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Dear Mr Haugmark,
The Technical University of Denmark (DTU) has received your letter of consultation dated 20 June 2007 sent as an e-mail. DTU adheres to the decision with the following comments:
DTU is of the opinion that the assessment by DTU was an appropriate evaluation in connection with a review of the facts, cf. the previous letter of 12 June 2007 and the description below.
As set out in the letter of 12 June 2007, three out of the four farmers must be treated in accordance with the Danish Act on Processing of Personal Data. According to S. 6 of the Act on Processing of Personal Data, access to registers requires that you have a legitimate interest which outweighs the interests of the person whose data is passed on. DTU does not consider that you have indicated that you have a personally justified interest which outweighs the interests of the person whose data is passed on. Please refer therefore to the considerations and conclusions in the letter of 12 June 2007 regarding the farmers who are covered by the rules of the Act on Processing of Personal Data and what follows in this letter.
With regard to the farmer who operates in a partnership (l/S), DTU does not consider that you put forward sufficient arguments for interests of society that take precedence over considerations of the farmer’s interests in not having the information made public, cf. the letter of 12 June 2007, in which the interests of society are discussed separately under the heading “Re the items forwarded"  and
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below in this letter, where DTU understands your statement as argumentations for the interests of society.
You claim in your statement that it is possible to combine the information in Vetstat with other information and thus clarify details of the consumption of antibiotics on the individual farms. In response to this, DTU puts forward the fact that the only possible combination table that in DTU’s opinion is relevant is the CHR register, which is concerned with information about how many animals of various age groups there are on each property. The CHR register combined with Vetstat will give information on the average consumption per animal.  A comparison of this type will create uncertainty, since it only deals with an average, while the information gives no indication of whether the amount of antibiotic consumed is reasonable, since only the people on the farm know the actual situation in which the quantity of antibiotics was used. Thus there is a risk that farmers are brought into discredit in the public debate in a way that is not unbiased if the information in Vetstat is made public on that basis. DTU cannot therefore comply with your argumentation.
In your letter of consultation you put forward, as a reason for access to the register, that making the information public will subsequently allow clarification of the context in which the information should be seen. In DTU’s opinion, with reference to the foregoing, disclosure of the information in Vetstat will create an inadequate basis for evaluating the farmers’ use of antibiotics. If the information is made public, there is a risk that the farmers will be brought into discredit on a basis that is not impartial, and the farmers will subsequently be forced to invest considerable time and effort in re-establishing a correct picture of each farmer’s operations. DTU considers it unreasonable that the farmer should be placed in such a situation on an inadequate basis, and DTU cannot therefore comply with your argumentation.
As you were informed in the letter of 12 June 2007, you are offered an opportunity to meet the farmers, so that they can inform you about the conditions on their farms.
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With regard to your point of view that there are no circumstances that can be damaging to competitiveness, DTU does not agree. The farmer’s business, if subjected to unjustified criticism in the press, may suffer generally on the market, which may for instance include difficulty in employing qualified personnel, which would have considerable consequences in terms of finances and competitiveness.
In connection with the last section of your letter of consultation, regarding tetracyclines, DTU draws your attention to the fact that today, weaning normally takes place after the age of four weeks, and that the average is nearly five weeks. The figure of seven weeks applies in organic production, cf. the environment authorisation procedure summarised in Danish Pig Production’s Annual Report 2006. In conventional pig production seven weeks would be unrealistic, since it would be necessary to cull the sows far more frequently than in present practice. The previously held belief that tetracyclines select for resistance to other antibiotics has now been abandoned due to lack of documentation. Today, tetracyclines are only used to a limited extent for humans.
With regard to the Smiley scheme and green accounting, publication is a requirement on the part of the legislators, so that the information can be made available to society, which is not the case for the information in Vetstat. For the sake of good order, it should be noted that certain information from the Vetstat register is shown in an adapted form on the Vetstat website, and that in this connection DTU complies with the requirements of Executive Order no. 415 of 13 May 2005 on the active dissemination of environmental information.
Yours sincerely
Gry Husby Larsen Head of section
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