Freedom of Information Request

a very precisley worded request to find out if a Gates funded talking
head has the data she claims or if such data exists anywhere searchable.
UWA's detailed reply admitting no such records found is included.

snapshot was captured. Visit page: /web/20210807235859/https://www_drrobertyoung.com/
post/university-of-western-australia-no-record-of-isolation-or-purification-of-cov-by-anyone-ever

https://thefreedomarticles.com/10-reasons-sars-cov-2-imaginary-digital-theoretical-virus/ Done!
A snapshot was captured.

Visit page: /web/20210807235415/hitps://thefreedomarticles.com/10-reasons-sars-cov-2-imaginary-
digital-theoretical-virus/ I
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University of Western Australia - NO
Record of Isolation or Purification of CoV
By Anyone Ever!

*snapshot of these pages saved at internet archive, wayback machine to hamper possible attempts
to dissappear or alter webpagesfrom the current public versions 8aug2021

June 16, 2021

University of Western Australia — home of Gates-funded researcher Christine
Carson, who has spent countless hours on social media this past year
insisting “YES the COVID-19 virus has been isolated” - Provided and Cited
ZERO RECORDS for "SARS-COV-2" isclation/ purification from a patient
sample, by anyone anywhere in the World EVERI
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Dear My Mussey

FREED{}M OF INFORMATION AFPLICATION

On 20 April 2001, the Usiversity of Weatmm Austealis {Univeraity) recaiad o Frendom of Infarmotion

Act ja02 (WA} [FO1 Act) request from o meg g accens to which you belismed the
Unnarsrty hald.

¥ou pakd the required appication fee of $30.050 on the § June 2021 validating your applicatien and
requiring the Linisrsity to provide it decision no later than the 16 bty 2021,

| iy wiRbeh thie Ufhedidily s deLiiish in this marted, by way of & Notics of Déisish.
The Hotice of Decnms provides the following detsily -
*  the backy i your Appli inzluding any agr aninBnpe,
& i Tlags alatin g b dasumenls M quelted i el AapEston.
+ the decition on whether any docurents or tontent thersn i szempt from release under
Scheduls 1 of tha FOI ACE and
#  the decizion whether scoess $o thope documents is granted in full, wigh redaction or refawed.

e i e it T mpplieation, phedse arm il fgifuws edu gy
Four dincarely

Jay Gurywer
Hanager - Infermation Governamnie, Governande Directorate
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NOTICE OF DECISION
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT 1993

SECTION 26
APPLICANT: M5 CHRSITINE MASSEY
DECISION MAKER: JAY GUYVER
MAMNAGER - INFORMATION GOVERNAMNCE, GOVERNAMCE
DIRECTORATE

THE UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA
DATE OF DECISION: 16 June 2021
For the reasons set below, | have made the following decision in relation to your access application:
It is not possible to provide access as all reasonable steps have been taken to find documents

within the scope of your application; and | am satisfied that documents do not exist which meet
the scope of your application.

BACKGROUND

On 29 April 2021, the University of Western Australia (the University)] received a Freedom of information
Act 1992 (WA) [FOI Act) request from you for access to the following documents:

I All studies andfor reports in the possession, custody or control of Christine Carson [Senior
Research Fellow, UWA Medical School, Pathology & Laobaratory Medicing) or the University of
Western Australia's President, Foculties, Vice-Choncellor, Senate, Officers, Executive Board,
Secretary, or any heolth or science department head at the University of Western Austrolio
describing the purification of any "COWVID-18 virus" {aka "SARS-COV-2", including any alleged
“vorfgnts™ fe. "BLLFY, “B.1351" "P.IY} {wio maocerotion, filtrotion ond wse of an
ultracentrifuge; also referred to ot times by some peaple as "iselation "}, directly from o sample
taken from o diseased human, where the patient sample was not first combined with any other
source of genetic maoterial {iLe. monkey kidney cells oko Wero cells; fetal bovine serum).

2 Please alzo note that my request includes ony study/report matching the above description,
for example (but not limited to) o published peer-reviewed study cuthored by anyone,
anywhere since December 2019 and relied on by Christine Carson or any of the above-
mentioned people/bodies as evidence of o disegse-cousing "virus” circulating in humans.

