minister fyles@nt.gov.au; Ministerforhealth@sa,gov.ew; Cook, Minister,
sarah.courtney@dpac, tas.gov.au; healthiftministeral.gld.gov.au; stephen-
smithi@act.gov.au

Subject: HPECM: FOI 1937 - Requesting Fusther Information

Attachments; Initial FC 1937 Response pdf; FOI 1937 pdf

Categories: In queue to be logged

Diear Health Ministers,

[ am writing to you on advice from the Australian Department of Health ithe Department) to scck
clarification on information requested in a Freedom of Information (FOI) request that waz sent to the

Department,

The Diepartment's initial response on 24tk Angust 2020 (attached: "Initial FOI 1937 Response™), stated: "To
obtain the information you are seeking please direct vour request to the various State and territory
Depariments of Health™,

After further correspondence between the FOT author and the Department, & more formal response was
given (attached; "FOT 1937"), yet the outcome remained the same,

I am therefore writing to you to on initial advice by the Department of Health to confirm whether vou do
hold the information requested in the original request to the Department, as shown in attachment "FOI
1937" and pasted again below:

“All records in the possession, cusiody or control of The Department of Health describing the isolation of o
SARS-COF-2 virus, directly from a sample taken from a diseased patient, where the patient savple wes ol
Jirst combined with any other source af penetic material (i ¢ mionkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells
Jrom a lung cancer patient), Please note thai [ am using “isolation"” in the every-day sense of the word: the
act af separating o thing(s) from evervihing else. [ am not requesting records where “isolation of S4RS-
COV-2" pefers instead ro:

e the culturing of something,

#or the performance of an amplification test {fe. a PUR rest),

#or the sequencing of someaihing

Please also note that my request is not fimited (o recovds that were authored by The Department of Healeh
or that pertaln to work done by The Department of Health, My request includes any sori af record, for
examiple (bt not limited to) any published peer reviewed stucly thet The Department of Health has
downloaded ar printed "

| ook forward to your response.



—————————— Forwarded message ---------

From: FOI <FOI®@health.gov.au>

Date: Mon, 24 Aug 2020, 12:10

Subject: Freedom of Information Request - Studies re isolation of SARS-COV-2
[SEC=UNOFFICIAL]

To:

Dear [N

I refer to your request to the Australian Government Department of Health (department)
below:

“All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Health describing
the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, directly from a sample taken from a diseased
patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source of
genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer
patient).

Please note that | am using "isolation” in the every-day sense of the word: the act of
Separating a thing(s) from everything else. | am not requesting records where
"isolation of SARS-COV-2" refers instead to:

 the culturing of something,
 orthe performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),
e orthe sequencing of something.

Please also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by The
Department of Health or that pertain to work done by The Department of Health. My
request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer-
reviewed study that The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.

If any records match the above description of requested records and are currently
available to the public elsewhere, please provide enough information about

each record so that | may identify and access each record with certainty (i.e. title,
author(s), date, journal, where the public may access ft).

The department does not hold the documents you are seeking access too.

To obtain the information you are seeking please direct your request to the various State
and Territory Departments of Health.



Kind regards

FOI Officer

FOI Team - FOI and Legislation Support Section

Legal & Assurance Division | Corporate Operations Group
Legal Advice & Legislation Branch
Australian Government Department of Health

T: 02 6289 1666 | E: FOl@health.gov.au

GPO Box 9848, Canberra ACT 2601, Australia

The Department of Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of Australia and
their continued connection to land, sea and community. We pay our respects to all
Elders past and present.

If you receive this email in error, please delete it and contact the sender immediately.



Department of Health

Department Reference: FOI 1937

NOTICE OF DECISION: UNDER SECTION 24A
OF THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 1982

I refer to your request of 11 August 2020 to the Department of Health (department)
seeking access under the Freedom of Information Act 1982 (Cth) (FOI Act) to the
following documents:

“All records in the possession, custody or control of The Department of Health
describing the isolation of a SARS-COV-2 virus, di rectly from a sample taken from a
diseased patient, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other source
of genetic material (i.e. monkey kidney cells aka vero cells; lung cells from a lung cancer
patient).

Please note that I am using "isolation" in the every-day sense of the word: the act of
separating a thing(s) from everything else. I am not requesting records where
"isolation of SARS-COV-2" refers instead to:

* the culturing of something,

* the performance of an amplification test (i.e. a PCR test),

* or the sequencing of something.

