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E-mails from the Department of Health dated 16 Angust 2003 on SARS Cases related to
Union Hospital (English). s ,

John LEUNG . To: Patrick TK NIPIHWFB/HKSARG@HWES
_ Richard LUK/HWFB/HKS ARG@HWFS
18/08/2003 20:08 ce: Gareth TK AU/DH/HKSARG® Df—?
: PY LEUNG/DH/HKSARG@OH
PY LAM/DH/HKSARG@DH
Teresa CHOVDH/HKSARG@DH
Tina MOKIDH/HKSARG@DH

Sublject: Re: Brief of SARS cases related 1o Union HespitalE)
| Urgent [X] Return Receipt

o _ : .
In my report this moming, we advised that there was anly one case of nurse (S ='z2ted o the case

- of -GgWe have searched our record again and reaffirm that this is the situation, -

Subsequently, NTERQ was verbally advised by Union Hospital that was admitied fo‘F'MH
. Tor the same symptoms. This information is collaborated oy the Discharg ummary from Princess
Margaret Hespital which’ d offi t me this aflemncon.
gare! riospital which your geod o Ce sent me this afternoon UNH Nuise 7,
- John -
John LEUNG
John LEUNG To: Patrick TK NIP/HWFB/HKSARG@HWES
- o . Richard LUK!HWFBIHKSARG@HWFB
16/08/2003 11:20 cc: Gareth TKAU!DHMKSARG@DH
Teresa CHOVDI—VHKSARG@DH
Tina MOK/IDHHKSARG@DH
Subject: Brief of SARS cases related to Union Hospitai -
Urgent (] Retum Receipt

Ea&-&foff—{l/‘f‘ﬁ‘

Herewith the report Brief of SARS cases({UnionHosp).c from NTERO, OQUENTWRO is checking its

"ocor o R, N Kiirse Z
I understand that the concem of the Expert Committes is whether the Union Hespital Case of .s
the source of infection far Hong Kang. We submit that it is not because -

. &Ts onset date was 15.2.2003 while %s onset date was 16.2.2003.
*.  The gene saquence of s said to be different frm that in the isoiates from the major outbreak
at PWH - bull paint 10 of Union Hespital's letter dated 15 August refars.
BB

- John -




