
From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) €] 
Sent: Fri, 15 Mar 2024 15:15:35 40000 
To: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) €] 
Subject: RE: (from Amy) FW: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

Here are some quick thoughts | had from yesterday that we can discuss at 12:30. 

+ Analogy for the community tours: Its like we will be inviting a bunch of reporters 
to interview our folks, but we won't know who will show up... Wa Post, Epoch 
Times, NYT, Daily Mail, The Intercept, White Coat Waste blogger, etc. That's 
why | think it's important to vet who signs up and be willing to say “no” to those 
with red flags. What | heard yesterday is that no vetting will be done beyond the 
NIH's “blocked” list, which isn't the same. 

« 11think the new NIH police chief was wrong about the political paraphernalia and 
am hoping Art Bennet (or Melinda? Sara?) can answer that Q asap. | do not 
want to be in the position of having to tell someone they can't tour unless they 
remove their hatlbutton. | think that should be the role of the security staff. Our 
county has an extremely active political group that IMO would try and make this 
into an issue (even if/ esp. if the sign-up sheet clearly laid out the rules) 

« Amy is 100% correct about what happens if anyone acts out during a tour; it 
completely changes the vibe and affects both the tour lead and the rest of the 
group, not to mention the awkwardness of having to call security to escort 
someone off campus. 

« Like I said in my email to Sonja and Josh yesterday — if RML staff have concerns 
about safety / security from within the Hamilton community, why would we 
consider opening our doors to some of those same people? That's why | strongly 
think we need to thoroughly vet all guests with security. 

« Id be interested in knowing what Jil thinks about doing the tours. IMO t's 
premature (0 start them up again. 

From: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 9:01 AM 
DT m— 
Subject: RE: (from Amy) FW: RIL Campus Tour Security Discussion 

No, I'm not worried that you'd say the wrong thing. | think if anyone asks questions that require more 
science acumen, you can always say that I'l take your information and get back to you with an answer. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 10:57 AM



To: Donbeck, Kathy (NI/NIAID) (EFT 
Subject: RE: (from Amy) FW: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

Yes. Shouldn't take long, | just want to make sure | heard what you heard, see what 
you thought of the discussion, and see if you want me to have a scientist with me to 
answer vax / covid Qs. You seemed hesitant when | told you | answered a covid origins 

Q from a student during the last tour. 

rom: Denbeck Katy (MIAO) EIT] 
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 8:54 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) 
Subject: RE: (from Amy) FW: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

Do you have time at 12:30 (my time) to talk? 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) ] FT] 
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 10:51 AVE 
To: Donbeck, Kathy (NI/NIAID) [€] 
Subject; (rom Amy) FW: RMIL Comps Tour SECarTy DSUsion 

FYI. Kind of bothers me that Brad didn't speak up, but get it ... he supports all those 
NIH police folks who were on the call 

rom: Blackburn, Amy (NIH/0D) [€] 
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2024 341 PM 
To: Pekoc Ken (NIH/NIID) (£ 
Subject: RE: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

a Ceo — 

Please don’t feel deflated. | am not done arguing my case. | am very disappointed that no one said that 
thiswas a bad idea. | called Brad and h told me about. erally asked him why did't you ell them 
this and he said tha he didn’ fel tha twas his place to do that. So thats why | sent the emai 
1 something happens during on of these tours, tis goin to cause so much mre anger in the 
community. 
amy J. Blackburn, Ms. 
Chie, NIH Visitor Center and Lead for OD Special Events 
National Institutes of Heath 

From: Pek, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [EFT] 
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2024 502 POF



To Blackbur, Amy (MMOD) 
Subject: RE: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

Thanks Amy, appreciate your input and hope things are ok with you ... Brad mentioned 

you had 
The timing of your email was perfect; | had just sent something similar (attached) to two 
of the participants from today. | plan to share some thoughts tomorrow with Kathy. 

Bottom line: | felt pretty deflated during / after the meeting. | think people totally missed 

the point that even if 10% our tour guests have ulterior motives for being there, the effort 

isn't worth the time. 

from: iackburn, Amy (MIH/OD) €] Sere Torsion bar 6, 2024 ASP 
To: Johnson, Debbie (NIH/NIAID) [C] <{576————————] Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
i LW 
RTE I ae Renate (NIR/GB] 1 
Rowland, Craig (NIH/OD/ORS) [E] 8); Gorewitz, Gindsay [NIH/OD/ORS) [€] 

Spruil, Cleveland (NIF/OD/ORS) [€] for JAlbright, Chris 
]  —— OA HA Le en tii 
Moe, Duane (NIH/OD/ORS) TE] E01; Schmit, Kristine (NIH/ORS) E] 
 Sm— camphel, TE Bi m—— A UL 
 — 
Ce: Scarbrough, Sandra (NIH/OD) (E) <f%®___ —Thertow, Jessica (NIH/OD/ORS) (€] 
— 1 PO pisest 
or NTR/NTATOY TET <[E————; DeLeo, Frank (NIH/NIATOY [ET 

Steele-Mortimer, Olivia (NIH/NIAID) £76 priola, ue (NIF/NIAID) [6] 

Maynard, Chad (NIR/NIATD) (E] 

Subject: RE: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

Goud eveing, everyone 
ay apologies for misin todo’ meeting. twas protyof mine share my perspective and 
hove om homing iors TL. was Song 0 wrens some concer To in In person ors up 
‘again at RML due to the image RML/NIAID has with some community members. | don’t know that 
mrss temions woke to beter undiand WAI, bot ete debre of ss omag et, sent wud oat ESO pan <oteE en wer atte he comp, 
veda dates ars nh GE i avery arco span ton or 
oll andor amu oh ovr gov aticors. Snes atone mds or sl rou f 
individuals starts, the whole dynamic changes and you are now in a role of keeping eyes on this



Indidul, providing a tour cael crating you response, and ying 0 mk the thr paras 
no hav good non, fee comforable can be nai tumten. Hyo0 need to hove someone 
Cold be opening th tes to groups hr cou 5k the se of emploree, esearch, and communty 

| tink would be possible to create a power point or video, suchas ones that are on our NI Virtual 
Touran use ho to ees with and eve th communi rt am awacng lnk he Ni Virtual 

ET ——— 
ugaestions for being able dca and change the perception of AML within th commit and 
Keaing tet nmin. 100 choos vo do the power pom or professionel ideo, o Jus do the ors, 
we support vou any way thet we on 
Thott, stip ma SOO a A RAN, 
Amy. lckburn, MS. 
Cre, Nis vior Center and Le for 00 Speci Events 
National thats of Heath 

From: Jomo, Debbie (NH/NIAD) [C Son: Monday, March 4, 2024 1150 AM 
To: Johnson, Debbie (NIH/NIAID) [C); Blackburn, Amy (NIH/OD) [E); Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E); Moss, 
Bradley (NIH/OD/ORS) [E]; Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]; Rowland, Craig 
(NIH/OD/ORS) (E]; Gorewitz Lindsay (NIH/OD/ORS) [E]; Spruill, Cleveland (NIH/OD/ORS) (EJ; Albright, 
Chris (NIH/OD/ORS) [E); Bloom, Marshall (NIH/NIAID) [E); Moe, Duane (NIH/OD/ORS) (E]; Schmitt, 
Kristine (NIH/ORS) [E); Brown, Lawrence (NIH/OD/ORS) [E]; Campbell, Leslie (NIH/OD/ORS) [E]; Kellar, 
Joshua (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Ce: Scarbrough, Sandra (NIH/OD) [E); Chertow, Jessica (NIH/OD/ORS) [E]; Feldmann, Heinrich 

(NIH/NIAID) [E); Best, Sonja (NIH/NIAID) [E]; DeLeo, Frank (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Steele-Mortimer, Olivia 
(NIH/NIAID) [E); Priola, Sue (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Andersen, Katelyn (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Nealy, Michael 

(NIH/NIAID) [E); Maynard, Chad (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: RML Campus Tour Security Discussion 

When: Thursday, March 14, 2024 10:00 AM-11:00 AM (UTC-07:00) Mountain Time (US & Canada). 
Where Microsoft Teams etn 
Purpose of the meeting: The discussion willfocus an ways 0 ensure appropriate security screning or 
our vrtcipants and mlgion mesure tho on be implemented shout we ve 3 secry melden 
TeSaton trough ut puBIE Toray. In 201, OCGR nd OSM ad ors of hs pe for bout 120 
eae, The brary gathers als of ares and contact formation fr porcpants naance of he out fo lmision 1 Ni Plc and Scary. Thre hve beh recent negate, poly morvated 
case formation ices on AML creating online and in he ews We woud He 10 discuss 
an OCA campaEbraphermals ohhed tn Hoch Ah, appropae secu screening



required fo participants, and response to security threats or other incidents that may occur during 
tours 

Please let Ken Pekoc and know if there are others we should include in this discussion. Debbie will 
make every effort o try to find a mutually open spot on everyone's calendars. 

Josh Kellar 
‘Associate Director 
Office of Operations Management 
Rocky Mountain Laboratories, NIAID 

903 South 4™ Street 
Hamilton, MT 59840 
Officel 
[oH C—] 

Microsoft Teams meeting 

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device 

Meeting DFR] 
passcode] 
Download Teams | Join on the web 

Or call in (audio only) 

BT united States, Bethesda 
Phone Conference ID: 
ind a local number | Reset PIN 

Learn More | Meeting options



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
sent Tue, 12 Mar 2024 14:07:22 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
subject FW: Epoch Times: auc Deputy Warned Him Against Vacine Mandates: Email 
https://bit.ly/4abO31x 

rom: Folkers, Greg (NI/NIAD) (C 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2024 7:54 ANT 
‘To: NIAID COGCORE ffir ~~"""—"~—} NIADOCGRLeg /&___JuAD 00 AM 
Subject: Epoch Times: Faue Deputy Warned Him Against Vacine Mandates: Email 
https://bit.ly/4abO31x 

Fauci Deputy Warned Him Against Vaccine 

Mandates: Email 
Mandsting COVID-19 vaccination is not worth the cost government doctor warned Dr. Anthony Fauci. 
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Anthony Fauci exdirector of the National Institute of Alergy and Infectious Diseases, in Washington on 
Jan. 8, 2024. (Madalina Vasiliu/The Epoch Times)



By Zachary Stieber 
3/11/2024 
‘Mandating COVID-19 vaccination was a mistake because of ethical and other concerns, a top 
government doctor warned Dr. Anthony Fauci after Dr. Fauci promoted mass vaccination 
“Coercin or forcing people to take 2 vaccine can have negative consequences from a biological, 
sociological, psychological, economical, and ethical standpoint and is not worth the cost even if the 
Vaccine s 100% safe,” Or. Matthew Memol, director ofthe Laboratory of Infectious Diseases ciical 
studies unit at the U.S. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), told Dr. Fauci in an 
email. 
“Amore prudent approach that considers these issues would be to focus our efforts on those at high 
tisk of severe disease and death, such as the elderly and obese, and do not push vaccination on the 
young and healthy any further.” 
Employing that strategy would help prevent oss of public trust and politcal capital, Dr. Memoli sad. 
“The email was sent on July 30, 2021, after Dr. Fauci then the director of the NIAID, claimed that 
communities would be safe if more peopl received one of the COVID-19 vaccines and that mass 
vaccination would lead to the end ofthe COVID-19 pandemic 
“We're on a really good track now to really crush tis outbreak, and the more people we get vaccinated, 
the more assuredness that we're Boing to have that we're going to be able to do that,” Dr. Fauci said on 
CNN the month prior 
Or. Memoli, who has studied influenza vaccination for years, disagreed, telling Dr. Fauci that research in 
the field has indicated that yearly shots sometimes drive the evolution of influenza, 
Vaccinating people who have not been infected with COVID-19, he sad, could affect the evolution of the 
virus that causes COVID-19 in unexpected ways. 
“At best what we are doing with mandated mass vaccination does nothing and the variants emerge 
evading immunity anyway as they would have without the vaccine,” Dr. Memo wrote. “At worst it 
drives evolution of the virus in a way that is different from nature and possibly detrimental, prolonging. 
the pandemic or causing more morbidity and mortality than it should.” 
The vaccination strategy was flawed because t relied on a single antigen, introducing immunity that 
Tasted fo only certain period of time, Or. Memoli said. When the immunity weakened, the virus was 
given an opportunity to evolve. 
Some other experts, including viologist Geert Vanden Bossche, have offered similar views. Others in the 
scientific community, such as U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention scientists, have said 
vaccination prevents virus evolution, though the agency has acknowledged it doesn't have records 
supporting ts position 
Other Messages 
Or. Memoli sent the email to Dr. Fauci and two other top NIAID officials, Or. Hugh Auchincloss and Dr. 
Ciford Lane. The message was firs reported by the WallStreet Journa, though the publication did not 
publish the message. The Epoch Times obtained the email and 199 other pages of Dr. Memolr's emails 
through a Freedom of Information Act request. There were no indications that Dr. Fauci ever responded 
1001. Memoli



Later in 2021, the NIAID's parent agency, the National Institutes of Health (NIH), and al other federal 
‘government agencies began requiring COVID-19 vaccination, under direction from President Joe Biden. 
In other messages, Dr. Memoli said the mandates were unethical and that he was hopeful legal cases 
brought against the mandates would ultimately let people “make their own healthcare decisions.” 

2 r. Matthew Memoliin an undated image. (NIAID via The 
Epoch Times) 
“Iam certainly doing everything in my power to influence that,” he wrote on Nov. 2, 2021, to an 
unknown recipient. Dr. Memoli also disclosed that both he and his wife had applied for exemptions from 
the mandates imposed by the NIH and his wife's employer. Her request had been granted, but his had 
not, Dr. Memoli said. It's not clear if it ever was. 
According to Dr. Memoli officals had not gone over the bioethics of the mandates. He wrote to the 
NIHs Department of Bioethics, pointing out that the protection from the vaccines waned over time, that 
the shots can cause serious health issues such as myocarditis, or heart inflammation, and that 
vaccinated people were just as likely to spread COVID-19 as unvaccinated people. 
He cited multiple studies in his emails, including one that found a resurgence of COVID-19 cases in a 
California health care system despite a high rate of vaccination and another that showed transmission 
rates were similar among the vaccinated and unvaccinated. 
Or. Memoli said he was “particularly interested in the bioethics of a mandate when the vaccine doesn't 
have the ability to stop spread of the disease, which is the purpose of the mandate.” 
‘The message led to Dr. Memoli's speaking during an NIH event in December 2021, several weeks after 
he went public with his concerns about mandating vaccines. 
“Vaccine mandates should be rare and considered only with a strong justification,” Or. Memoli said. He 
suggested that the justification was not there for COVID-19 vaccines, given their fleeting effectiveness. 
Julie Ledgerwood, another NIAID official who also spoke at the event, said that the vaccines were highly 
effective and that the side effects that had been detected were not significant, She did acknowledge 
that vaccinated people needed boosters after a period of time. 
“The NIH and many other government agencies removed their mandates in 2023 with the end of the 
COVID-19 public health emergency. 
Arequest for comment from Dr. Fauci was not returned. 
Or. Memolitold The Epoch Times in an email he was “happy to answer any questions” but that he 
needed clearance from the NIAID's media office. That office then refused to give clearance.



Or. Jay Bhattacharya, a professor of health policy at Stanford University, said that Dr. Memoli showed 
bravery when he warned Dr. Fauci against mandates. 
“Those mandates have done more to demolish public rust in public health than any single action by 
public health officials in my professional career, including diminishing public trust in all vaccines. Dr. 
Bhattacharya, a frequent citc of the US. response to COVID-19, told The Epoch Times via email. “It was 
tisky for Dr. Memoli to speak publicly since he works at the NIH, and the culture of the NIH punishes. 
those who cross powerful scientific bureaucrats like Or. Fauci or his former boss, Or. Francis Collins.” 
1872



From Folkers, Greg (NIH/NIAID) (C] 
sent Tue, 12 Mar 2024 13:53:58 40000 
To: NIAID COGCORE; NIAID OCGR Leg; NIAID 0D AM 
Subject: Epoch Times: Fauc Deputy Warned Him Aganst Vaccine Mandates: Email 
https://bit.ly/4abO31x 

Fauci Deputy Warned Him Against Vaccine 

Mandates: Email 
Mandating COVID-19 vaccination is not worth the ost government doctor warned Dr. Anthony Fauci 
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Anthony Fauci, exdirector of the National Institue of Alergy and Infectious Diseases, in Washington on 
Jan. 8, 2024. (Madalina Vasiliu/The Epoch Times) 

By Zachary Sieber 
3/11/2020 
Mandating COVID-19 vaccination was a mistake because of ethical and other concerns, atop 
government doctor warned Dr. Anthony Fauc after Dr. Fauci promoted mass vaccination.