In the same application you sought to clarify the scope of your application by further stating:

1 Please note that | am not requesting studies/reports where researchers failed to purify the
suspected "wirus” from o potient sample and insteod:

a. cultured an unpurified sample or other unpurified substance, and/or

b.  performed an amplification test (i.e. o 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

c. fobricoted o genome based on PCR-detected seguences in the totol RNA from a potient
sample or from a cell culture or from any unpurified substance, andyor

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



2 For further clarity, please note | am olready oware thot according to virus theory o “wirus"
requires host cells in order to replicote, ond | am not requesting records describing the
replication of a "wrus"™ without host cells.

a. Further, | am not requesting private patient records, or records thot describe o suspected
“wirus" fleating in o vacuum; | am simply reguesting records thot describe its purification
(separotion from everything else in the patient somple, os per stondard loboratony
practices for the purification of other very small things).

b. Please note thot despite the fact thot purification is an essential [but not sufficient) step
int proving the existence of o disease-causing “wirus", as of today 54 institutions globally
have all failed to provide or cite any such records, therefore to my knowledge no such
record's exist and if they do exist | cannot aocess them until | am provided a citation or URL.

c. Therefore, if any records maotch the obove description of requested records and are
currently availoble to the public elsewhere, please provide enough information about
each record so that | may identify and occess each one with certainty [i.e. title, author(s),
date, journal, where the public may access it). Plegse provide URLs where possible.

Onthe 29 April 2021, my office wrote to indicating your application lacked validity under 512 of the Act,
namely no Australian address nor payment had been provided. You responded with an Australian
address on the 12 May 2021,

Onthe 17 May 2021 | wrote te you advising you my office were making preliminary enguiries to ascertain
the volume of documents involved in the scope of your application. You replied affirmatively on the 18
May 2021,

| then wrote to you on the 25 May 2021 indicating our preliminary enguiries suggested there may be no
decuments and asked you if you wish to continue and pay the application fee of 530 an that basis. You
replied the same day indicating you wished to continue with the application.

At this time in your email of the 25 May 2021 you reasserted:

a.  Alsolwould like to remind that my request is not limited to studies/reports produced by, or based
on work performed ot, the University. It includes any studyireport in the
custody/control/possession of the University matching the description that | provided, for example
any published peer-reviewed study authared by anyone.

b. 1 alsounderstand thot studies that are already available elsewhere may not be subject to the Act.
However, because | cannot access studies that to my knowledge do not exst, in the spirit of
transporency as per the purpose of Freedom of Information legislation | request citotions for any
such studies that are in the custody/control/possession of the University and match my description
of requested records, so that | may occess them elsewhere.

As the application is for other than 'Personal Information® as that term is defined within the FOI Act,
an application fee of 530 was required. | requested this this fee on the 26 May 2021, and it was paid
on 1 June 2021 and the application was accepted as valid. The permitted period requires a decision
to be received by you on or before the 16 July 2021,

The Application

Based on your original application and further requests in consultation with you via email, | have
summarised the scope of your application to be -



A All studies andfor reports in the possession, custody or control of Christine Carson [Senior
Research Fellow, UWA Medical School, Pathology & Laboratory Medicing) or the University of
Western Australio's President, Foculties, Vice-Choncellor, Senate, Officers, Executive Board,
Secretary, or any health or science department head at the University of Western Austrolio
describing the purification of any "COWD-19 virus" {aka "SARS-COV-2", including any alleged
“worignts” fe "B.LLTFT, “B.L3ISI". "P.I" fvia maceration, filtration ond wse of an
ultracentrifuge; also referred to ot times by some people as "isolation "), directly from o sample
taken from a diseased human, where the patient somple was not first combined with any other
source of genetic material [iLe. monkey kidrey cells ako Vero cells; fetol bovine serum).

8. Please oleo note thot my request includes any study/report matching the above description,
for example (but not limited to) o published peer-reviewed study cuthored by anyone,
anywhere since December 2019 and relied on by Christine Carson or any of the above-
mentioned people/bodies os evidence of o disease-cousing "virus” circuloting in humans.

[ Also ! would like to remind that my request is not limited to studies/reports produced by, or
baosed on work performed ot the University. It includes any studyfreport in the
custedy/control/possession of the University matching the description that | provided, for
example any published peer-reviewed study outhored by anyone.

This then became the agreed scope [“the Application'], comprised of parts &, B and C.
SEARCHES

Following receipt and agreement of the Application, searches for documents were undertaken within
the University's Electronic Document and Records Management System (known as ‘TRIM'). TRIM
searches by keyword, title word and document content were conducted by our office using appropriate
keywords concerning your request. Searches were particularly focused on records relating to research
projects, grants, approvals and publications.

Further searches were made with the assistance of relevant officers within the University including
specific enguiries to the Portfolio of the Deputy Vice-Chancellor Research, and to Dr Christine Carson
{the named respondent in your application), and other researchers.

All the searches ("Searches”) were documented, and results recorded as evidence that the University
conducted best and reasonable steps to find documents in scope of your application.