Please also note that my request is not limited to records that were authored by The
Department of Health or that pertain to work done by The Department of Health. My
request includes any sort of record, for example (but not limited to) any published peer-
reviewed study that The Department of Health has downloaded or printed.

If any records match the above description of requested records and are currently
available to the public elsewhere, please provide enou gh information about each record
so that I may identify and access each record with certainty (i.e. title, author(s), date,
journal, where the public may access it).”

Freedom of Information Unit (MDP 516) GPO Box 9848 Canberra ACT 2601
Telephone: (02) 6289 1666 ABN: 83 605 426 759




-D-

On 24 August 2020, the department sent you an email advising the department does
not hold any documents relating to the scope of your request and referring you to the
states and territories. You responded the same day, seeking a PDF response and
asking questions about SARS-COV-2 Virus Isolation.

I am writing to advise you of my decision.
FOI decision

I am authorised under subsection 23(1) of the FOI Act to make decisions in relation to
Freedom of Information requests. I am writing to notify you of my decision on your
request.

All reasonable steps have been taken to find documents referred to in your request
including consultation with relevant policy and program areas, thorough searches of
departmental file management systems, electronic documents on shared and personal
drives and departmental data bases. ‘ "

I am satisfied the consultation undertaken and the searches conducted were thorough
and all reasonable steps have been taken to locate documents relevant to your request.
I'am satisfied the documents referred to in your request do not exist.

As a consequence, relying on section 24A of the FOI Act, I cannot provide access to the
documents you requested.

FOI review rights

If you are dissatisfied with my decision, you may apply for an internal review or
Australian Information Commissioner (Information Commissioner) review of the
decision.

Internal review

Under section 54 of the FOI Act, you may apply in writing to the department for an
internal review of my decision. The internal review application must be made within
30 days of the date of this notice (or such further period as the department allows).
Where possible please provide reasons why you consider review of the decision is
necessary. The internal review will be carried out by another officer of this department
within 30 days.

An application for an internal review should be addressed to:

Email: FOlI@health.cov.au

Mail: FOI Unit (MDP 516)
Department of Health
GPO Box 9848
CANBERRA ACT 2601

Freedom of Information Unit (MDP 516) GPO Box 9848 Canberra ACT 2601
Telephone: (02) 6289 1666 ABN: 83 605 426 759



Information Commissioner Review

Under section 54L of the FOI Act, you may apply to the Information Commissioner to
review my decision. An application for review must be made in writing within
60 days of this notice (if you do not request an internal review).

The Australian Information Commissioner can be contacted by:

Email: enquiries@oaic.cov.au
Phone: 1300 363 992

More about the Information Commissioner review is available on the Office of the
Australian Information Commissioner (OAIC) website at:
https:/ /www.oaic.gov.au/ freedom-of-information/reviews /

You may also make a complaint to the Information Commissioner about action taken
by the department in relation to your application. Further information can be obtained
from the OAIC website.

Relevant provisions of the FOI Act
The FOI Act, including the provisions referred to in this letter, can be accessed from

the Federal Register of Legislation website:
https:/ /www.legislation.gov.au /Details/C2020C00110

Additional information

As mentioned in the department’s email to you of 25 August 2020, the FOI Act
provides a mechanism for individuals to access ‘documents’ held by entities such as
the department. It does not provide a mechanism for making enquiries or asking
questions about issues.

However, outside the FOI Act, I can provide you with the following information that
may be of assistance to you.

Point-of-care testing is a form of testing in which the analysis is performed where
healthcare is provided, close to or near the patient. All point-of-care test kits for
identifying the SARS CoV-2 virus (COVID-19 test kits) approved by the Therapeutic
Goods Administration (TGA) for supply within Australia and inclusion in the
Australian Register of Therapeutic Goods are listed on the TGA website at:
www.tea.gov.au/ covid-19-test-kits-included-artg-legalsupply- australia.

Information about the regulation of in vitro diagnostic medical devices in Australia,
including the COVID-19 test kits, is also available on the TGA website at:
www.tga.oov.au/ overview-regulatorv-framework-vitro—dia,qnostic-medical—devices

Freedom of Information Unit (MDP 516) GPO Box 9848 Canberra ACT 2601
Telephone: (02) 6289 1666 ABN: 83 605 426 759
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Additionally, there is a publically available paper on the isolation of SARS-CoV-2 at
VIDRL (which describes inoculation of Vero/hSLAM cells which led to the isolation
of SARS-CoV-2 in culture), which can be located at the following link:
https://www.mja.com.au/journal /2020/212/10/ isolation-and-rapid-sharing-2019-
novel-coronavirus-sars-cov-2-first-patient

Contacts

If you require clarification of any of the matters discussed in this letter you should
contact Freedom of Information Unit on (02) 6289 1666 or at FOI@health. gov.au.