“Caercing or forcing people to take a vaccine can have negative consequences from a biological, 
sociological, psychological, economical, and ethical standpoint and i not worth the cost even if the 
vaccine is 100% safe,” Dr. Matthew Memo, director of the Laboratory of Infectious Diseases clinical 
studies unit at the US. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), tod Dr. Fauci in an 
email. 
“Amore prudent approach that considers these issues would be to focus our efforts on those at high 
tisk of severe disease and death, such as the elderly and obese, and do not push vaccination on the 
Young and healthy any further.” 
Employing that strategy would help prevent oss of public trust and politica capital, Or. Memoli aid 
The email was sent on July 30, 2021, after Dr. Fauci then the director of the NIAID, claimed that 
communities would be safer if more people received one of the COVID-19 vaccines and that mass 
vaccination would lead to the end of the COVID-19 pandemic. 
“Were on a really good track now to reall crush this outbreak, and the more people we get vaccinated, 
the more assuredness that we're going to have that we're going to be able to do that,” Dr. Fauci said on 
CNN the month prior. 
Dr. Memoli, who has studied influenza vaccination for years, disagreed, telling Dr. Fauci that research in 
the field has indicated that yearly shots sometimes drive the evolution of influenza. 
Vaccinating people who have not been infected with COVID-19, he said, could affect the evolution of the 
virus that causes COVID-19 in unexpected ways. 
“At best what we are doing with mandated mass vaccination does nothing and the variants emerge 
evading immunity anyway as they would have without the vaccine,” Dr. Memo wrote. At worst it 
drives evolution of the virus in a way thats different from nature and possibly detrimental, prolonging. 
the pandemic or causing more morbidity and mortality than it should.” 
The vaccination strategy was flawed because it relied on a single antigen, introducing immunity that 
Iasted for only a certain period of time, Dr. Memoli said. When the immunity weakened, the virus was 
given an opportunity to evolve. 
Some other experts, including virlogist Geert Vanden Bossche, have offered similar views. Others in the 
scientific community, such as U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention scientists, have said 
vaccination prevents virus evolution, though the agency has acknowledged it doesn't have records 
supporting ts position. 
Other Messages 
Dr. Memoli sent the email to Dr. Fauci and two other top NIAID officials, Dr. Hugh Auchincloss and Dr. 
Clifford Lane. The message was first reported by the Wall Street Journal, though the publication did not 
publish the message. The Epoch Times obtained the email and 199 other pages of Dr. Memolr's emails 
through a Freedom of Information Act request. There were no indications that Dr. Fauci ever responded 
t0.0r. Memli 
Later in 2021, the NIAID's parent agency, the National Institutes of Health (NIH), and all other federal 
‘government agencies began requiring COVID-19 vaccination, under direction from President Joe Biden. 
In other messages, Dr. Memoli sid the mandates were unethical and that he was hopeful legal cases 
brought against the mandates would ultimately let people “make their own healthcare decisions.”



NN 

2 Matthew Memoli in an undated image. (NIAID via The 
Epoch Times) 
“Iam certainly doing everything in my power to influence that,” he wrote on Nov. 2, 2021, to an 
unknown recipient. Dr. Memoli also disclosed that both he and his wife had applied for exemptions from 
the mandates imposed by the NIH and his wife's employer. Her request had been granted, but his had 
not, Dr. Memoli said. It's not clear if it ever was. 
‘According to Dr. Memoli officials had not gone over the bioethics of the mandates. He wrote to the. 
NIH Department of Bioethics, pointing out that the protection from the vaccines waned over time, that 
the shots can cause serious health issues such as myocarditis, or heart inflammation, and that 
vaccinated people were just as likely to spread COVID-19 as unvaccinated people. 
He cited multiple studies in his emails, including one that found a resurgence of COVID-19 cases in a 
California health care system despite a high rate of vaccination and another that showed transmission 
rates were similar among the vaccinated and unvaccinated. 
Or. Memoli said he was "particularly interested in the bioethics of a mandate when the vaccine doesn't 
have the ability to stop spread of the disease, which is the purpose of the mandate.” 
The message led to Dr. Memoli's speaking during an NIH event in December 2021, several weeks after 
he went public with his concerns about mandating vaccines. 
“Vaccine mandates should be rare and considered only with a strong justification,” Or. Memoli said. He 
suggested that the justification was not there for COVID-19 vaccines, given their fleeting effectiveness. 
Julie Ledgerwood, another NIAID official who also spoke at the event, said that the vaccines were highly 
effective and that the side effects that had been detected were not significant, She did acknowledge 
that vaccinated people needed boosters after a period of time. 
“The NIH and many other government agencies removed their mandates in 2023 with the end of the 
COVID-19 public health emergency. 
Arequest for comment from Dr. Fauci was not returned. 
Or. Memolitold The Epoch Times in an email he was “happy to answer any questions” but that he 
needed clearance from the NIAID’ media office. That office then refused to give clearance. 
Or. Jay Bhattacharya, a professor of health policy at Stanford University, said that Dr. Memoli showed 
bravery when he warned Dr. Fauci against mandates. 
“Those mandates have done more to demolish public rust in public health than any single action by 
public health officials in my professional career, including diminishing public trust in all vaccines.” Dr.



Bhattacharya, a frequent citc of the US. response to COVID-19, told The Epoch Times via email. “It was 
risky for Dr. Memoli to speak publicly since he works at the NIH, and the culture of the NIH punishes 
those who cross powerful scientific bureaucrats like Dr. Fauci or his former boss, Dr. Francis Collin.” 
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From: Jim Answer 
sent Von, 11 Mar 2024 2026:30 0400 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Auchincloss, Hugh (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Lane, Cliff 
(NIH/NIAID) [E}; Collins, Francis (NIH/NHGRI) [EE] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fauci Deputy Warned Him Against Vaccine Mandates: Email 

Fauci Deputy Warned Him Against 
Vaccine Mandates: Email 

Zero Hedge 

Monday, Mar 11, 2024 - 05:40 PM ET 

Authored by Zachary Stieber via The Epoch Times (emphasis ours), 

Mandating COVID-19 vaccination was a mistake due to ethical and other 
concerns, a top government doctor warned Dr. Anthony Fauci after Dr. 
Fauci promoted mass vaccination. 

“Coercing or forcing people to take a vaccine can have negative 
consequences from a biological, sociological, psychological, 
economical, and ethical standpoint and is not worth the cost even if the 

vaccine is 100% safe,” Dr. Matthew Memoli, director of the Laboratory of 

Infectious Diseases clinical studies unit at the U.S. National Institute of 
Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), told Dr. Fauci in an email. 

“A more prudent approach that considers these issues would be to 
focus our efforts on those at high risk of severe disease and death, such 

as the elderly and obese, and do not push vaccination on the young and 
healthy any further.”
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Dr. Anthony Fauci, ex-director of the National Institute of 
Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID. in Washington on 
Jan. 8, 2024. (Madalina Vasiliu/The Epoch Times) 

Employing that strategy would help prevent loss of public trust and 
political capital, Dr. Memoli said. 

The email was sent on July 30, 2021, after Dr. Fauci, director of the 
NIAID, claimed that communities would be safer if more people received 
one of the COVID-19 vaccines and that mass vaccination would lead to 
the end of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

“We're on a really good track now to really crush this outbreak, and the 
more people we get vaccinated, the more assuredness that we're going 
to have that we're going to be able to do that,” Dr. Fauci said on CNN the 
month prior. 

Dr. Memoli, who has studied influenza vaccination for years, disagreed, 
telling Dr. Fauci that research in the field has indicated yearly shots 
sometimes drive the evolution of influenza. 

Vaccinating people who have not been infected with COVID-19, he said, 
could potentially impact the evolution of the virus that causes COVID-19 
in unexpected ways. 

“At best what we are doing with mandated mass vaccination does 
nothing and the variants emerge evading immunity anyway as they



would have without the vaccine,” Dr. Memoli wrote. “At worst it drives 
evolution of the virus in a way that is different from nature and possibly 
detrimental, prolonging the pandemic or causing more morbidity and 
mortality than it should.” 

The vaccination strategy was flawed because it relied on a single 
antigen, introducing immunity that only lasted for a certain period of 
time, Dr. Memoli said. When the immunity weakened, the virus was given 
an opportunity to evolve. 

Some other experts, including virologist Geert Vanden Bossche, have 
offered similar views. Others in the scientific community, such as U.S. 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention scientists, say vaccination 
prevents virus evolution, though the agency has acknowledged it 
doesn't have records supporting its position. 

Other Messages 

Dr. Memoli sent the email to Dr. Fauci and two other top NIAID officials, 
Drs. Hugh Auchincloss and Clifford Lane. The message was first 
reported by the Wall Street Journal, though the publication did not 
publish the message. The Epoch Times obtained the email and 199 other 
pages of Dr. Memoli's emails through a Freedom of Information Act 
request. There were no indications that Dr. Fauci ever responded to Dr. 
Memoli. 

Later in 2021, the NIAID’s parent agency, the U.S. National Institutes of 
Health (NIH), and all other federal government agencies began requiring 
COVID-19 vaccination, under direction from President Joe Biden. 

In other messages, Dr. Memoli said the mandates were unethical and 
that he was hopeful legal cases brought against the mandates would 
ultimately let people “make their own healthcare decisions.” 

“lI am certainly doing everything in my power to influence that,” he wrote 
on Nov. 2, 2021, to an unknown recipient. Dr. Memoli also disclosed that 
both he and his wife had applied for exemptions from the mandates 
imposed by the NIH and his wife's employer. While her request had been 
granted, his had not as of yet, Dr. Memoli said. It's not clear if it ever 
was.



According to Dr. Memoli, officials had not gone over the bioethics of the 
mandates. He wrote to the NIH’s Department of Bioethics, pointing out 
that the protection from the vaccines waned over time, that the shots 
can cause serious health issues such as myocarditis, or heart 
inflammation, and that vaccinated people were just as likely to spread 
COVID-19 as unvaccinated people. 

He cited multiple studies in his emails, including one that found a 
resurgence of COVID-19 cases in a California health care system despite 
a high rate of vaccination and another that showed transmission rates 
were similar among the vaccinated and unvaccinated. 

Dr. Memoli said he was “particularly interested in the bioethics of a 
mandate when the vaccine doesn’t have the ability to stop spread of the 
disease, which is the purpose of the mandate.” 

The message led to Dr. Memoli speaking during an NIH event in 
December 2021, several weeks after he went public with his concerns 
about mandating vaccines. 

“Vaccine mandates should be rare and considered only with a strong 
justification,” Dr. Memoli said in the debate. He suggested that the 
justification was not there for COVID-19 vaccines, given their fleeting 
effectiveness. 

Julie Ledgerwood, another NIAID official who also spoke at the event, 
said that the vaccines were highly effective and that the side effects that 
had been detected were not significant. She did acknowledge that 
vaccinated people needed boosters after a period of time. 

The NIH, and many other government agencies, removed their mandates 
in 2023 with the end of the COVID-19 public health emergency. 

A request for comment from Dr. Fauci was not returned. Dr. Memoli told 
The Epoch Times in an email he was “happy to answer any questions 
you have” but that he needed clearance from the NIAID’s media office. 
That office then refused to give clearance. 

Dr. Jay Bhattacharya, a professor of health policy at Stanford University, 
said that Dr. Memoli showed bravery when he warned Dr. Fauci against 
mandates.



“Those mandates have done more to demolish public trust in public 
health than any single action by public health officials in my 
professional career, including diminishing public trust in all vaccines.” 
Dr. Bhattacharya, a frequent critic of the U.S. response to COVID-19, told 
The Epoch Times via email. “It was risky for Dr. Memoli to speak publicly 
since he works at the NIH, and the culture of the NIH punishes those 
who cross powerful scientific bureaucrats like Dr. Fauci or his former 
boss, Dr. Francis Collins.”
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Sunday Strip: TSA Speed Dating 
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are NOW BACKING ME. SHE'S GIVING 

LOOK at THAT WOMAN RIGHT THERE, YOU the FINGER, 
SHE THINKS I'M NUMBER ONE. SIR. 
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The revolution has begun 

When you hate capitalism so you 

call it fascism because you don't 

know what either one means
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WHAT AN ODD THING T0 SAY. 

A Handlul Of Mon And Women, Indvicuols Of Charocle, Hod A Vision A Vision 
To See The Ret Of Righteousness, usice, And Th To Our Gra Nafon.” 

Ronald Reogan, Remarks to CNF's 10H Anriversary Celebration 

Jill and 1 spent the last three days at an important meeting of conservatives in Dana Point, CA. 
The Council for National Policy practices Chatam House rule so I can't reveal who was there 
but some really good strategy has come out of the discussions on how to stop the World Health 
Organization from enacting their new International Health Regulation (IHR) amendments and 

Pandemic health treaty 

As you all know, The World Health Organization is working on a global pandemic treaty 
regarding pandemic preparedness that would “grant it absolute power over global biosecurity, 
such as the power to implement digital denities/vaccine passports, mandatory vaccinations,



travel restrictions, standardized medical care and more” (Epoch Times). 

days before heading out to a horse event in Tennessee on Thursday. 

IRE YOU CAN FAVE TY GUN, BUT BARE 70 BRONSE ME THAT YOU EVER BECOME A FASCIT 
DICTATOR, YOU'LL GIVE IT RIGHT 
BACK 501 CAN RESIST YOU, OKAY? 
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The Disturbing Truth About COVID's Toxic Protein’ | FALLOUT 

aLLouT Lng 

public. 

Alex Washburne, a mathematical biologist and researcher of economic, ecological, and. 

COVID-19 lab leak theory 

facts?
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Congressional News 
Censorship, January 6 and an update on political prisoner John Strand 
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Below are excerpts from the executive summary of the Interim Staff Report of the Commitiee on 

the Judiciary and th Select Subcom on the Weaponization ofthe Federal Government 
U.S. House of Representatives. The new report is titled:



THE WEAPONIZATION OF THE NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION: HOW NSF IS 
FUNDING THE DEVELOPMENT OF AUTOMATED TOOLS TO CENSOR ONLINE 
SPEECH “AT SCALE” AND TRYING TO COVER UP ITS ACTIONS 

“This 79 page report is damning. 

Our misinformation service helps policy makers at platforms who want to... push responsibiliry 
for difficult judgments to someone outside the company .. . by externalizing the difficult 

responsibility of censorship.” 

(The above statement is from the) Speaker's notes from the University of Michigan's first pitch 
to the National Science Foundation (NSF) about its NSF-funded, Al-powered WiseDex tool. 
“This interim report details the National Science Foundation’s (NSF) funding of Al powered 
censorship and propaganda tools, and its repeated efforts to hide its actions and avoid political 
and media scrutiny. 

In the name of combatting alleged misinformation regarding COVID-19 and the 2020 election, 
NSF has been issuing multi-million-dollar grants to university and non-profit research teams. 
‘The purpose of these taxpayer-funded projects is to develop artificial intelligence (AI)- powered 
censorship and propaganda tools that can be used by governments and Big Tech to shape public 
opinion by restricting certain viewpoints or promoting others. 

Non-public documents obtained by the House Judiciary Committee and the Select Subcommittee 
on the Weaponization of the Federal Government demonstrate that these federal bureaucrats, 
“disinformation” researchers, and non-profit groups understood that their actions— “content 
moderation” and combatting so-called misinformation —amounted to “censorship.” And yet, 
NSF forged ahead, supporting new technologies that would essentially enable the censorship of 
online speech “at scale.”



Fed 
co 

] Prop 

©» oo 
™ ( 

Universities & 
Non-Profits 

But NSF's taxpayer funding for this potential automated censorship is only half of the story. The 
Comittee and the Select Subcommittee have also obtained, via document requests and 
subpoenas, nonpublic emails and other documents that reveal a years-long, intentional effort by 
NSF to hide its role in funding these censorship and propaganda tools from media and political 
scrutiny. From legal scholars such as Jonathan Turley to conservative journalists, NSF tracked 
public erticisms of its work in funding these projects. NSF went so far as to develop a media 
strategy that considered blacklisting certain American media outlets because they were 
scrutinizing NSF's funding of censorship and propaganda tools. 

‘The First Amendment prohibits the government from “abridging the freedom of speech.” Thus, 
“any law or govemment policy that reduces that freedom on the [social media] platforms ... 
violates the First Amendment.” To inform potential legislation, the Committee and Select 
Subcommittee have been investigating the Executive Branch’s collusion with third party 
intermediaries, including universities, non-profits, and businesses, to censor protected speech on 
social media. The Committee and Subcommittee have uncovered serious violations of the First 
Amendment throughout the Executive Branch, including: 

« The Biden White House directly coercing large social media companies, such as Facebook, 
10 censor true information, memes, and satire, eventually leading Facebook to change its 
content moderation policies; 

« Stanford’s Election Integrity Partnership (EIP)—created at the request of the Department 
of Homeland Security's (DHS) Cybersecurity & Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA)— 
working with the federal government to flag thousands of links and submit



recommendations directly to large social media platforms to censor Americans’ online 
speech in the lead-up to the 2020 US. election 

« The Federal Trade Commission (FTC) harassing Elon Musk’s Twitter (now X) because of 
Musk’s commitment to free speech, even going so far as to target certain journalists by 
name. 

As egregious as these violations of the First Amendment are, each still faced the same limitation: 
the censors were human. Senior Biden White House officials had to spend time personally 
berating the social media companies into changing their content moderation policies. Social 
media executives expended considerable time and effort responding to the White House's 
threats and evaluating the flagged content. Stanford had nearly a hundred people working 
for the EIP in shifts flagging thousands of posts, which was only a fraction of the number 
of election related posts made in the fall of 2020. 