REQUESTED DOCUMENTS

Searches found some 329 documents which met our search criteria -

*+ 202 proved to be false positives [i.e., where terms such as 'COVID*", and/or "SARS"" were found
with terms such as 'purification’, ‘isclation” within the same document, or within a certain
number of words from each other but were unrelated to any scientific endeavours to
isolate/purify the virus e.g., isolation leave for COVID).

+ 2 PhD Thesis met our criteria however the research was into unrelated matters which had been
impacted by the pandemic, hence included words which met our criteria but not your scope

* 125 documents of a research type were reviewed, however this related in their entirety to policy
issues, grant application criteria for SARS-COV-2 / COVID-19 research, or research into the
effects of COVID-19 [the disease) on various social communities, or on resources, mental health
or into antibody / antigen tools. These did not meet the exacting criteria of your scope.

Therefore, from our Searches, ne documents were discovered which met the scope of your application.



Mo documents met the precise and specific criteria within part (&) of your application, and thereby
there were no supporting documents § publications which were relied on by those documents or
authors which would comprise part (B).

In relation to part (C) of the scope of your application no documents fall into this definition for which
the Freedom of the Information Act 1992 (WA) would apply (see my decision below).

DECISION

In consideration of the above, |, Jay Guyver, Manager - Information Governance, Governance
Directorate have today made the decision that:

In relation to part (&) of your application,

# despite reasonable steps, such as searches and enquiries being made, no documents have
been found or surrendered which meet the specific and precise requirements of your scope.

* Enguiries of Dr Carson have yielded no such decuments relating to the precise and exact
isolation or purification of the virus you talk about, and research she has and is engaged in
does not meet the criteria, indeed is specifically excluded by your criteria.

Part (B) of your application is subject to documentation or similar being found in relation to part (&) of
your application.

+ There are no documents meeting this part of your scope as there are no documents including
but not limited to peer reviewed articles cited or relied up on by Dr Carson or any others in
decuments which meet part (A} of your scope

#  Further, it would not be for the University to search for, enquire for or otherwise elucidate
decuments which “for exomple (but not limited to) o published peer-reviewed study outhored
by anyone, anywhere since December 20019 and relied on by Christine Carson or any of the
above-mentioned people/bodies as evidence of o disease-cousing “virus" circulating in
humans. " unless these formed part of the documents which met your scope in Part (4} and
were 'documents of this Agency’. As there were none no further searches would fall under the
purpose of the FOI Act.

Part (C) of your application requires documents which were "not limited to studies/reports produced
by, or based on work performed at, the University. It includes any study/report in the
custody/control/possession of the University matching the description that | provided, for example any
published peer-reviewed study authored by anyone". | do not believe that such a request is an
obligation under the FOI Act for the University, namely -

*  Peer-reviewed studies, reports, publications and similar authored by anyone, and potentially
anywhaere, if published and available whether at a fee or not are excluded specifically under 56
of the FOl Act such as

o {a) available for purchase by the public or free distribution to the public; or
o {d) publicly available library material held by agencies for reference purposes.

*  Further access to documents which an agency may have access to, hold or otherwise control
is limited under 27{2) (¢} where [emphasis is mine)

o 12) If the applicant has requested that access to a document be given ina particular
way the agency has to comply with the request unless giving access in that way —

* (¢} would involve an infringement of copyright belonging to a person other
than the State,



o Releasing studies which the University may simply have relating to 'COVID-19 virus,
SARS-COV-2" within its libraries, or thase which researchers may have access to are
subject to copyright and licensing requirements.

# Inresponse to your request that where | am unable to provide documents as detailed above
you have asked for citations. Given that documents which do not meet your scope or are not
subject to the FOI Act would not be returned or surrendered to my office, | am not able to
provide such citations.

It is not possible to provide access as all reasonable steps have been taken to find documents within
the scope of your application; and | am satisfied that documents do not exist which meet the scope of
your application.

INTERNAL REVIEW

If you are aggrieved by the Decision of this agency, you may apply for an Internal Review within 30
days of being provided this Motice. There are no charges for requesting an internal review and, once a
request is received, VWA must review any disputed decision within 15 days.

An application for an internal review must:
*  beinwriting
+ setout the particulars of the decision that you wish to have reviewed.
+ give an address in Australia for correspondence, to which notices under the FOI Act can be
sent; and
*  be lodged at an office of UWA (see below).

Aninternal review reguest may be sent by at foi@uwa_edu.au, delivered in persan or by post to the
following address:

Manager, Information Governance
Information Governance Team M461
University of Western Australia

15 Stirling Highway
CRAWLEY WA 8009

Should you require further information or assistance in preparing an internal review application,
please contact fulﬁluwa.&du.&u Hﬂemnne can also be made to:

Yours sincerely

Jay Guywver,
Manager - Information Governance, Governance Directorate