Yours sincerely

Ky .

K. Bishop
Principal Lawyer
Legal Advice & Legislation Branch

9 September 2020

Freedom of Information Unit (MDP 516) GPO Box 9848 Canberra ACT 2601
Telephone: (02) 6289 1666 ABN: 83 605 426 759



Nevet

Gary Craig Official EFT Training Center

RIVM

t.a.v. H. Burg, Directeur-generaal
Postbus 1

3720 BA Bilthoven

Amsterdam, 16 maart 2021
Betreft: Wob verzoek inzake SARS_COC-2

Geachte heer Burg,
Onder verwijzing naar bovenstaande wet, heb ik het volgende verzoek:

1. Kunt u mijn een kopie geven van alle wetenschappelijke peer-reviewed publicaties die in uw
bezit zijn die de isolatie* van SARS-COV-2 virus aantonen. Het moet gaan om een monster
dat rechtstreeks is afgenomen van een zieke patiént, het monster mag niet eerst vermengd
zijn met enig ander genetisch materiaal. Dit verzoek beperkt zich niet tot publicaties van
het RIVM zelf, maar betreft ook enig document dat wie dan ook, waar ook ter wereld, heeft
gepubliceerd over de isolatie van SARS-COV-2 en dat in uw bezit is.

*Isolatie wordt hier gebruikt in de letterlijke betekenis, dus het scheiden van een iets van
iets anders. Ik vraag niet om een publicaties die het hebben over cultiveren of PCR
gebruiken voor het vermeerderen van genetische materiaal noch publicaties die iets
‘sequencing’ obv computermodellen.

2. Kunt u mij een kopie geven van alle wetenschappelijk publicaties die in uw bezit zijn die
bewijzen dat SARS-COV-2 de veroorzaker is van de ziekte ‘COVID-19’ conform het Koch
postulaat, waarbij aan alle 4 de gestelde voorwaarden is voldaan?

Ik ontvang alle informatie graag in pdf formaat via mail.

Ik zie uw reactie met belangstelling tegemoet.

Hartelijke groet,

Gabriélle Rutten
Directeur Novet — het Gary Craig Official EFT Training Center

Official-eft.nl — info@official-eft.nl



Nevet

Gary Craig Official EFT Training Center

RIVM
Attn: H. Burg, Director-General
P.O. Box 1

3720 BA Bilthoven

Amsterdam, 16 March 2021

Subject: Wob request regarding SARS_COC-2

Dear Mr Burg,

With reference to the above law, I have the following request:

1. Could you please provide mE with a copy of all scientific peer-reviewed publications in your
possession that demonstrate the isolation* of SARS-COV-2 virus. It must be a sample taken directly
from a sick patient, the sample must not have been first mixed with any other genetic material.
This request is not limited to publications of the RIVM itself, but also concerns any document
published by anyone, anywhere in the world, regarding the isolation of SARS-COV-2 that is in your
possession.

*Isolation is used here in the literal sense, i.e. separating one thing from another. I am not asking
for any publications that talk about cultivating or using PCR to propagate genetic material nor
publications that 'sequence' anything obv computer models.

2. Can you give me a copy of all scientific publications in your possession that prove that SARS-
COV-2 is the causative agent of the disease 'COVID-19' according to the Koch postulate, where all 4
conditions are met?

I would like to receive all information in pdf format via mail.

I look forward to your response with interest.

Kind regards,
Gabrielle Rutten Director Novet - the Gary Craig Official EFT Training Center

Gabriélle Rutten
Directeur Novet - het Gary Craig Official EFT Training Center

Translated with www.DeepL.com/Translator (free version)

Official-eft.nl — info@official-eft.nl



Welzijn en Sport

> Retouradres Postbus 20350 2500 EJ Den Haag

UITSLUITEND PER E-MAIL
De heer G. Rutten
info@official-eft.nl

Datum
Betreft

26 april 2021
Verzoek om informatie

Geachte heer Rutten,

Op 16 maart 2021 ontving ik uw e-mail. De ontvangst hiervan heb ik bevestigd bij
brief van 29 maart 2021 met kenmerk 2021.063/001.