But what happens if the censorship is automated and the censors are machines? There is no 
need for shifts or huge teams of people to identify and flag problematic online speech. Al driven 
tools can monitor online speech at a sale that would far outmatch even the largest team of 
“disinformation” bureaucrats and researchers. This interim report reveals how NSF is using 
American taxpayer dollars to fund the tools that could usher in an even greater threat to online 
speech than the original efforts to censor speech on social media. The NSF-funded projects 
threaten to help create a censorship regime that could significantly impede the 
fundamental First Amendment rights of millions of Americans, and potentially do so in a 
manner that is instantancous and largely invisible to its victims. 

“The Committee and the Select Subcommittee are responsible for investigating “violationfs] of 
the civil liberties of citizens of the United States.” In accordance with this mandate, this interim 
staff report on NSF's violations of the First Amendment and other unconstitutional activities 
fulfills the obligation to identify and report on the weaponization of the federal goverment 
against American citizens. 

‘The Committees” and Select Subcommittees’ investigations remains ongoing.



“A censor is a man who knows more than he thinks you ought to.” 

Laurence J. Peter 

The second piece of Congressional news comes from the Office of Representative Marjorie: 
Taylor Greene. 

Representing the 14th D 

BREAKING: Congresswoman 
Introduces the Matthew Lawre 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
March 1,2024 
PERMALINK 
Moda Inquiries: migpress@mail house.gov 

Press release as follows: 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

March 1,2024 

WASHINGTON D.C. — Today, Congresswoman Marjorie Taylor Greene is proudly 
introducing the Matthew Lawrence Perna Act of 2024, named in honor of Matthew Perna, a 
vietim of the cruel and unusual treatment inflicted by Joe Bidens Department of Injustice, 
tragically leading to his untimely death



“This vital legislation is a critical step in ensuring that the political persecution witnessed in 
the aftermath of January 6th is curtailed by the law. The Matthew Lawrence Perna Act 
enacts several essential reforms, including: 

« Prohibition of Detention for Nonviolent Political Protesters: This bill bars the unjust 
detention of nonviolent political protesters and allows for civil action against any 
violations. 

« Fair and Speedy Trials: Ensures fair and speedy trials for defendants while providing 
remedies against malicious over-prosecution. 

« Limiting Government Surveillance and Investigation: Restricts the government's 
ability to use national defense or foreign policy justifications to deny citizens 
knowledge of goverment surveillance or investigation. 

« Consistent Sentencing Guidelines: Mandates that judges impose sentences consistent 
with applicable guidelines for defendants involved in covered political protest offenses. 

« Transfer of Venue: Permits the transfer of venue in criminal trials for nonviolent 
political protestors in Washington, D.C. 

“The punitive and unconstitutional treatment of January 6th defendants by Biden's Department 
of Injustice exposes a deeply flawed two-tiered justice system weaponized against American 
citizens. With 1,314 individuals charged so far, Matthew Graves is set to charge one per day 
this year, highlighting the unjust targeting of peaceful protestors. At the same time, violent 
Antifa and BLM criminals remain on the streets and evade accountability. 

“Having personally witnessed the abuses in the DC jail, where patriotic Americans are left to 
suffer by the very government meant to protect them, it is evident that reform is urgently 
needed.” stated Congresswoman Greene. 

Matthew Pemna's tragic death serves as a stark reminder of the consequences of unchecked 
‘government brutality. His life could have been spared if not for the relentless persecution by 
the Biden regime. 

‘The Matthew Lawrence Pera Act is a beacon of hope, ensuring that Matthew did not perish 
in vain and holding the Biden regime accountable for its crimes against American citizens.



“This bill was originally introduced in the 117th Congress by former Congressman Louie 
‘Gohmert, Congresswoman Greene was the only co-sponsor of the legislation. Now, the sole 
sponsor of this bill in the 118th Congress, Congresswoman Greene urges all of her colleagues 
10 sign on as a co-sponsor and ensure no non-violent political protestor is ever treated with 
such inhumanity in the United States ever again. 

Please contact your Congressional Representative in support of the The Matthew 
Lawrence Perna Act, sponsored by MTG. 

“Wha is Robert Malone is a reader supported publication. Please consider a subscription to 
support our work. 

Thank you for reading Who is Robert Malone. This post is public so feel free to share it. 

True story.
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Political Prisoner 5 Sentenced to Fed. Prison For Being Present on J6 as a Hired 
Bodyguard for a Doctor who had a permit to give a Medical Freedom Speech 

® Political Prisoner @ JohnStrand.com/contact E Joined September 2021 

a9 Following 32.8K Followers 

1 consider John Strand a friend and a hero. He could have taken a plea deal and served a couple 
of months in jail. He refused on principle. 

The government then slapped on a felony charge of obstruction of an official proceeding and he 
is now serving a 32 month prison sentence. Only recently has he been allowed to see his attorney 
after at least six months in prison 

Found guilty by jury on 9/27/22 of five charges. Strand was found guilty of the felony 
charge of obstruction of an official proceeding, as well as misdemeanor offenses of 
entering and remaining in a restricted building or grounds, disorderly and disruptive conduct 
ina restricted building or grounds, disorderly conduct in a Capitol building, and parading, 
demonstrating, or picketing in a Capitol building.
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Forwarded this email? Subscribe here for more. 

Sunday Strip: What Universe Are We In? 
Fascinated fools and muzzled free thinkers. 
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“Welcome to ‘All Sides of the 
Issues.’ Here's our panel of 
commentators — a communist, 

a socialist, a liberal, and 
a progressive..."
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"Who is Robert Malone” is supported by readers like you. Please consider a subscription to 
support our work. 

Thank you for reading Who is Robert Malone. This post is public so feel free to share it. 
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FALLOUT on Epoch Times TV 

Robert Malone on Assisted Suicide: What Happens When the Government Has a Financial 
Incentive in Your Death? 
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Subject: [EXTERNAL] US Warfighter and Force Readiness: Toxin Exposure and Jab 
Nandates 

US Warfighter and Force Readiness: 

Toxin Exposure and Jab Mandates 
Did the COVID vax mandates trigger PACT Act TERA Clauses? 
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Guest editorial, Dr. Crisanna Shackelford 

Dr. Crisanna L. Shackelford (Shack): Advocating for Medical Freedom in the Battle for Choice. 

With over 32 years of combined Active Duty Navy and Department of Defense (DOD) Federal 
Service, Dr. Crisanna L. Shackelford (Shack) has dedicated her career to national security, 

with a deep understanding of the inner workings of the DOD, both regarding defense biologics 
policies and ther impact on the workforse, Shacks expertise seamlessly transitions fom



stability. Connect with Shack at @DrC_Shackelford on X where you can find her work on 
Redefining Defense Readiness and at @RealReactionsNP on X for her advocacy for the vaccine 
injured. 

Shack is an occasional writer and some of her work can be found on 

Interdependencies’s Newsletter 
Asking the complex, interdependent questions. 
By interdependencies 

In addition to overall governmental transparency and accountability, one of the most pressing 
current unmet COVIDerisis needs is for compensation and treatment of those damaged by the 
genetic “vaccine” products. The official government denialism concerning those so damaged 
continues in the present, and is supported by an ongoing propaganda and censorship campaign 
despite abundant documentation (including thousands of peer-reviewed publications) of these 
harms. Among other sources, these harms are chronicled in the award winning Epoch times 
documentary “The Unseen Crisis”. The programmatic failure of the dysfunctional “vaccine 
courts” for civilians has been well documented, but what about the warfighter and other military 
service-affiliated personnel who have been damaged by the mandated COVID “vaccine” 
products? 

Following the @SenRonJohnson remarks at the International Crisis Summit ICS-5 with 
@RWMaloneMD @BrookeMillerMD @DrHarveyRisch and an esteemed lineup of global 
contributors, the discourse delved into the profound toxicity of the "vaccines" and its dire 
implications for our national security and defense readiness posture. The revelation that the 
Secretary of Defense (SECDEF) mandated a toxic exposure through the vaccine’ mandates for 
our entire Armed Forces raises alarming concerns. While the SECDEF may not be fully aware of 
the ramifications, his actions, along with those of the Biden Administration, inadvertently 
triggered the PACT Act (see also here for Wiki summary) and TERA memorandum legislation. 
‘The passage of the PACT Act in 2022 underscores the critical nexus between toxic exposure, 
‘national security, warfare capabilities, and defense readiness posture. The mandate for COVID- 
19 injections represents a forced toxic exposure with catastrophic implications for our national 
security and defense readiness posture.



The VA TERA SOP states: 

“Vaccines and medications in general are not considered participation in a Toxic Exposure Risk 
Activity (TERA) because there is no scientific or medical evidence that supports the conclusion 
that vaccines and medications administered to Service Members have resulted in long-term 
adverse health effects.” Obtained from VA Whistleblower - VA SOP 

With this communication, the VA's internal Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) reveal a 
conceming disregard for vaceine-related toxicity. According to the VA SOP, vaccines and 
‘medications are not considered to meet criteria for participation in a Toxic Exposure Risk 
Activity (TERA), due to a purported lack of scientific evidence supporting long-term adverse 
health effects resulting from their administration to Service Members. 

“This official VA position reveals a stark disparity between reported experiences of service 
members and the extensive documentation of adverse effects in both the scientific literature and 
internal US HHS communications obtained via FOIA, raising profound concerns regarding the 
transparency and accountability of VA policies surrounding vaccine-related injuries 

“The specific ramifications of this policy extend far beyond individual service members, and pose: 
a significant threat to our nation's security and defense readiness posture. By evading 
accountability for the forced exposure of our military to toxic injections, this policy undermines 
the foundational goals of the PACT Act, undermines warfighter morale, undermines recruitment 
and therefore force readiness objectives and jeopardizes our ability to defend against external 
threats. 

Just as censorship distorts information and compromises decision-making in democracies, the 
suppression of evidence regarding the harmful effects of these injections compromises our 
‘military's ability to accurately assess its readiness and effectiveness. 

As highlighted by Dr. Robert Malone, the manufacturing of engineered toxic proteins in the 
bodies of warfighters and other service members in response to these mandates echoes the 
practices observed in military-industrial research laboratories overseen by entities including



globally-aligned and funded organizations (for example, ECO Health Alliance), further 
emphasizing the gravity of the situation. 

As stated by Dr. Robert Malone: 

"We've caused people to manufacture an engineered toxic protein in their body that we took 
directly from the military industrial research laboratory activities that were being performed 
under the oversight of the CCP and the People’s Liberation Army.” - @RWMaloneMD 

Dr. Robert Malone's statement underscores the gravity of the situation, as our Armed Forces 
were compelled to accept injections which would cause production of engineered toxic proteins 
throughout their bodies, tissues and cells. This stark evidence demands goverment recognition 
under the PACT Act, 

‘The discrepancy between VA policies and the known health implications of modified-mRNA 
technology is deeply concerning, given the well documented multiple pathways of toxicity and 
long-term implications to those who have accepted these products. The impact extends beyond 
US borders to coalition partners whose armed forces also succumbed to the injection mandate, 
amplifying the urgency of addressing these systemic failures. 

DNA Contamination and other Toxins 

Given the toxic pathways activated by the spike protein, LNPs, frameshified uncharacterized 
protein translation products and DNA fragment contamination/adulteration [see for example 
work of Dr. Kevin McKernan et al] there is a strong scientific and ethical basis to consider 
COVID-19 mRNA injections as a toxic exposure risk activity [TERA] 

Who is Robert Malone is a reader-supported publication. To receive new posts 
and support my work, consider becoming a free or paid subscriber.



Title 38 USC 1151 [Benefits for persons disabled by treatment or 
vocational rehabilitation] 

Title 38 USC 1151 outlines eligibility criteria for compensation related to VA healthcare-related 
disabilities. The gravity of the situation is underscored by Section 1168 of Title 38, U.S. Code of 
Federal Regulations, which mandates medical evaluations for veterans claiming disabilities 
resulting from service-related toxic exposures. However, despite this legal mandate, veterans 
continue to face significant hurdles in accessing the necessary evaluations and support, 
exacerbating the severity of their conditions, and denying them the care and compensation they 
urgently need. 

Section 1168 of Title 38, U.S. Code 

Section 1168 of Title 38, U.S. Code, mandates medical evaluations for veterans claiming 
disabilities resulting from service-related toxic exposures. It emphasizes the importance of 
thorough medical assessments to determine the extent of disabilities attributable to toxic 
exposures during military service. See Section 1168 

Whistleblower Advocacy and Demands for Transparency 

Early Warnings and Suspicions 

To mitigate future security threats, it is imperative that the US Government and the US 
Department of Defense address the failures in transparency and accountability highlighted by 
whistleblowers within the VA as well as a wide range of advocates outside the organization. 
Concems raised about the COVID-19 residual scheme, compounded by suspicions of intentional 
concealment of vaccine-related injuries, underscore systemic issues that compromise our 
readiness and national security. As whistleblowers continue to advocate for transparency and 
accountability, urgent action is needed to ensure the health and well-being of service members 
and veterans. Prioritizing transparency in reporting and addressing adverse events is crucial to 
safeguarding against future threats to our military readiness and national security. 

Dr. Crisanna Shackelford (@DrC_Shackelford on X) tweeted the data from a FOIA request of 
the Veterans Healthcare Administrations (VHA) database known as Legacy, reporting that tens



for example Shackelford on X . Moving forward, fostering a culture of transparency, 

confidence in the military healthcare system. By amplifying the voices of affected individuals, 
advocating for policy reform, and demanding transparency in vaccine administration, we can 

nation. [see image below] 
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term adverse effects disregards the significant differences between traditional vaccines and 

‘modified-mRNA technology. This oversight not only ignores the known harms associated with 

the COVID-19 genetic vaccines but aso undermines the need for comprehensive medical 
evaluations and benefits for affected service members. The whistleblower's demand for 

transparency underscores the urgency of reevaluating policies that fail to recognize the toxic 

‘nature of modified-mRNA vaccines and the associated risks to military personnel. Recognizing 

the implications of mRNA injections as a toxic exposure risk activity is essential to safeguarding 

the health and well-being of service members and veterans. 1168 and TERA 

In February, 2023, a whistleblower within the VA submitted yet another demand for 

transparency — sce Conclusion 6. In part - the conclusion states... Given the toxic pathways 
activated by the spike protein, LNPs, and DNA contamination, there is a strong scientific and 

ical bass to consider COVID- 19 mRNA injections as toxic exposure risk activity [TERA]" 

Eee he 

Warfare | Non-Governmental Censorship Forces | NATSEC IMPLICATIONS



The potential ramifications on warfare readiness are profound and cannot be overstated. 

‘The potential ramifications on warfare readiness are profound, and cannot be overstated. As we. 
navigate an evolving landscape of conflict, characterized by intricate strategies and tactics, its 
imperative to recognize the vulnerabilities created by misinformation and compromised defense 
readiness. The complicity of the Department of Defense (DOD) in perpetuating misinformation 
regarding vaceine-related injuries further exacerbates our susceptibility to extemal threats. 

This presents a stark reality: our adversaries, well-versed in exploiting weaknesses and wielding 
information as a weapon, could capitalize on our compromised military personnel and readiness 
posture. In this scenario, our ability to defend against unforeseen warfare tactics and strategies 
becomes severely compromised, potentially leading to devastating consequences for national 
security. As we confront these challenges, its essential to prioritize strategies that bolster 
defense readiness and counteract the influence of misinformation, ensuring our military remains 
prepared to navigate the complexities of modem warfare. 

In this evolving warfare environment, characterized by various facets and interdependencies, 
recent observations by Bret Weinstein shed critical light on its dynamics. 

‘Weinstein's remarks prompt essential inquiries into the nature of contemporary global power 
struggles 

Bret comments about the... 

...insanity of throwing highly trained people, in many case, out of the US military for 
refusing to take the so-called vaccines. ..my sense at the time was that that likely had the 
purpose of getting rid of the kinds of people who refuse immoral orders...and it created a 
much more compliant force..." 

Weinstein's observations prompt essential inquiries into the nature of contemporary global 
power struggles. His remarks regarding the expulsion of highly trained personnel for vaccine



refusal underscore the profound implications for the military's operational ethos. Weinstein's 
perspective, grounded in his expertise as a biologist, delves into the intricacies of nonlinear 
warfare, a concept increasingly relevant in today's geopolitical climate. This nonlinear warfare, 
iin part, is executed by para-govemmental censorship forces, shaping the information landscape, 
and influencing strategic decision-making. As discussions continue about the Department of 
Defense's complicity in mandating potentially harmful substances, Weinstein's insights compel 
us to delve deeper into the nature of contemporary global power struggles and their implications 
for national security. 

Adding to the list of govemmental organizations that are complicit, NATO STRATCOM COE's 
“Inoculation Theory" publication on psychology resilience highlights strategies to prevent the 
spread of misleading information, particularly by anti-vax groups. The document discusses 
building psychological resilience against misinformation through psychological “vaccines” or 
“inoculation”, a concept akin to developing psychological antibodies against false narratives. 
“This strategic approach mirrors the tactics employed by para-governmental censorship forces, 
illustrating the multifaceted nature of contemporary information warfare and its implications for 
national security. As we confront these challenges, it's essential to recognize the 
interconnectedness of information dissemination, non-linear warfare tactics, and defense 
readiness, as they collectively shape the security landscape of the future.
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INOCULATION THEORY 
AND MISINFORMATION 

Summarizing, the VA has a fraudulent SOP that restricts acknowledging C19 toxic injections as 
qualifying for Toxic Exposure Risk Activity (TERA), despite legal frameworks intended to 

of these jabs and service-connected jab-injuries? Here are the VA's own words rationalizing this 

"Vaccines and medications in general are not considered participation in a Toxic Exposure 
Risk Activity (TERA) because there is no scientific or medical evidence that supports the



In an era of increasingly unregulated Biodefense ~ biowarfare activities ~ the development of 
‘more modified-mRNA platform countermeasures, concerns are also raised as to what DOD will 
0 10 ts troops to counter any government or non-government biowarfare attacks. In an article 
from NPR — “Made to order DNA...” still more concerns are raised 

“Today, we are synthesizing more than 10,000 genes every month," he says, showing off a 
lab at a Boston biotech company called Ginkgo Bioworks. Making genes from scratch used to 
be laborious and time-consuming, but not anymore. That's why federal officials are now 
considering new measures to prevent this rapidly advancing technology from being misused 
to create dangerous viruses or bioweapons.” 

Conclusion and a glimpse into our Nation's National Security - a 
Dystopian Future 

Envision a not-so-distant future where our Armed Forces become entangled in the intricate web 
of non-governmental censorship forces, knowingly or unwittingly contributing to their agenda. 
“This unsettling scenario prompts any objective person to question the mandate of the COVID-19 
jab and the associated toxin exposure. Was the Department of Defense (DOD) complicit in 
‘mandating this exposure to toxicity? What are the far-reaching implications for defense 
readiness, force posture, and ultimately, national security? 

‘These inquiries underscore the pressing need for transparency, accountability, and evidence- 
based decision-making within our military and governmental institutions. The dangers posed by 
‘misinformation, censorship, and complicity in toxic mandates cannot be downplayed. They echo 
ancient stratagems employed by adversaries, drawing parallels to the tactics of Sun Tzu, who 
emphasized the importance of knowing oneself and one's enemy in order to secure victory. 

As we navigate this intricate landscape of modem conflict, it is paramount to confront these 
challenges head-on. By prioritizing the safety and well-being of our service members, 
advocating for policy reform, and demanding transparency in decision-making processes, we can 
fortify our defenses against extemal threats and ensure the resilience and prosperity of our nation 
for generations to come. 

REF:



18 US.C. § 178 - U.S. Code: (2) the term “toxin” means the toxic material or product of plants, 
animals, microorganisms (including, but not limited to, bacteria, viruses, fungi, rickettsiae or 
protozoa), or infectious substances, or a recombinant or synthesized molecule, whatever their 
origin and method of production, and includes— (A)any poisonous substance or biological 
product that may be engineered as a result of biotechnology produced by a living organism: 
or (3)the term “delivery system” means— (A)any apparatus, equipment, device, or means of 
delivery specifically designed to deliver or disseminate a biological agent, toxin, or vector; or 
(B)any vector; (4)the term “vector” means a living organism, or molecule, including a 
recombinant or synthesized molecule, capable of carrying a biological agent or toxin to a host 

hitps://www aw. comell edu/uscode/text/ 18/178 

Notes at end: 

NOTE: It's imperative to emphasize that while commonly referred to as "vaccines," these 
injections, originally classified by manufacturers like Moderna and Pfizer as gene therapy, are, 
in essence, experimental gene therapies. Any us of the term "vaccine is used here cautiously, 
reflecting the terminology commonly employed in public discourse, but it's crucial 0 recognize 
the accurate classification of these products as gene therapy. This distinction is essential to 
prevent proponents from advancing their version of public health under the guise of traditional 
vaccination. 

share} 

‘Thank you for reading Who is Robert Malone. This post is public so feel free to share it. 

share} 

You're currently a free subscriber to Who is Robert Malone. For the full experience, upgrade 
‘your subscription.



vi [s] [s] 

Gettheapp IEEE] 

(CAUTION: This email originated from outside ofthe organization. Do not click inks or open attachments unless 
Vou recognize the sender and are confident the content s safe.



om: Robert W Malone MO fom “Who's Robert Malone” 
Sant Fr, 23 Fel 2024 18:27:58 20000 
To: ‘Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
‘Subject: [EXTERNAL] Friday Funnies: You Are Here... 

Forwarded this email? Subscribe here for more 

Friday Funnies: You Are Here... 
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Ms Ie 

x 
© 0&6 © READ IN APP 7 

THEIR BUSINESS, NOT REALIZING 
THEY ARE BEING TRACKED! 

po : 
28 = 

zai IN S\N



= ON TO 
pn _( sourd 

CURE ALL ig [BSA fi) 

AN 
on » 40 py £2\ 

ony) od 

GETHIN | THE DEFENDANT OWES 
7 THECOURT HALF A 

6 SSF ANEW YORK BANK. 
aE EWANAHALAAY 

\ H_MORE 

Ne (Sais 
To AGULAG, 

<fl 

\



ok NEY, 4 A 

7 ~Nr NO\l= = 
a A a A [60 

(i S| 
NEY Go \ *\ 

LETITIA JAME I © 

1 ‘BUSINESS | 
| OWNERS | 

2024 PRESIDENTIAL RACE 

a (| IN y at 4 

Hd ne I 
Fo > 4 $) Hi 

N=) Zp



* TE 

—__ A THE WheosH OF SILENT RACE CARY! 
== A 20-MIN.RECHAROWG SroPt! 
ACN AH LimiTer SoM) [ANGE 2) 

les cons 

L¢ = nD) 5) 
See — | - ge J 

Breer 

8 Kurt Dillon 
® 

imagine we ved in a word where al 
Cars were EVs, and then slong comes 
anew invention, the Tntermal 
‘Combustion Engine’ Think how well 
they would sel A vehici half the 
weight, al the price that wil aimast 
quarter the damage done to he oad 
Avahice that can be refused in 
110th of the time and has a range of 
Upto times the distance nail 
weather conditions. t does not ely 
onthe environmentally damaging vse 

10 power it and use far ess seel and 
other materials. 
Just think how excited people woud 
efor such technology, it would sell 
ke hot cakes!



“4, re 3 

Ds > SE al 
i - V < 4 

A = A Z A Fav 
~~ (& A 

antino®le=) 

[we Frouse That 7 we \ i sto THIS LITE Gon or , Sein Fock ok sre 
FED Men Soarety 

fr Vi



Are you 

concerned about No, but I'm 
the increase in concerned about 

artificial the decrease in 

intelligence? real intelligence. 

| 22 2 

>)



Te 

5] ] 
RE es]



Howitierfoldra 
UiNKflag 
SS A 

~ —— LL —— I 
IN | 

& 
» 

hetween all 99 genders?!



BRD Ssemtzem 

v . 

bY FREE 
gb 0 see 

ot 

Please help I'm You sovioui fds 

afond hosenes Ao ivestment Sito



DRINDER gee TT 

=== 
Bl | | "ENDLESS WARS 

(A * OPEN BORDERS 
of = AM-2OAYEND. 

gr | mn | 
x ¢ Se 

@) 

MAGA @ 

becoming a subscriber. 

Who is Robert Malone is a reader-supported publication. To receive new posts 
and support my work, consider becoming a free or paid subscriber. 

Thank you for reading Who is Robert Malone. This post is public so feel free to share it. 
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Jan Jekiclek and I filmed for our series "Fall Our” at CPAC on media row yesterday. The 
episode is coming soon on Epoch TV 
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[PREMIERING 2/23, 9PM ET] FALLOUT with Robert Malone: ) 

1s Mercenary Censorship the New Face of Warfare?"



Today is the first day of the International Crisis Summit - the talks have been amazing and will 
be available on line soon. 

If you wish watch the live stream, you can do so here: 
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(CPAC is one of my favorite conferences. Some of the things I enjoy about their format is that 

Vivek Ramaswamy, Nigel Farage, Tulsi Gabbard, Javier Milei grace the stage. Lined up one by



one and broadcasting live are media organizations like The Epoch Times, The War Room 
(Bannon), OAN, Real America’s Voice, The New American, NewsMax, NTD News and The 
John Fredericks Media Network, and these are just a few of the many, many broadcasters. This is 
‘combined with the excellent vender room - which is full of booths with conservative 
organizations and their top officials, as well as political candidates and conservative companics. 
“The room is vast. Everyone is there to talk with people about their mission, what they are doing 
and what they have accomplished. Then there are the “stars”. The speakers, foreign and domestic 
dignitaries and politicians. Just ike everyone else, they are also there to listen to the talks. The 
energy, crowds (yes, it is huge - particularly on Friday and Saturday) are overwhelmingly 
supportive of each other. 

For me, CPAC is kind of special because almost everyone knows me. I can’t hardly walk 
through the crowded areas without getting mobbed by fans. I am overwhelmed and humbled by 
the fact that people feel so passionate about my work over the past three years. Furthermore, that 
fact that I will too will be speaking on the CPAC stage, shortly before President Trump, is one of 
the honors of my lifetime. Iti so easy for me to brush off accolades, but here it is in my face. In 
my real life, at home - on the farm, we live quietly. I forget how many people support my work. 
For that 1am very grateful. 

Conservative Political 
Action Conference 

countries 

Overview Summary 

The Conservative Political Action Conference (CPAC; SEE- 
pak) is an annual poitical conference attended by 
‘conservative activists and elected offical from across the 
United States and beyond. CPAC is hosted by the American 
‘Conservative Urion (ACU). The first CPAC took place in 
1974. 

Anyway. yesterday I met Eva Sara Landau when I was registering for the CPAC conference at 
the Gaylord Hotel in Alexandria, Virginia. | have met Eva before at CPAC, and she is a 
vivacious, out-going, energetic person. So, as I waited for my badge, we struck up a



conversation. This isthe fifth CPAC conference where she has volunteered, and she is very 
proud ofthe responsibilities that the organization has given hr. She i an incredibly hard worker 
and her energy is infectious, 

Tif Sea & 8 
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Evais a political refuge who came to this county from Bolivia in 2009. She told me that she 
came in the right way.” She arived in the USA legally and had to pass through a seies of oad 
blocks, interviews, tc. and then wait years and years for her refuge status to be granted. During 
that time, she found a job. She supported herself. She points out that when people ar given cash 
payments, food, medical care and housing - they loose their dignity. They become dependent on 
the state 
As she was registering me, asked her and th other volunteers about wha the turn-out for 
CPAC is this year. The group of registrars all agreed - this year may be the biggest CPAC ever. 
The reason why? According to Eva and her colleagues, 

People of hispanic origin in the USA are pissed off and scared. 

And they are coming 10 CPAC to get involved and to support Trump. Because this group of 
Americans see Trump as the one candidate who will secure the border. Who will fix the 
economy. Eva believes that the number one reason hispanics in this country legally have come to



the USA is for safety. To escape the drug lords, gangs, lawlessness and corrupt governments. 
Many have been persecuted, like Eva was,d in the country of their birth 

‘They recognize that the porous border is a danger to the American way of life. To being safe. 
‘That the urban centers in the USA are being overwhelmed with people who do not deserve to be: 
here. They have not eamed it. They have cheated to get here. 

Furthermore, while this group of legal immigrants had to work and continue to work, the US 
‘government is putting the illegal immigrants in the front of the line, displacing people who are 
here legally and going through the proper channels. 

Eva pointed out to me that the US government is giving these illegal aliens not only food and 
housing, but computers, clothes, cash cards and more. Something that makes them dependent on 
the state and in particular, the democratic administration. It goes without saying, that the hope of 
the DNC is that ths will translate into votes down the road. 

‘There are 63.7 million (plus or minus) Hispanics in this country who can vote, who are here: 
legally. Furthermore, it is no coincidence that more than 50% of border-patrol agents are: 
Mexican Americans. The border is an issue that matters to this group of Americans. They know 
that the people pouring over the border have not been vetted, many are criminals and whereas in 
order to obtain a green card, one has to be vaccinated - even this requirement has been waived. 

Recent polling suggests that inflation, rising cost of living, jobs and the economy, health care, 
crime, lack of affordable housing and the border top the list of concerns for hispanics who are 
eligible to vote. And the border issues keep climbing in importance. The Biden administration 
has failed on all of these fronts. We all recognize that it is time for a change. 

Most hispanics are appalled by the progressive and woke agendas. 83% of hispanics in this 
country who are eligible to vote consider themselves religious. 

‘The polling of hispanics just gets progressively worse for Biden.



A 2024 USA Today and Suffolk University survey shows Trump ahead with 39% support among 
hispanic voters. This compares to Biden's 34% support. This signals a huge change since 2020, 
when Biden had 65% of the approval from hispanic voters. 

Below is a chart from AS/COA that documents how hispanic voters have voted in past elections, 
Ihave taken the most recent polling numbers and projected that onto this chart, The numbers are 
stunning. 

The National Latino Vote over Time 

Latino otrs stones shoe or he Ruan present ante mere 2004 nd 
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Thelieve that the change in hispanic support for a democrat president is a bell weather for the 
2024 election. 

Barring censorship, data manipulation, propaganda or an act of Congress, President Trump will 
be the next president. 

Ibelicve that the country will benefit from this and I look forward to January 20th, 2025. 

“Who is Robert Malone is a reader supported publication. Please support our work by 
subscribing.
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Friday Funnies: Dem Light 
Echo chambers everywhere 
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This birding is known a the “Bearded Reeling.” Evidently it lives in Eurasia” 

‘Which then of course, what the heck is “Eurasia” exactly? Then I had to look up “Eurasia” - but 

that led to a completely different rabbit hole. 

It turns out, there is no exact definition of “Eurasia.” 

Eurasia, geological and geopolitical term that relates in the former sense to the single enormous 

scholars... Britannica
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PREMIERING TONIGHT at 9:00 PM Eastern (February 2, 2024) 

FALLOUT with Robert Malone: Are You Being Manipulated?



wre ROBERT M 

[FALLOUT (LINK) 

The Chinese military strategist Sun Tzu once wrote: “The supreme art of war is to subdue the 
enemy without fighting.” 

We live in an age of fifth-generation information warfare. Battles are not solely fought with 
‘guns and bombs. The new battlefield is in the minds of every citizen. 

There are covert psychological operations at play to control what you see, what you hear, and 
what you're allowed to think. 

In this first episode of FALLOUT, our new EpochTV show co-hosted by Dr. Robert Malone 
and Epoch Times senior editor Jan Jekielek, we'll be diving into some of the key tactics of 
disinformation. 

After that, well take a break —and head to Dr. Malone's farm to get a glimpse into the magic 
of horse riding.
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International Crisis Summit 

at CPAC, Washington DC during late February, 2024 
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‘The Intemational Crisis Summit (ICS) is excited to announce a joint venture with the upcoming 
CPAC DC event. 

‘The 2024 CPAC DC is at the fantastic Gaylord hotel in Alexandria, and runs from Feb 21 to Feb. 
24 (Wednesday through Saturday). This year, it has a great line-up of speakers. If you have 
never been to a CPAC conference, you don’t know what you are missing. There are typically 
around 5,000 to 10,000 people who attend this event. 

CPAC Media row is not to be missed. This is a long row of media outlets - from which their 
conservative anchors are all broadcasting live. From Bannon to Epoch times to some many other 
news outlets, it is truly amazing event that operates during the entire CPAC conference. A crush 
of people gather at each booth to watch the live broadcasts. 

‘The speakers at CPAC are always topnotch. This year I believe there are some big surprises. 
planned. In the downstairs conference center, there are hundreds of booths from conservative 
organizations. These booths are full of experts and are an education in of themselves. I had no 
idea how many organizations are in this fight to retain our freedoms and many are there at 
CPAC. They are diverse, don’t all share the same opinions and the grassroots activism is 
refreshing from the usual pablum the main-stream media throws at us. 

“This conference is one of the most diverse, inspiring events of my year, and I am proud to be a 
part of it. Rumor has it that will be speaking on the main stage. 

‘This year, CPAC and the International Crisis Summit have arranged a breakout room at 
the Gaylord at CPAC for the International Crisis Summit to hold their public summit on 
Friday, February 23rd. There will only be 430 tickets on sale, so if you are interested - act 
fast. 

“The theme and focus of this ICS meeting will be forward looking, with an emphasis on national 
and intemational public policy positions which address issues such as the WHO pandemic treaty, 
the proposed international health regulation changes, the farmer protest movement in Europe, 
policy proposals relating to gain of function research, government and non-governmental



deployment of censorship and propaganda, and the ned to renegotiate the intemational 
biowarfare agreement, and a particular focus on current policy issues relating to Canada 

The speakers include a diverse mix of international politicians, scientists, physicians, 
investigators, and public health policy experts. 

The ICS conference will continue on Sunday as a closed session (speakers and media only - 
this will be livestreamed). Our live-streaming and views of the presentations have literally 
reached billions and billions of people. Our presentations have changed the minds of millions of 
people about gain of function research and the COVID-19 origins, the mRNA vaccine, masks, 
Tock-downs, alternative medicine and so much more. I consider it one of the most important 
projects I work on. 

‘The views of the ICS 3 alone at the European Parliament reached over 4 billion views. 