Met een beroep op de Wet openbaarheid van bestuur (hierna: Wob) verzoekt u
om alle wetenschappelijke peer-reviewed publicaties die de isolatie van het SARS-
COV-2 aantonen. Verder heeft u verzocht om wetenschappelijke publicaties die
bewijzen dat voornoemd virus de veroorzaker is van de ziekte ‘Covid-19".

De Wob is overeenkomstig artikel 6, eerste lid enkel van toepassing op informatie
die is neergelegd in documenten die niet reeds openbaar zijn. De door u
gevraagde informatie betreft openbare informatie. Hiernavolgend zal ik aangeven
waar u de betreffende informatie kunt vinden.

Het coronavirus Sars-Cov-2 is het virus dat de ziekte COVID-19 kan veroorzaken.
Meer informatie hierover kunt u vinden op de website van het Rijkinstituut voor
Volksgezondheid en Milieu (hierna: RIVM) onder het kopje ‘virus’
(www.rivm.nl/coronavirus-covid-19/virus ). Voor de wetenschappelijke rapporten
over het bestaan van Sars-Cov2 verwijs ik u naar de volgende websites:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7159086/ en
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31978945/.

Naast de hierboven genoemde website van het RIVM, wil ik ook op de volgende
website van het RIVM wijzen: https://Ici.rivm.nl/richtlijnen/covid-19. Op deze
website treft u relevante literatuur aan.

Mocht u nog vragen hebben over deze brief, neemt u dan gerust contact op met

Ministerie van Volksgezondheid,

Directie Wetgeving en
Juridische Zaken
Bezoekadres:
Parnassusplein 5

2511 VX Den Haag

T 070 340 79 11

F 070 340 59 84
www.rijksoverheid.nl

Inlichtingen bij

mr. B. Gomes Caixinha Knaff
Cluster Wob
vws.wob@minvws.nl

T 070 340 5564

T (b.g.g.) 070 340 5400

Ons kenmerk
2021.063
2350619-1007570-WJZ

Uw e-mail van
16 maart 2020

Bijlage

Correspondentie uitsluitend
richten aan het retouradres
met vermelding van de
datum en het kenmerk van
deze brief.
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het Wob-cluster. De contactgegevens staan bovenaan deze brief.

Hoogachtend,

de Minister van Volksgezondheid,

Welzijn en Sport,

namens deze,

de directeur Wetgeving en Juridische Zaken,

mr. M.M. den Boer

Directie Wetgeving en
Juridische Zaken

Ons kenmerk

2021.063
2350619-1007570-WJZ
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(English Translation of response from the Dutch)
Ministry of Health, Well-being and Sport

> Return address PO Box 20350 2500 EJ The Hague

BY E-MAIL ONLY
Mr G. Rutten
info@official-eft.nl

Date 26 april 2021
Subject Request for information

Dear Mr Rutten,

On March 16, 2021, | received your email. | confirmed receipt of this letter of 29 March 2021
with characteristic 2021.063/001.

By invoking the Public Administration Act (hereinafter: Wob), you request all scientific peer-
reviewed publications that promote the isolation of the SARSCOV 2. You have also requested
scientific publications that prove that the aforementioned virus is the cause of the disease
'Covid-19'.

In accordance with Article 6(1), the Wob only applies to information documented in documents
which are not already public. The requested information concerns public information. Next | will
indicate where you can find the relevant information.

The coronavirus Sars-Cov-2 is the virus that can cause the disease COVID-19. More information
about this can be found on the website of the Government Institute for Public Health and the
Environment (hereinafter: RIVM) under the heading 'virus' (www.rivm.nl/coronavirus-covid-
19/virus). For the scientific reports about the existence of Sars-Cov2 | refer you to the following
websites:

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7159086/ and
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31978945/.

In addition to the website of the RIVM mentioned above, you might also like to visit the
following RIVM website: https://Ici.rivm.nl/richtlijnen/covid-19. On this website you will find
relevant literature.

If you have any questions about this letter, please feel free to contact the Wob cluster. The
contact details are at the top of this letter.

Sincerely,

the Minister for Health,

Well-being and Sport,

on behalf of this,

the Director of Legislation and Legal Affairs,
Mr. M.M. den Boer


https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31978945/
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