OVER 4 BILLION 
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Finally, the ICS-5 has also arranged a special session at the Senate Building on February 26th 
(again speakers and media only, due to the size of the room), sponsored by Senator Ron Johnson 
-speakers to be announced. Due to restrictions on lobbying, this session is not funded by the ICS 
or the Malone Institute, but the ICS -5 and Malone Institute volunteers have worked hard to 
‘make this session in the Senate happen. OF course, a huge thank you to Senator Ron Johnson. 

Due the globalist agendas and worldwide erises looming large for all of us, this particular 
conference is of utmost importance. The ICS has become a leading voice in the resistance 
against the globalist agenda - the sovereignty movement. It s also an opportunity for 
connections and networking amongst a group of people who need to work together to stymy the 
‘globalists and the take-over by the World Health Organization and the UN of national 
sovereignty. Although this event is happening at CPAC, this is only not a conservative issue.



“This should be a bipartisan issue. This is about freedom and national sovereignty across all 
nations. 

Jill and 1 are donating a fair amount of our own money to make this summit happen and to keep 
tickets prices very low, because itis extremely important to us. The Malone Institute is also 
helping to sponsor this International Crisis Summit. Another person who has donated heavily to 
the cause is Jerry Daniels, and the ICS-S is grateful for his support 

The ICS-5 tickets are priced at $95. This will include the full CPAC general admission 
(February 21-24) as well as the ICS admission (February 23-24, 2024). This is an amazing deal. 

Aote, the link for registration for the ICS conference is below. To get entry into the ICS. 
portion, you must use this link, then your badge will indicate that you are given permission to go 
into the ICS breakout room. 

hups//cpac.org/deics 

or.. 

ics Registration 

We have a number of amazing volunteers, but the costs of this summit aren't trivial. 

All the funds donated through the donation link below will go directly to supporting the summit. 
That includes the costs of leasing the Gaylord Conference space, speaker travel, live streaming 
and recording costs, etc. 

Please consider donating. Th ICS S summit will reach millions, if not billions of people. This is a 
critically important conference. 

Finally, the ICS $ could not do this work without the support of so many people over the years 
The two people who have worked with me to put the ICS summits on in the EU Parliament, the



Roman Senate, the Romanian Senate, in France and now in DC have worked tirelessly, without 
pay and without recognition. They have chosen to remain fairly anonymous. So to Lilly and 
“Robbic” - we all thank you! 

Talso wish to acknowledge that most of the speakers are paying their own travel and lodging 
expenses - they are donating their time and resources to make this happen. No one is getting an 
honorarium or money for speaking. The ICS-S organizers, including myself, re grateful for their 
support, time and effort. 

“Who is Robert Malone” is a reader supported publication. Please consider a free or paid 
subscription to support our work. 

Please share this substack to others that might have an interest in attending or listening to the 
1cs-5. 

Thank you for reading Who is Robert Malone. This post is public so feel free to share it 

share} 

You're currently a free subscriber to Who is Robert Malone. For the full experience, upgrade 
‘your subseription. 
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From: Zack stieber 
Sent: Thu, 25 Jan 2024 14:06:39 -0500 
To: Peko, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 

Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, should we be expecting any responses to our questions, or an interview? 

Thank you, 
Zack 

On Mon, Jan 15, 2024 at 3:24 PM Zack Stiebef 5} wrote: 
Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

— Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

— Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

What are you working on nowadays? 

Thank you, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber | c— 
“Thanks Ken, I will put together the questions and send them over. 

Thank you, 
Zack



On Thu, Jan 11,2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] wrote: 

Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

a Eu—— 
Sent: Thursday, January TT. 3027 TT39 A 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 51 
Cex Memoli, Matthew (NIHNIAID) [ET 0] 
Subjeet: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment Interview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Dr. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Thank you, 

Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11,2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NINIAID) (E™®__ } wrote: 

Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out 

NIAID Communications Office 

From: Zack Schr 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIUNIAID) (EP) 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for CommenvTnierview 

Hi Dr. Memoli,



Good moming, hope you're having a good week. 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview 
with you on them 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week? 

Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 

Thank you, 

Zack Stieber 
The - och Times. 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe. 

‘CAUTION. This email originated from outside ofthe organization. Do not click links or open atachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are confident the contents sae. 

(CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open atachments unless 
You recognize the sender and are confident the contents safe.



From: Newman, Raushanah (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
sent: Tue, 23 Jan 2024 16:01:29 +0000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Ce: ‘Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch 
Times) - input needed 

Thank you so much Dr. Memoli for your response! 

Sincere regards, 

Raushanah 

From: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 22, 2024 at 10:56 AM 
To: Betz, Jordan (NIK/NHLBI) (C] 0] 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team<™® | 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - 

input needed 

Hilordan, 

1 have reviewed the emails, 1am happy for everything there to be shared. | have no concerns or 
questions ata. 

Mate 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 

Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 

Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 

National Institutes of Health 

MSC 3203 33 North Dr 

Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 

UNITED STATES 

J Do — 
Phone 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Discases



shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 
Date: Friday, January 19, 2024 at 4:29 PM 

To: Memoli Matthew (NH/NIAD) [€ 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team <NTATDDIRFOTAFRGITaTan Team @mail nih gov> 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - input 
needed 

ir. Memo, 
Our office recived FOIA request fom Zachary Stieber of the Epoch Times for emails from you 
containing the words “mandate” or “mandated” and “vaccine” or “vaccination” from 11/10/21 to 

11/10/22. This is a follow up to his previous requests (57329 and 61216) for your emails from 2021. It 
also partially overaps with one from Aaron Si of Si & Glimstad LP on behal of ICAN, 50 sou have 
he records that came back th CIT search. wil send a copy of them separately hrough SEFT 
momentary. Fleas revi the proposed redaction and rowed any input by Monday, srry 29, 
Tron Tn oR Sno Ar er stars Yi 
ahve. 
Thanks, 
Jordan 
Jordan ete, Ph 
alicy Anat 
Freedom of formation an Privacy Act Branch 
National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 

Crom— 7 3014563737 lA ne



rom: Robert W Malone MD rom “Wha is Robert Malone” 
bw Mon, 22an 2034 17:46:33 10000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Homesteading: Winter Dreaming. 

Homesteading: Winter Dreaming 

escaping from internet to reality. 

© 00 Oo READ IN APP 7 
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projects that run the gama from this year's new vegetable garden, woodland paths, land to be 

But the truth s that winter is also one of more productive times on the farm, in terms of 

Jill and 1 both savor the time at home- being on the farm is how we calm the inner demons and 
find peace. But then we both love a good project and find ltl use for being lazy. 

Malone. “Cause winter doesn't slow us down here in Virginia 

buds have emerged. 
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About four years ago, we purchased this lemon tree. It lives outside in a pot for eight months of 
the year and inside for the rest. She gifts us with huge lemons that have excellent flavor and keep 
us in citrus all year round. Jill cu these lemons into slices and freezes them. So, she can use 
them as she needs. 

She puta grow light on the lemon tree when itis indoors - and uses a basic heat lamp base for 
the socket. The base is from our local farm store (which i also used for a heat lamp bulb when 
we have baby poultry). As noted above, a timer is on the grow lamp - so one less thing to think 
about 

is a jungle out there! 

Our old office trailer and one time home, which is now mostly used to hold horse tack and 
supplics, has turned into an ad hoe green house. Each year, we buy plans that are sold as 
“annuals” - and we also grow various herbs. All die at the first frost.



“This year, Jill brought them all into the office trailer and placed them i the back room -which 
has windows on all sides, then bought some overhead grow lights - which are hooked to a timer, 
and the effort has been a huge success. 
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Jill has a lemon, lime and olive tre, Sage, oregano and Rosemary as well as ferns and bananas 
rowing in there. The lemon and lime teces are already producing flowers that have se 

This January has been exceptionally cold, with a few inches of snow that just doesn’t want to 
melt off. 

So. we have had to spend lots of time outside - feeding, making mashes with sat, breaking stock 
tank ice so the horses will drink twice a day and making sure everyone has lots of water to drink.
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1 think Jill and I mind the cold more than they do... But then, they generally don’t have to break 
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This ast week, we began work again on “Serenity”. That sour mame for a 110+ year old 
uiding on the fem that may have been: house of general stor at one time. It had ben



life. When we got here, trees vines and other and plants had completely overgrown the building. 
‘Trees had pushed in a major wall. It was so overgrown, as were all the buildings on the farm, 
that locals didn’t even know they were here. 

“This particular building was downright disgusting inside. Some of the most foul messes we had 
to clean up were past black vulture nests, about 500 pounds of grain in old burlap that had rotted 
into the cement, and an unknown sludge from water seepage. Another huge mess came from 
some drywall thrown in a pile on the floor where water had soaked it for years on end. Blech.
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When we first bought the property, we thought about making this building into a residence but 
quickly (pre-COVID) decided it wasn’t feasible to do it quickly. So instead, we decided to build 

it out as a little conference center and meeting space that we could use for teaching, general 

meetings and demo projects. Also as an ofthe grid space «that required no electricity in an 
emergency. We completely redid the exterior and finished that about two years ago. We used a



local mill and all the wood siding is milled from local trees about two miles from here. We then 
used the same siding on the interior walls. A friend and neighbor helped with that part of the 
project. Jill found an old staircase for a few hundred bucks - that we refurbished and installed. 
Since then, we have been so busy that we haven't been able to devote any time to i. 

‘This is the exterior shell now. I just have to laugh when I get the occasional Troll making 
accusations that I do not actually do any work on the farm... Yes, I was actually a carpenter and 
a farm hand before becoming a physician and scientist.
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So, where are we today? 

being made, Our extra time this weekend was spent geting back to work on the upstairs room 
Which i why have been absent in the comments section 
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painted the boards - a brilliant idea). This will be the only room with a closed in ceiling but that 
oom needs insulation above the ceiling, as it gets hot from th black standing scam metal roof 

Tomorrow a chimney sweep comes to red th fle stack in the main oom, s that it will be 
Safe for a wood burning stove. He s going to redo the chimney at the front ofthe building in 
March. Jill intends to get a wood buming cook stove for that room So much planning, reading 
and leaning about wood cooking stoves has been done. So much sil to do!
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is our first time hatching emus, so fingers crossed!
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These eggs weigh in at 1.5 pounds each! 

“Whois Robert Malone" is a reader supported publication. Please consider a subscription 
support nr wrk. 

Finally, the Epoch Times and | ar involved in doing a pilot for sees, which is sill under 
wraps. Which s to say that I am not supposed to talk about i. I can write that Jan and a film 
crew spent two days her a th farm last week. Wil the photographer was here - she honored 
us with some photos
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So, in conclusion, being home for a couple of months has allowed us to rally dive into our 
projects and farm again. I feels good to be home 

As you can sce, some of our projeets are large and some small. But there is secret to geting 
things done... this, “Blow up your TV, and plant a lot of peaches 
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Thank you for reading Who is Robert Malone. This post is public so feel free to share it



You're currently a free subscriber to Wha is Robert Malone. For the full experience, upgrade 

vi [s] o 

Unsubscribe



From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 
sent: Mon, 22 Jan 2024 16:12:54 +0000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (IH/NIAID) (€] 
co NIAID DIR FOIA Faciitation Team 
subject: RE: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (tieber/Epoch 
Times) - input needed 

Fantastic, thanks again! 

Best, 
Jordan 

From: Memol, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2024 11:12 AM 
To: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLB) [C] 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team aPP® | 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Steber/Epoch Times) - input 
needed 

1am unconcerned. | have no problem with those being shared again. 

att 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Discases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: 

phone 
Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone wha is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error plcase inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID.



From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [] IE®E 
Date: Monday, January 22, 2024 at 11:03 AM 

To: Meal, Matthew (MI/NIAID) (1 0 SOS 
Ce: NIAID IR FOIA Faciltation Team <NIAIDDIRFOIAFlitaionTeam @mail. ih gov» 
Subject: RE: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - 

Juopiuty 
Thanks for the prompt review, Or. Merl 
orth athe pen requ (1215. Sieberssasuest or the atachments be ntl sient 
cute om te evs yoa 3 malt), id you want 1 review any of ha €c0s slr we 
‘move that case forward? You previously reviewed them for FOIA requests 57239 and 57411 and didn’t 
Teauest an redactions then, bu we want 10 ake sre yo ve 51 th sporty fevow in a5 
aniinng hs hanged. Fv would ke, 1c provid you with opy of thse 5 well 50 You dont have 
oto aging trough our Hes 
Thanks again, fens 

rom: emai, Matthew (N/A) () [ESS 
Ti — 
To: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] Co:NIND DIR FO aciftation Team <UIAIDDIRFOFacitationTeam@rmal. nih gov» 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - input needed 

ilordan, 

have reviewed the eal, am happy for everything thre tobe shared. have concerns or 

vat 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D, M.S. 

Director, LID Clinical Studies Urit 
Leoorntory of tes iooestn 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 

MSC 3203 33 North Dr. 

Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 

J i — 8



Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that ae sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) (C] 
Date: Friday, January 19, 2024 at 4:29 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team <NIAIDDIRFOIAFacitationTeam @mail nih £ov> 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - input 
needed 

HiDr. Memoli, 

Our office received a FOIA request from Zachary Stieber of the Epoch Times for emails from you 
containing the words “mandate” or “mandated” and “vaccine” or “vaccination” from 11/10/21 to 
11/10/22. This is a follow up to his previous requests (57329 and 61216) for your emals from 2021. It 
also partially overlaps with one from Aaron Sii of Siri & Glimstad LLP on behalf of ICAN, 50 you have: 
already reviewed portions of the records last year. We need your input on the proposed redaction for 
the records that came back in the CIT search. | wil send a copy of them separately through SEFT 
momentarily. Please review the proposed redactions and provide any input by Monday, January 29, 
2024 50 that we can respond to the request in a timely fashion. Happy to help answer any questions you 
may have. 

Thanks, 
Jordan 

Jordan Betz, PhD 
Policy Analyst 
Contractor with Axle Informatics 
Freedom of Information and Privacy Act Branch 
National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 
PO Joffice 
301-496-8737 FOlA line



From: Memali, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
sent: Mon, 22 Jan 2024 16:11:52 +0000 
To: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) (C] 
co NIAID DIR FOIA Faciitation Team 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (tieber/Epoch 
Times) - input needed 

1am unconcerned. | have no problem with those being shared again. 

Matt 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
| CN 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Discases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [CJT] 
Date: Monday, January 22, 2024 at 11:03 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team 00 1] 
Subject: RE: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (stieber/Epoch Times) - 
input needed 

Thanks for the prompt review, Dr. Memoli 

For the other open request (61216 - Mr. Stieber's request fo the attachments he initially agreed to 
exclude from the previous year's emails), did you want to re-review any of those records before we 
move that case forward? You previously reviewed the for FOIA requests 57239 and 57411 and didn't 
request any redactions then, but we want to make sure you've got the opportunity to review in case



anything has changed. If you would like, | can provide you with a copy of those as well so you don't have. 
too digging through your fils 

Thanks again, 
Jordan 

From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID)[€] 
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2024 10:56 AM 
To: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLB) (PD) 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team 0 ———— 
Sublect: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - input needed 

Hilordan, 

1 have reviewed the emails, | am happy for everything there to be shared. | have no concerns or 
questions at al. 

Matt 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: 
Phone:2® | 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error plcase inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 
Date: Friday, January 19, 2024 at 4:29 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] <P] 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team <NIAIDDIRFOIAFaCITation Team @mail nih £0v>



Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - input 
needed 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Our office received a FOIA request from Zachary Stieber of the Epoch Times for emails from you 
containing the words “mandate” or “mandated” and “vaccine” or “vaccination” from 11/10/21 to 
11/10/22. This is a follow up to his previous requests (57329 and 61216) for your emails from 2021. It 
also partially overlaps with one from Aaron Sir of Siri & Glimstad LLP on behalf of ICAN, so you have. 
already reviewed portions of the records last year. We need your input on the proposed redaction for 
the records that came back in the CIT search. | will send a copy of them separately through SEFT 
momentarily. Please review the proposed redactions and provide any input by Monday, January 29, 
2024 50 that we can respond to the request in a timely fashion. Happy to help answer any questions you 
may have. 

‘Thanks, 
Jordan 

Jordan Betz, PhD 
Policy Analyst 
Contractor with Axle Informatics. 
Freedom of Information and Privacy Act Branch 
National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 
EX ——Joffice 
301-496-9737 FOIA line



From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C) — 3 om ee 0000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] - MAD Drom Fedor Ten 
Subject: RE: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch 
Times) - input needed 

For the other open request (61216 - Mr. Stieber’s request for the attachments he initially agreed to 

A A 

rene neo 
Thanks gain 

From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) a1 
Sent: Monday, January 22, 2024 10:56 Af 
“To: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) C] {5 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Faciltation 1) 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - input —— 

Mathew 1 Memoli MD. MS 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 

Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
Notions nite of Alley and Infectious Discases 
National Institutes of Health 

MSC 3203 33 North Dr. 

Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 

UNITED STATES 

Phone



Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 
Date: Friday, January 19, 2024 at 4:29 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] EE  —1 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (stieber/Epoch Times) - input 
needed 

HiDr. Memoli, 

Our office received a FOIA request from Zachary Stieber of the Epoch Times for emails from you 
containing the words “mandate” or “mandated” and “vaccine” or “vaccination” from 11/10/21 to 
11/10/22. This s a follow up to his previous requests (57329 and 61216) for your emails from 2021. It 
also partially overlaps with one from Aaron Siri of Siri & Glimstad LLP on behalf of ICAN, 50 you have 
already reviewed portions of the records last year. We need your input on the proposed redaction for 
the records that came back in the CIT search. | wil send a copy of them separately through SEFT 
momentarily. Please review the proposed redactions and provide any input by Monday, January 29, 
2024 50 that we can respond to the request in a timely fashion. Happy to help answer any questions you 
may have. 

Thanks, 
Jordan 

Jordan Betz, PhD 
Policy Analyst 
Contractor with Axle Informatics 
Freedom of Information and Privacy Act Branch 
National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 
C—T 
301-496-9737 FOIA line



From: Memali, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
sent: Mon, 22 Jan 2024 15:56:27 +0000 
To: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 
co NIAID DIR FOIA Faciitation Team 
subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (tieber/Epoch 
Times) - input needed 

Hilordan, 

1 have reviewed the emails, | am happy for everything there to be shared. | have no concerns or 
questions at al. 

att 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email 
Phone 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone wha is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error plcase inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are senders own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) (C] 
Date: Friday, January 19, 2024 at 4:29 PM 
To Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (70 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team[PO 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Steber/Epoch Times) - input 
needed 

Hi Or. Memol,



11/10/22. This is a follow up to his previous requests (57329 and 61216) for your emails from 2021. It 

ho potty aveiaps wih one rom Aron 161 53 Glad LP on ber of ICA, 1 ou ave 

‘momentarily. Please review the proposed redactions and provide any input by Monday, January 29, 

pin 

National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 

cm— I



From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 
Sent: Fr, 19 Jan 2024 16:30:08 -0500 (EST) 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - 
files for review 

Dear Dr. Memoli, 

Below is lnk to access NIH's Secure Email and File Transfer (SEFT) system and download the records for FOIA 
request 61217. I you have not used this system befor, you must create an account before you can acces th files. 
Ifyou encounter any problems with accessing the file, please let me know. 

Thanks, 
Jordan 

You have been sent a secure message/ file(s). 

To access the secure message! les), lick on the following ink or copy and paste the link int the browser 

Sender : Betz Jordan (NI/NHLBI) [C) 
Link: 

Sent To: Memali, Matthew (NI/NIAID) E] 
Expires: 2/1924, 12:00:00 AM EST 

NIH Secure Email Service, brought to you by the NIH Central Email Servi. 
“Proven Trusied®



From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C) to a mo 3040 ‘hoo 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] pa ee —E 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act request 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) - tet Movies: 1210 Rasuastott Exematond, Sant comidarton docx 

— 

containing the words “mandate” or “mandated” and “vaccine” or “vaccination” from 11/10/21 to 

11/10/22. This is a follow up to his previous requests (57329 and 61216) for your emails from 2021. It 

m————————————er———— 

J 

National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 

m—



Submit New Request 

Requester Details 

To modify request details please update your requester profile or contact the our office for assistance. 

Zachary Stieber 
The Epoch Times 
220 W 28th St 
7h Floor 
New York City, NY 10001 
Phone 917-509-1875 
zack sticber@epochtimes nye 

Requester Default Category: Media 

‘General Information 
Institute or Center NIAID 
institute or Conter Name NIAID Request Type FOIA 
Requester Category Media 

Request Information 
Hello, 

Cessrpten Please provide all emai fom Dr. Matthew Memo that incude the words “mandae” or 
’ "mandated" in addition to "vaccine" or vaccination" Date Range for Record gee: i tHr1012021 

Dato Range for Record Sena 11102022 
Description Document 

Fea Information 
Willng to Pay All Fees No Willng Amount $25 Foo Waver Requested Yes 
Fao Waiver Request Reason News media 

Expedite Information 
Expedito Requested No Expeditc Reason



Exemption 4 Considerations 

‘Exemption 4 permits withholding information that s both 1) confidential and 2) commercial or financial in nature. 

Factors that determine whether referenced materials are “Confidential”: 

«Does the organization customarily keep the information private or closely-held? 

«Did the NIH provide an express or implied assurance of confidentiality when the organization 
shared the information? 

«Were there express or implied indications at the time the information was submitted that the 
‘government would publicly disclose the information? 

Considerations that suggest the referenced materials are “Commercial or Financial” in nature: 

«principal investigator's history as a commercial scientist; 

«Communications with a pharmaceutical company concerning the development of drugs based on 
the research at hand; 

«Filing of a patent application or formation of a for-profit company. 

Commonly requested withholdings that cannot be protected by Exemption 4: 

«Any information that has already been published somewhere (ex: ina published manuscript in a 
preprint on biofxiv, in the grant abstract or university website, etc); 

«Protocols, procedures, database/resources that are standard in the field; 

«Information that is generally known to any reasonably educated person. Self-evident statements, 
o reviews of the general state of the art; 

«Entire chunks of research sections; FOIA s a disclosure statute, so we can't cut entire pages 
Review must be done line by line to isolate only what is unique to a particular grant. 

Please note, we generally release cost data and budget information contained in a grant application unless itis an 
inherently commercialized application such as an SBIR. 

Exemption 5 Considerations. 

Exemption S protects "inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law 
toa party other than an agency in litigation with the agency." Itis a form of executive privilege that protects, 
information showing the process by which a government agency reached a particular decision or crafted a specific 
policy from disclosure to third parties. 

Further, the Supreme Court holds that “(t]he deliberative process privilege protects from disclosure under FOIA in- 
house draft biological opinions that are both pre-decisional and deliberative, even if the drafts reflect the agencies’ 
last views about a proposal.”



Exemption 6 
Exemption 6 permits withholding certain information f disclosure "would constitute clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. Its ou responsibilty to identify any personal information that should not be 
released, and we will redact that information from any material released o the requester. For your information, 
we withhold the following information as protected by Exemprion 6 (what we efer to a “standard redactions”): 

«Social Securty Numbers 

+ Bithdates 

«Home addresses and phone numbers 

+ Sources and amounts of pending support 

«Percentage of effort on the project 

«Institutional base salary amount



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 22:00:21 40000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: (declined) RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli. | just received word that HHS has decided this interview / email response 
to the Qs should not take place. 

You are free to proceed as a private citizen, using your private email and/or phone, but 
you should not proceed as an NIH / NIAID employee. 

From: Memoli, Matthew (NIW/NIAD) [6] FT] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:18 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Ken, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion fel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but I knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 

Email: 
Phone 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] fT] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although | knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Peko, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
“To: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€) 0] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/inerview 

Hi Matt .. received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks 

From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [ET] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/mterview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the pubic. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I elt compelled to finally express all of this 
in as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CHff Lane thanking me for my email. 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier?



1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to late 2021. 1 was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
elt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the Nik ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | fet this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when raised this issue and when that 
took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

“There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

—Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

— Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates?



Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
ANA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult sues due to our lack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
properly address these viruses by preventing infection, imiting spread of disease, and reducing th disease caused 
by these viruses 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
EmailP® 1] 
Phone: PO] 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli Please et me know how you would answer these and then Il use those responses to 
request clearance. 

Thanks



On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber ET Jurote: 

HiKen and Or. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Thankyou, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber {TT Jwrote: 
‘Thanks Ken, 1 will put together the questions and send them over. 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] wrote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

PE cim— 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NI/NIAID) (€) I]



Ce Mermol, Mathews (NIH/NIAD) €] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

ae re erm ws 
Thankyou, 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NI/NIAID) €] FT Jwrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

From: Zack Stieber <p] 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Thankyou, 
Tok Stever 

(CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 

a EA TT



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 22:00:21 40000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Bec: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: (declined) RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli. | just received word that HHS has decided this interview / email response 
0 the Qs should not take place. 

You are free to proceed as a private citizen, using your private email and/or phone, but 
you should not proceed as an NIH / NIAID employee. 

From: Memo, Matthew (NI/NIAD) (6 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:18 AM 
Seu m—) 
Subject; Re: [EXTERNAL] Request Tor Comment/ Interview 

Hi Ken, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIH/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but | knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
J Cr — 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that ae sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID)(€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for goverment employees like myself. was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This docsn't really answer 
the question: was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.)



Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Peko, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
‘To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for COmTent/TTeraew” 

Hi Matt .. received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks 

roms Memol, Matthew (NIF/NIAD)[€) FT] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
“To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I elt compelled to finally express all of this 
in as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CHff Lane thanking me for my email.



—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | id far 
prior to late 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
felt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, | 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that 
took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

— Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. ‘The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication.



—Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

OF course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

—What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
ANA respiratory viruses ike influenta and SARS.COV2. These are extremely dificult sues due to our lack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
property address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr. 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 

EC —— Phone] 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli Please et me know how you would answer these and then I'l use those responses to 
request clearance.



Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber {TT Jrote: 

Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

—What are you working on nowadays? 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber PT Jurote: 
Thanks Ken, will put together the questions and send them over 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Th, Jan 11,2024 at 201 PM Pekoc, Ken (NI/NIAID) €] TIT Jurote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks



Ser arto, rary TT OTE 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Cc: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (E] © 1] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

bo 
On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] EE} wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

CALE Cr — ote: Tour, srry 1.2020 TEES 07 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] «ToT _] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Good mornin, hope you've having ond week 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview with you 

f— 
Te cpach Times 
Cr — EE 

a Tn CE



‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open attachments unless 
You recognize the sender and are confident the content s safe.



sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 21:43:41 40000 
To: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Bec: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli. | just received word that HHS has decided this interview / email response 
to the Qs should not take place. 

You are free to proceed as a private citizen, using your private email and/or phone, but 
you should not proceed as an NIH / NIAID employee. 

From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:18 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [EFT] 
Subject: Re: (EXTERNAL Request for Comment/interview 

HIKen, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaceine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. I would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. I know I will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIH/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 

Phone: POT 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that ae sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for goverment employees like myself. was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This docsn't really answer 
the question: was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.)



Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pek, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
tC — 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Matt .. received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks 

From: Memol, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] EI] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

Hiken, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want o adress these things, but 
believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. T knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concems about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible o try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options, 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email.



—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

Ihad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to ate 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
felt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, | 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening al over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider thi. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that 
took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | was 
honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

— Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. | was concerned more about my. 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis. 
stage. It wll likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication.



—Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

OF course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

—What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues t focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
ANA respiratory viruses ike influent and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult sues de to our lack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
property address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr. 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: 
hon 
Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] <1] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli Please et me know how you would answer these and then I'l use those responses to 
request clearance.



Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber PF Turote: 

Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

—What are you working on nowadays? 

Thankyou, 
zack 

nT Cr E— 
Thanks Ken, will put together the questions and send Them over 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On hu an 11, 2024 201 4 Pekar, Ken (NHINO) I] fF Jura 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me 

Thanks



rom: ack Stieber Sen hd, onion TT 262 TEA ATE 
‘To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€) SE Ermen a—— 
Sjoc Re (EXTERNALI Request for Commer 

ke the meow wok? 
Thankyou, 
oa 
On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (EFT Jwrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

From Zack tieber TT] Date: Thorsday, January 1, 2624 3 TES ATT 
To: Mama Mathew (VINA) €] 
Subject: (EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

Or Meal, 
FS — 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview with you 

We can send ovr someof the questions we plan sk ahead of time. 
oyu hove any avait nest week? 

Thankyou, 
Tokstaber 
The epoch Times 
CAUTION: Ths ema ar gated rom out of ie crgaaatn, Do mot cake or open 
CE TE TR TT 
TAI TEE omnes 
EE



‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open attachments unless 
You recognize the sender and are confident the content s safe.



From: Shafer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID)[€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 21:41:14 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
co Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [EJ Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: RE: (Or. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/ Interview 

OK. Thanks for the follow up Ken. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 4:39 PM 
‘To: Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) (E] 55 Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] 

Subject: RE: (Or. Memo, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

For awareness, | just received word that HHS has decided this interview / email 
response (0 the Qs should not take place. 

will notify Dr. Memoli in a moment that he can proceed as a private citizen, using his 
private email and/or phone, but that he cannot proceed as an NIH / NIAID employee. 

From: Peko, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 825 AM 
‘To: Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [] 
Cc: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [€) E58}; Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] 

Subject: RE: (Or. Memo, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Meredith, thanks for talking with me just now. I've attached his clarifications to the 2 Qs 
along with his opening comments. As was explained to me, “Building 1 wants him to 
make it clear that no one at NIH said he would be fired for his views. In other words, he 
may have FELT like his job was in jeopardy because he had a very different view, but 
that no one ever actually told him or threatened that he could lose his job." 

Once I get a final determination from HHS I'l let you know whether this is expected to 
move forward. 

From: Cohen, effrey (NIH/NIAID) (¢] FERC oeeren—] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:12 PM 
“To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (€) {65557 agseme J, pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 

Shaffer, Meredith (NIR/NTATO] TE] < 
Subject; RE: (Or. Memoli, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Commentymrervrew 

1 concur with Steve. | never talked to Matt about concerns with his points of view on vaccination n this



Thus, | don’t understand why he would think his job or clinical practice was in jeopardy. | agree with 
Steve and hk ts best not t further comment about is 
Jeff Cohen 

From: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (€] «fF 
Sent Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:55 PM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID)(£] 5]; Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) (€] 

Ce: Cohen, firey (NA/NAD) [6] 
Subject: Re: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments will do much to either clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to lave it lone 

Director, ivion of nramural Research 
Nationa stitute of Alergy and Infectious Disses 
Nationa Insitute of Health 
dg 10/118248 MSC 1960 
Sethsd, MD 20892 1950 
rcm— 
[rmm— BTR ma 
Assistant at: £12 Por 
| —"— 
[Com—TT 
Assistant 050: Beth sci 
CON— 

mr 

roms Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 2:20 PI 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (E] fl Jshaffer, Meredith 
(NH/NIAID) 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey NIF/NADJ [ETO] 
Subject: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd like.



NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
10 the mandaies? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. | was 
concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer the question; was he ever 
approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

QT. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required). 

From: Zack Stieber 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
Tos Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] fs —————— 
Cc: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIATDTTEFE 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 70 wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your emai. Sorry, but ths interview wort work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 

From Zack tier 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 1125 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€) FFT] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 
Hi0r. Memoli 
Good morning, hope youre having a good week 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would ike to set up an interview 
with you on them. 
We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
D0 you have any availability next week? 
Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 
Thank you,



Zack stieber 
Toe foc Tings 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content s safe. 

‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick nks or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe.



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID [€] 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 21:39:18 40000 
To: Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Ce: (Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [E); Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

For awareness, | just received word that HHS has decided this interview / email 
response to the Qs should not take place. 

1 will notify Dr. Memoli in a moment that he can proceed as a private citizen, using his 
private email and/or phone, but that he cannot proceed as an NIH / NIAID employee. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 202 B25 AW 
Tos Shafer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) 1 [TF _————] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [€] SELF; Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (€] 

Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Meredith, thanks for talking with me just now. I've attached his clarifications to the 2 Qs 
along with his opening comments. As was explained to me, “Building 1 wants him to 
make it clear that no one at NIH said he would be fired for his views. In other words, he 
may have FELT like his job was in jeopardy because he had a very different view, but 
that no one ever actually told him or threatened that he could lose his job." 

Once | get a final determination from HHS I'll let you know whether this is expected to 
move forward. 

From: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIK/NIAID) [EEF] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:12 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€} EX; pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [¢] 
BE; Shafer, Meredith (NH/NAD) EPO] 
Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

US, Ton Understand Why ie Would TAK Ws Job OF cea praEice as Th JEoparay. Tree wil 
Steve and think s best not to further comment about this 
Jeff Cohen 

From: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) €] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:55 PA 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] Shaffer, Meredith (NIK/NIAID)[€]



Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID)[€] 
Subject: Re: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments will do much to cither clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to leave it alone 

pA 
BE Jvoice 
o— 

CCT N— TT 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAD) (6 ovr Teton many 2008 ETE 
Tot Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (€] Shaffer, Meredith 
NH/NAD) 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIF/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd like. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 

clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Qé6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 

to the mandates? 

There wer times when wes worded shot losing my Jo, sug ee 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. I was 
concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer the question; was he ever



approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 
A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required). 

From: Zack Stieber 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
‘To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€) 
Cc: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (£1 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview: 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAD) [€] wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 

Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 
‘To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi0r. Memoli 
Good morning, hope youre having a good week. 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would ike to set up an interview 
with you on them. 
We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
D0 you have any availabilty next week? 
Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over emal. 
Thank you, 
Zack Stieber 
The Epoch Times 
I | 

‘CAUTION: This emall originated from ouside of the organization. Do not click inks o open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe. 

CAUTION: This emall originated from ouside of te organization. Do nt cick Inks or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and re confident the content s safe.



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€) 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 15:53:07 +0000 
To: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: FW: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 
Attachments: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

‘Wanted to loop you in on this; will let you know if | hear more from DIR. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 8:25 AM. 
BS 
Co: Cohen, fire (NIH/NAID) (6) {2X0 Jroiand, Steven (NIN/NIAD) €] 

LS ject REE DF: Memo FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Meredith, thanks for talking with me just now. I've altached his clarifications to the 2 Qs 
along with his opening comments. AS was explained to me, “Building 1 wants him to 
make it clear that no one at NIH said he would be fired for his views. In other words, he 
may have FELT like his job was in jeopardy because he had a very different view, but 
that no one ever actually told him or threatened that he could lose his job.” 

Once | get a final determination from HHS I'll let you know whether this is expected to 
move forward. 

From: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NAD) [EFT] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:12 PM 
To: Hollan 0 (NIH/NIAID) [E] 58]; Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€) 

afer, Meredith N/NADI ET £0] 
STBJRCE RE (OF Mmal, YI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/ interview 

lconaurwith Stee] 

erm ——— Tort understand why he would Tk Ni Job or ical practice was Tn Jeapardy. agree wih 
Steve and think ts bast not to futher comment about hi. 
Jeff Cohen 

ram: Holand, Steven (uri) (cS 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:55 PM 
LL — Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [€] 

Core fre (NADI) (RTD 
Subject: Re: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: lequest for Comment/Interview



1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments wil do much to ether clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to leave it alone. 

Director, Division of Intramural Research 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Nationa Institutes of Health 
Bldg. 10/11N248 MSC 1960 
Bethesda, MD 208521960 

rm— 
Smh@nh gov emai 

sistant ab: Eva Portillo 
BE Jemail 
 Com— 
Assistant to SO: Beth Schmidt 

Er im— 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NI/NIAD) (E] 77] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 2:20 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€) 90 — 1] Shaffer, Meredith 
(NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIFH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: (Dr. Memo, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd like. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
10 the mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew. 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. | was. 
concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer the question; was he ever 
approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.)



Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 

‘exemption was not required). 

DE —— Sem Thurso, ory TT TTA 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€]: 
Ce: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] Sle Re (EXTERNAL) Requestor CommerTanon 
Vike, thanks forth email. Memo sid he was hay 0 answer our questions. What an cos th env non 
o— 
zoe 
Onan 13,028 31 ek, en WIND) 6 FT 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview wont work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

rom Zack ier Date: Thursday, onary TL, F020 SU TE25 A 
To: Memos, Matthew (MHAIAID) (£1 SSS 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

401 emo, Good mrmng, hope yo hing goad week 
re atmanad ome of vor aml dough FOVA rest and woud ie st up sn tain wirvovon them 
Ween snd over same of th question we ln 05 ahead of me. Davos hove a valet nt wees 
Ararat we co send esions over an you can snswer te questions over al Tronkro, 
Zoster 
The Epoch Times 

| 
CATION TH all argated ors oud of ha oramastion, Domat ck Tor open I TE I 
CATON Ti arated fom SW Fe cE x ER or en ans a



From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:18:06 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

HIKen, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hel freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email:



Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [1] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) E170] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt .. received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks



From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) oR 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 A 
BT Cc — 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request Tor Comment/mierview 

Hiken, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. | knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this 
inas constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CHff Lane thanking me for my email. 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to late 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
elt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | fet this was my best option a the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that



took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

‘There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

—Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes | feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
RNA respiratory viruses fe influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult ssues due to ou ack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, irl evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
property address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Discases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
J CU — 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not te original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NAD) [E01] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Or. Memoli Please let me know how you would answer these and then I'l use those responses to 
request clearance. 

Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack stieber {TT Jurote: 

HiKen and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier?



—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mendates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors aftr the roundtable? 

Did you exer feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

—Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

What are you working on nowadys? 

Thank you, 
zack 

OnThu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber 10 Jwrote: 
Thanks Ken, | will put together the questions and send them over. 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11,2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc Ken (NH/NIAID) (€] TTT Jwrote 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

From: Zack Stieber Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2023 11:38 AW 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID [€] 
Cc: Memoli, Matthew (NH/NIAID [ET BIT 
Subject Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Dr. Memali said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thankyou, 
Zack 

Oni, ar 11, 202 at 1:3 2 ek, en (Nn) (EU wrote 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but his interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office



From: Zack Sieber 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

os Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (6) 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

ir. Memo, 
Good morning, hope you'e having a good week. 
We obtained some of your emails through FOIA request and would ik to st up an interview with you 
anthem. 
We ca send aver some ofthe questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
Do you have any avaafity nest week? 
Alternatively, we cam send questions over and you can answer the questions aver emai, 
Thankyou, 
Zack Stieber 
The Epoch Times 
[Com— 
CAUTION Ti emall arginated fom owt of the organization. Do nat clk rks or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is sae. 

CATON: Ths small ogated ro owed of te oration. Dam dik or apn aches ules 
You ecogize the sender and ar confident th conten’ ae. 

CATON Ths small ogated Fro owe of te craton. Dm dik ar apn rahe aries 
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sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 15:52:30 +0000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: FW: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 
Attachments: Re: (EXTERNAL) Request for Comment/Interview



From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:18:06 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

HIKen, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIFVHHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They letus twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year. ard then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. 1 feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaceine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, | know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we frst started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew thers were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. 1 was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able t continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
amedical license) so 1 applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D, M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES



Phone: 07] 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be uscd by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] IEEI®© 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] S—— 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when | was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for govemment employees like myself. I was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question: was he ever approached in 2 way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
oxalate (WHNAD) (CTI 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/ Interview 

HiMatt .. received and just sentfor clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks



roms Memol, Matthew (NIH/NIAD) (6) fT] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
Tor Pekoc, Ken (NH/NAID) (6) 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/mterview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, | became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and afer the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I elt compelled to finally express all of this 
in as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CHff Lane thanking me for my email. 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to ate 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
elt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that



took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

‘There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

—Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes | feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
RNA respiratory viruses fe influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult ssues due to ou ack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, irl evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
property address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 

Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 

MSC 3203 33 North Dr 

Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 

UNITED STATES 

Email] 
[LS o— 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 

contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoe, Ken (NI/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 

To: Mem, Matthew (NH/NAID) (ETT 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli Pleas let me know how you would answer these and then Il use those responses to 

Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber {TT Jurote: 

Hien and Or. Memo, 
As promised, here are the questions 
—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 
—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 

served if you went public earlier?



—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Th, an 11,2024 a 4:25 PM Zack stieber TT Jurote: 
Thanks Ken, 1 ill put together the questions and send Them over 

Thankyou, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] ETT wrote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

From: Zack teber 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Cc: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/interview 

HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (EIEEE___Jwrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office



From: zack stieber FF] 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

To: Mama, Matthew (VINA) €] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

Jr 
Good morning, hape ye having good week. 

ER, 

Thankyou, Torna 

I



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
sent: Wed, 17 an 2024 15:25:26 40000 
To: ‘Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Ce: (Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [E); Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 
Attachments: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Meredith, thanks for talking with me just now. I've attached his clarifications to the 2 Qs 

along with his opening comments. As was explained to me, “Building 1 wants him to 
make it clear that no one at NIH said he would be fired for his views. In other words, he 
may have FELT like his job was in jeopardy because he had a very different view, but 
that no one ever actually told him or threatened that he could lose his job." 

Once | get a final determination from HHS I'll let you know whether this is expected to 

move forward. 

From: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) (EEE 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16,2024 6:12 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (] FF) boc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) 

hatte, ied (NFNATO Te 
‘Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Thus, don't understand why he would think i oo Cica practice was n Jeopardy. agree with 
Steve and tink is best not to further comment about this. 
Jeff Cohen 

roms Holand, Steven (MH/NAD) (E] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16,2024 7:55 PM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIK/NIAID) (€] £00 Jnaffer, Meredith (NI/NIAID) [6 
Ce: Cohen, efrey (NI/NIAD) [6] 
Subject: Re: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments will do much to cither clarify or mollify. We treated 
Mat well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his licens of his job 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to leave it alone 

Nationa Institute of Alergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
Bd. 10/110248 MSC 1960



Bethesda, MD 208521960 

email 

Assistant ab: Eva Portillo 

mn 

Assistant to SD: Beth Schmidt 
 —] 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 2:20 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [E] fF ]shaffer, Meredith 
(NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Cc: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: (Dr. Memo, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd like. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
to the mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. | was. 
concemed more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesn't really answer the question; was he ever 
approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required). 

gh eme——| 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIK/NIAID) (E 
Cc: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [6] SAE 1 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/inerview



On Th Jan 11, 2024 3 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) €] [FT rote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 

 C— 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview



From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:18:06 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

HIKen, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hel freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Ball



Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [EIEE_—_————_——] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) (EF 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
“To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt... received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks



From: Memali, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€ 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/mterview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, | became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and afer the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I elt compelled to finally express all of this 
in as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CHff Lane thanking me for my email. 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to ate 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
elt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that



took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

‘There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

—Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes | feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
RNA respiratory viruses fe influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult ssues due to ou ack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, irl evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
property address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at GTI PW 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli Please et me know how you would answer these and then Il use those responses to 
request clearance 

Thanks 

On Jan 15,2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber 0 Jwrote: 

HiKen and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier?



—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber Jwrote: 
Thanks Ken, 1 ill put together the questions and send them over. 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thy, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [ETT TJrote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

From: Zack Sieber IT] Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID (€] 
Cc: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] BEL Jwrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office



From: Zack ig — 
Date: Thursday, January TT, 2024 3t TT:25 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [EFF] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

HiDr. Memoli, 

Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview with you 
on them. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availabilty next week? 

Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email 

Thankyou, 
Zack Stieber 
“The Epoch Times 
D— 

‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click inks or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe. 

‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open attachments unless 
You recognize the sender and are confident the contents safe. 

‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open attachments unless 
You recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe.



From: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
sent: Wed, 17 an 2024 19:12:23 40000 
Subject: FW: NIW/NIAD Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 
(stieber/Epoch Times) 

From: Newman, Raushanah (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Date: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 at 1:42 PM 

To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (Stieber/Epoch 
Times) 

Dear Dr. Memoli, 

1 hope all is well! 

| received the following additional clarification from the FOIA office: “Dr. Memoli has 
previously reviewed and cleared these for release on August 23, 2022. Al of the attachments 
for 61216 (146 pages including the parent emails) were a part of the records he reviewed at the 
same time for cases 57329 and 57411. Since it has been over a year, we wanted to give Dr. 
Memo the opportunity to re-review the records and provide input he would fk. I h stil 
Gk with the release and would like to waive the review, that's fin too. Please let us know 
whether Dr. Memoli would like a copy of the records to review.” 

How would you like to proceed? 

Sincere regards, 

Raushanah 

From: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 2:50 PM 
To: Newman, Raushanah (IH/NIAID)[€) 
Cc: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team 40 ater, 
Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [€] p81 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (Stieber/Epoch 

Times) 
Hello, 
1am fine with IT searches. 

wate



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: 7] 
Phone: 0] 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Discases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Newman, Raushanah (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 2:49 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 5] 
Ce: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team[P0 1}, shaffer, 
Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [() TT] 
Subject: FW: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (stieber/Epoch 
Times) 

Dear Dr. Memolu, 

Ihope all i well, 

‘We have received an additional FOIA request(s). see below. Are you able to provide this 
information? 

Sincere regards, 

Raushanah Newman 
Program Analyst 
Division of Intramural Research 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, NIH 
10 Center Drive, Rm 11N248 
Bethesda, MD 20892 
Rl Cum—



P— 
NIH) Joep fe  , 
p— 

Toh cc m—| 
Date: Monday, January 8, 2024 at 107 
To: NIAID DIRFOIA Facilitation Team <p] 
Subject: RE: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (Stieber/Epoch 
Times) 

HOR Fo Team, 
wanted ool up on this ~ have you been bet dics with Dr. e's OK ith I src ke 
In S7320 3nd 57413, eto gt tat tart o bth of thes cases 3 00n 3 pose 
Than, 
Jordan 
From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C) Sent Wednesday, January 3, 2024 15M. 
To: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team if 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) 

HDR FO Team, 
We got twa new FOIA recuests fom Zachary Seber of The Epoch Times rated o Or Merl, NW 
FOIA rlesse the record oma previus Guest (57325 request tach) toward he end of 
Deemer and Mr. Seber a decid hat he now vant he aachment e previously agree 
cue, He has ao recuested another year's worth of Dr. Memol's emai related othe acne 
andte. cont hve secs 0 he arin CIT sarc performed in 5732, 3 new sesh hve to 
be performed Would Dr. Merl reer ossrch is own eal or would he consent 0 ving I rn 

Than, 
Jordon 
Jordan sets, 
Policy Amat 
Contractor Ae nformatcs



Freedom of Information and Privacy Act Branch 
National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 
fm— 
301-496-9737 FOIA line



From: Newman, Raushanah (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 18:42:41 40000 
To: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) ] 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 
(Stieber/Epach Times) 

Dear Dr. Memoli, 

I hope all is well! 

I received the following additional clarification from the FOIA office: “Or. Memoli has 
previously reviewed and cleared these for release on August 23, 2022. All of the attachments 
for 61216 (146 pages including the parent emails) were a part of the records he reviewed at the 
same time for cases 57329 and 57411. Since it has been over a year, we wanted to give Dr. 
Memoli the opportunity to re-review the records and provide input if he would lie. If he is stil 
ok with the release and would like to waive the review, that's fine too. Please let us know 
whether Dr. Memoli would like a copy of the records to review.” 

How would you like to proceed? 

Sincere regards, 

Raushanah 

From: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] IE ®9 
Date: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 2:50 PM 
To: Newman, Raushanah (VIH/NIAI) [6] [IIee 
Cc: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team <NIAIDDIRFOIAFaciltationTeam@mail.nih gov, Shaffer, 
ered (uity/iaio) ic) NSLS 
Subject: Re: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (stieber/Epoch 
Times) 

Hello, 

1am fine with CIT searches. 

Matt 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D. M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Discases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr



Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITE] 
Email: 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Newman, Raushanah (NIH/NAID) [E] Ie 
Date: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 2:49 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Cc: NIAID DIR FOIA Facilitation Team <NIAIDDIRFOIAFaciltationTeam@mail.nih gov, Shaffer, 
ream sn) EE 
Subject: FW: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (stieber/Epoch 
Times) 

Dear Dr. Memolu, 

Thope all i well. 

We have received an additional FOIA request(s) see below. Are you able to provide this 
information? 

Sincere regards. 

Raushanah Newman 
Program Analyst 
Division of Intramural Research 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases, NIH 
10 Center Drive, Rm 11N248 
Bethesda. MD 20892 
Office: 

Masons thu of 
NIH ) Ze] Iechoun Dsaasos 
bacaimer Tr tamaton inhaled myo tachment confer nda nti see formation. hous be wd by arene verona id ded et oatwe rau os al va, te Fo ut Slt Moe ot lon 
ny other sag Ge. ator eo Abr a0 cos Ost nln cen AB Ho ry amet ma tS 
Lender's ow an nt egress made 50 bhi th AID by ane of erent.



rom: Bet Jordan (NIH/NHLB) (€] 
Date: Monday, January 8, 2024 at 10:23 AM 

To: NIAID DIR FOIA Facffation Team <7] 
Subject: RE: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (Stieber/Epoch 
Times) 

orion 
From: Betz, Jordan (NIH/NHLBI) [C] 

To: NIAID DIR FOIA Faciitation Team <[IO 
Subject: NIH/NIAID Freedom of Information Act requests 61216 and 61217 (Stieber/Epoch Times) 

OR FO Team, 

FOU elas ah roord hom  revios rest (57323, eae aoc) owird he endl 

Jorn 

Foo oat 

National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute (NHLBI), NIH 

So13555737 FO ne



From: ASPA SHEP on behalf of "noreply @salesforce com" <noreply@salesforce com> 
sent: Wed, 17 an 2024 16:59:24 40000 (GMT) 
To: Lemar, Naweed (OS/ASPA); NIAID COGCORE; Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) [El Myles, 
Renate (NIH/0D) [EJ Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/OD) [E]: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€]; Akinso, Woleola 
(NIH/OD) [E]: ones, Kamara (HHS/ASPA): NIAID Media inquiries; 
[ES SIE Formos, Paula (HHS/ASPA), Burns, Samira (HHS/ASPAY; Fritz, Craig (NIH/OD) (El; 
I. Seel, Rebecca (OS/ASPA); Wojtowicz, Emma 
(NI4/0D) (£) FEE DO Riter, Emily (NIH/OD) (€] 
Subject: On Hold SHEP Hiedia Inquiry: NIF/NIAID - Or. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination 
mandate - ref:5003400000AQVPBAAH 

A media inquiry has been placed on Hold by ASPA. You will receive another email notification 
from SEP when the media inquiry has been released from hold. Click on the link at the bottom 
of this email to sec feedback from reviewers (if provided). 

ASPA StEP Number: 00015740 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Subject: Dr. Memoli stance  COVID vaccination mandate 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Deadline: Wed Jan 1712:19:00 EST 2024 

HHS Spokesperson: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Reporters and Producers: 

Zack Stieber [Reporter [Epoch Media Group Times 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Type of Media: 

Online;Print 

Inquiry: 

Thurs. Jan. 11,2024 email from Zack Stieber to Dr. Memoli:



Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good moming, hope you're having a good week. 

‘We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like 10 set up an interview with you 
on them. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week? 

Altematively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email, 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event: 

HiKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want 0 address these tings, but 
believe that 0 be a major mistake. Uniil we do address these issues we wil not regain trust with much of 
the public. 

Matt 

Ql. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders?



A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. | knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as I felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email. 

Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier? 

A. Ihad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior to late 
2021. T was always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never scemed to publish any of the 
information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, | fel strongly that I needed to 
ry to do something more as I began to see many of the things, | was worried about happening. The 
vaceine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there were safety issues arising, and as my 
family and I had chosen not to be vaceinated we were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses 
taken away, loss of employment, etc. We had friends who fet coerced into accepting vaccination as was 
happening all over the country. Therefore, o again try to be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office 
to appeal to them to consider this. felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the 
meeting to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous comments 
and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | was honest with my scientific and 
medical opinions as always am when do interviews. 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable? 

A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even



published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive: 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication.



Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. OF course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0.  Whatare you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection 
of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely difficult issues du to 
our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, I continue 
to perform translational studies in humans to beter understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or 
strategies that can properly address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and 
reducing the disease caused by these viruses. 

Additional Information: 

Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

« Hi Ken, thanks forthe email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

For ASPA: Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

For the Agency: Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via StEPemails@hhs.gov. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk 
(StEPHelpdesk@hhs.gov.)



From: Jones, Alyssa (HHS/ASPA) 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 16:59:05 40000 
To: Strategic Engagement Platform (HHS/ASPA); Lemar, Naweed (OS/ASPA); NIAID 
COGCORE; Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) [E]; Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) EJ; Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/OD) [E]: Pekoc, 
Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Ainso, Woleola (NIH/OD) [€; ones, Kamara (HHS/ASPA); NIAID Media Inquiries; 
Feldman, Anne (HHS/ASPAY; Tates, Cala (HHS/ASPAY; Formoso, Paula (HHS/ASPA); Burns, Samira 
(HHS/ASPAY; Fritz Craig (NIH/OD) [E]; Miler, Renata (HHS/ASPA); Wilson, McKenzie (HHS/ASPAY; Seel, 
Rebecca (0S/ASPA); Wojtowicz, Emma (NIK/OD) [E; Riter, Emily (NIH/OD) [€] 
Subject: RE: Media Inquiry: NIH/NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination 
mandate, Epoch Media Group Times - ef:5003d00000AQUpEARH 

Hold 

From: noreply@salesforce.com <noreply@salesforce.com> On Behalf OF ASPA SHEP. 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 11:47 AM 
“To: Lemar, Naweed (OS/ASPA) BB 3 ine, Amanda 
(NIH/0D) (€] es Ferre AOE rumen, 
Lydia (NIH/ODJTETJo® ——— — pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAD) [E1810] 
Akinso, Woleola (NIRTODTTETIIO Jones, Kamara (HHS/ASPA) 
J Feldman, Anne (HHs/ASPA) 
BO Tates, Carla (HHS/ASPAI® | Formoso, Paula 

FRSTASPAT{0 Burns, FARR Fritz, 
Craig (NIH/OD) [EIT] Willer, Renata (ion, Eamm— 
Mckenzie (HHS/ASPAP® see, Rebecca form 

Woftowicz, Emma (NIF/OD) [E] PF Jones, Alyssa 
(HS/ASPAT {70 Jitter, Emily (NIH/0D) [E] 
Subject: Media Inquiry: NIF/NIATD - Br. Memo stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -ref:5003d00000AQVPAAH 

A new or updated media inquiry has been submited to ASPA for review. 

+ To Approve as is: reply all to this email and type, "Approved on the first line. 
« To Approve with edits: reply al to this email and type Approved on the frst line and include “with 
edits” on the second ine. 
« To place On Hold: reply al to ths email and type, "Hold" on the first line. Click on the link at the 
bottom of this email to open the inquiry i SEP. 
+ To Reject: reply al o this email and type, “Reject” on th first line. 

ASPA StEP Number: 00015740 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry



Subject: Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Deadline: Wed Jan 17 12:19:00 EST 2024 

HHS Spokesperson: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Reporters and Producers: 

Ea rr — 
{Zack tieber [Reporter [Epoch Media Group Times 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Type of Media: 

Online:Print 

Inquiry: 

“Thurs. Jan. 11,2024 email from Zack Stcber to Dr. Memoli 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview 
with you on them. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week? 

Aliernatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email.



(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event: 

Hi Ken, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want to address these 
things, but I believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not 
regain trust with much of the public. 

Matt 

Ql. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. | knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as I felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email. 

Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier?



A. Thad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior 
toate 2021. T was always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never seemed to publish 
any of the information I provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, I felt 
strongly that I needed to try to do something more as I began to see many of the things, I was 
worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there 
were safety issues arising, and as my family and I had chosen not to be vaccinated we were 
dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, etc. We 
had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening al over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. 1 felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting to 
discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous 
comments and began asking me questions about the vaceines and the mandates. I was honest 
with my scientific and medical opinions as I always am when I do interviews. 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable? 

A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my



medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0. What are you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of 
protection of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely 
difficult issues due to our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host 
response. Therefore, I continue to perform translational studies in humans to better understand 
how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can properly address these viruses by



preventing infection, limiting spread of discase, and reducing the discase caused by these 
viruses. 

Additional Information: 

Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

Hien, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

For ASPA: Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

For the Agency: Click here to review this inquiry in StEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via StEPemails@hhs.gov. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk 
(SIEPHelpdesk@hhs gov.)



From: ASPA SHEP on behalf of “noreply @salesforce. com” 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 16:46:37 +0000 (GMT) 
Tor Lemar, Naweed (OS/ASPA); NIAID COGCORE; Fine, Amanda (NIH/0D) [l; Myles, 
Renate (NIH/OD) [EJ Plimen, Lydia (NIH/OD) []; Pekoc, Ken (NIK/NIAID) EJ; Akinso, Woleola 
(NIH/0D) [€] Jones, Kamara (HHS/ASPA); NIAID Media InquirieoTi——————— 

Formoso, Paula (HHS/ASPA; Burns, Samira (STASPA); Frit, Craig (NIH/0D) [EJ 
BT Bm see, Rebecca (O5/ASPA): Woltowicr, Emma 
NRG) [EF Jitter, Emily (NIH/0D) [E] 
Subject: Wiedia Tauiry: NIK/NIAID - Dr. Memoli tance _ COVID vaccination mandate, 
Epoch Media Group Times- ref5003d00000AQYPEARH 

Anew or updated media inquiry has been submitted to ASPA for revi. 

« To Approve as is: reply al to this email and type, "Approved on the first line. 
+ To Approve with edits: reply al to this email and type Approved on the first line and include 
“with edits” on the second line. 
« To place On Hold: reply all to this emai and type, "Hold" on the first lin. Click on the fink at 
the bottom of this email to open the inquiry in STEP. 
« To Reject: reply all to this email and type, "Reject" on the first linc. 

ASPA SEP Number: 00015740 
Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Subject: Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate 
Topics: COVID vaccine 

Deadline: Wed Jan 17 12:19:00 EST 2024 
HHS Spokesperson: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Reporters and Producers: 

[contact [Role [Media Outlet 
(Zack Sticber [Reporter [Epoch Media Group Times 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 
Type of Media: 

Online;Print



Inquiry: 

“Thurs. Jan. 11,2024 email from Zack Stieber to Dr. Memoli: 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good moming, hope you're having a good week. 

‘We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like 10 set up an interview with you 
on them. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week? 

Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email, 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event: 

HiKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want 0 address these things, but | 
believe that 10 be a major mistake. Uniil we do address these issues we wil not regain trust with much of 
the public. 

Matt



Ql. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. | knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email. 

Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier? 

A. Ihad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior to late 
2021. 1 was always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never scemed to publish any of the 
information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, | fel strongly that I needed to 
ry to do something more as I began to see many of the things, | was worried about happening. The 
vaceine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there were safety issues arising, and as my 
family and I had chosen not to be vaceinated we were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses 
taken away, loss of employment, etc. We had friends who fet coerced into accepting vaccination as was 
happening all over the country. Therefore, 0 again try (0 be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office 
to appeal to them to consider this. I felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the 
meeting to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous comments 
and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | was honest with my scientific and 
medical opinions as always am when | do interviews. 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable?



A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors afier the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Q8. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not?



A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. OF course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0. What are you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection 
of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely difficult issues due to 
our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, continue 
to perform translational studies in humans to beter understand how we can produce drugs, vacines, or 
sirategies that can properly address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of discase, and 
reducing the disease caused by these viruses. 

Additional Information: 

Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

 HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

For ASPA: Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

For the Agency: Click here to review this inquiry in SEP.



Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via StEPemails@hhs.gov. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk 
(SIEPHelpdesk@hhs.gov.)



From: Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [€] 

To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E]; Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) [E); Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) 

(€] 
[3 Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) (€] 

a 1 Lo m—| 
To: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) (EJEXEL______J; Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) (€] 

Ce: Donbeck, Kathy (NIF/NIAD) (E] #8] 
Subject: (updated +) RE: SEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, 

Have edited and saved Qs 6-7 in the Step inquiry. Also wanted to include his full reply 

here: 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIH/HHS should know that 

hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
‘mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 

protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 

affect my work. 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

From: Pekar, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 10:15 AM 
To: Ritter, Emily (WH/OD) (E170 JNiAID Media Inquiries 
<I AID COGCORE EI J Fritz, Craig (NIW/OD) €] 
EO] Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) (€] <@I Myles, Renate (NIK/OD) (E] 
Fo}; Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/0D) (E] Wojtowicz, Emma 

Subject: RE: SLEP Media Inquiry NIATD  . Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -ref:5003d00000AQVpAAH 

Noted and will seek clarification on Qs 6 and 7. Thanks 

From: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) €] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 10:05 AMT 
To fI0 J; NIAID Media Inquires < NIAID COGCORE 
[FO | Frit, Craig (NIH/OD) [ET Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) [E] 
[EF Wyles, Renate (NIH/OD) [] Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/OD) 
[E140] pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 22 IWojtowicz, Emma 
(NODTTETT® | ainso, Woleola (NIW/0D) El ER—————] 
Subject: RE: SLEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Or. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -re:5003d00000AQVpEAAH 

HiNIAID folks ~ NIH OCPL has the following comments before moving forward to HH, asking Or. 
Memolito clarify thei responses. 

Please lotus know if you have any comments or concerns, and please update us when you have updated 
the SIEP inquiry. 

Thanks, 
Emily 

fe —— LET 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 11:33 AM 
“To: NIAID Media Inquiries 0 _—JAID COGCORE 
Frit, Craig (NIH/0D) [E) [FJ ine, Amanda (NIH/0D) [6] 
Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [ET SE ————]Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/OD) [E] 
re Pekoc, Ken (NIF/NIAID) € 4 Wojtowicz, Emma 
(NT7ODY [ET 400 —— Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) (E] DJ Akinso, EE — 
Subject: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - br. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -rf:5003d00000AQVPEAAH



A new or updated media inquiry has been submitted for your review. Click on the link at the 
bottom of this email to open the inquiry in StEP. Reply all to this email if you have questions or 
feedback on this inquiry. Once you have completed your review in the system, select "Submit to 
ASPA" to send the inquiry for ASPA review. If ASPA review is not required, change the status 
of the inquiry to "Ready to Publish” to close out your review. 

ASPA StEP Number: 00015740 

Reporters and Producers: 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Subjet: Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate 

Deadline: Tue Jan 16 12:19:23 EST 2024 

HHS Spokespersons: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Inquiry: 

“Thurs. Jan. 11,2024 email from Zack Stieber to Dr. Memoli 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good momiing, hope you're having a good week. 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview 
with you on them 

‘We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week?



Alteratively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event: 

HIKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want to address these 
things, but believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not 
regain trust with much of the public. 

Matt 

Ql. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. | knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as ths relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as I felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email.



Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier? 

A. Thad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior 
toate 2021. T was always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never seemed to publish 
any of the information I provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, I felt 
strongly that I needed to try to do something more as I began to see many of the things, I was 
worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there 
were safety issues arising, and as my family and I had chosen not to be vaccinated we were 
dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, etc. We 
had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again ry to be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. 1 felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting to 
discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous 
comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. I was honest 
with my scientific and medical opinions as I always am when | do interviews. 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable? 

A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates?



A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0. What are you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of 
protection of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely 
difficult issues due to our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host 
response. Therefore, I continue to perform translational studies in humans to better understand 
how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can properly address these viruses by



preventing infection, limiting spread of discase, and reducing the discase caused by these 
viruses. 

Additional Information: 

Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

 HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Type of Media: 

Online;Print 

Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via StEPemails@hhs.gov. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk 
(SIEPHelpdesk@hhs.gov.)



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) €] — Sb J 
To: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) [E]; Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) [E]; Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) 

(€] 
[3 Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Bec: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Subject: (updated +) RE: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID AT Eo an 

Have edited and saved Qs 6-7 in the Step inquiry. Also wanted to include his full reply 
here: 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIH/HHS should know that 

never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us ing Fr ths ma he Four, 1B don opts 3 so ating he vase wd ods § ay need and dopa. won Ft 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a lows proper ooh. know lh wating sh hh Pecos er 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, | know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started ching vs hot monde dado Bo NHR, pt Eo her wre 
protections in place for goverment employees like myself. | was concemed more about my at hem an og et ems ero Jo rope Wong DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so 1 applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was sci 

rom: Pekoc Ken (NINA) €] Sm Toso an 10 000 TST 
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Ee ———— Teco DO N— SO SS E— TASS m— AY



ee es NTR7ODTTET<E_—_Jakinso, Woleola (NIF/OD) IF 
Subject: RE: SLEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Or. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times - ref:5003d00000AQVPRAAH 

Noted and will seek clarification on Qs 6 and 7. Thanks 

From: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) [€] 
Sept: Tuesday lanuary 16,2024 10.05 A 
To[™ NIAID Media Inquiries 5 JNIAID COGCORE 

Frit Craig (NIH/OD) (E) <q Fine, Amanda (IH/OD) [€] 
Po Myles, Renate (NIK/OD) [E] for JPolimeni, Lydia (NIH/OD) 
] ; Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E Wojtowiez, Emma 
i — NL 
Subject: RE: STEP Media Tauiry NATO . Memoli stance _ COVID vaccinaTlon randate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -ref:5003d00000AQUPGAAH 

Hi NIAID folks ~ NIH OCPL has th following comments before moving forward to HHS, asking Dr. 
Memoli to clarify their responses. 

Please lotus know if ou have any comments or concerns, and please update us when you have updated 
the SIEP inquiry. 

Thanks, 
Emily 

C—O Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 11:33 AM 
To: NIAID Media Inquiries {T7T_——uAID COGCORE fT] 
Fritz, Craig (NIH/OD) [E] Fine Amanda (NIH/OD) (E][F9_—] 

BO Jekor, Ken (NH/NIAID) [6] 00] Wojtowicz, Emma 

Subject: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -ref:5003d00000AQUpAAH 

A new or updated media inquiry has been submitted for your review. Click on the link at the. 
bottom of this email to open the inquiry in StEP. Reply all to this email if you have questions or 
feedback on this inquiry. Once you have completed your review in the system, select "Submit to 
ASPA" to send the inquiry for ASPA review. If ASPA review is not required, change the status 
of the inquiry to "Ready to Publish” to close out your review. 

ASPA StEP Number: 00015740



Reporters and Producers: 

ors te wets | 
[zack stieber [reporter [gpoch Media Group Times | 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Subject: Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate 

Deadline: Tue Jan 16 12:19:23 EST 2024 

HHS Spokespersons: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Thurs. Jan. 11, 2024 email from Zack Stieber to Dr. Memoli: 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good moming, hope you're having a good week. 

with you on them. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event:



HIKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want to address these 
things, but believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not 
regain trust with much of the public. 

Matt 

QI. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
0 be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible (0 try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email, 

Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier? 

A. Thad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior 
toate 2021. T was always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never seemed to publish 
any of the information I provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, I felt 
strongly that I needed to try to do something more as I began to see many of the things, I was 
worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there



were safety issues arising, and as my family and I had chosen not to be vaccinated we were 
dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, etc. We 
had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again ry to be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. 1 felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting to 
discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous 
comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. I was honest 
with my scientific and medical opinions as I always am when I do interviews, 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable? 

A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but | have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive: 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concerned more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0.  Whatare you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of 
protection of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely 
difficult issues due to our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host 
response. Therefore, I continue to perform translational studies in humans to better understand 
how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can properly address these viruses by 
preventing infection, limiting spread of discase, and reducing the discase caused by these 
viruses. 

Additional Information:



Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

« Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Type of Media: 

Online;Print 

Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via StEPemails(@hhs gov. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk 
(SIEPHelpdesk@hhs.gov.)



sont: SE — 
To: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) [E]; Fine, Amanda (NIH/QD) (E]; Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) 

1€] 

Ce: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) [E] 

Bee: Pekoc, Ken (NI4/NIAID) [€] bn prams 
Se Cran Tet rea 

Have edited and saved Qs 6-7 in the Step inquiry. Also wanted to include his full reply 
here: 

Can SO a, WIE Sa 
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see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 

society that follows proper bioethics. | know 1 will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and thase who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your apposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There wre mes when was worried out ing my job specially wl we it sat 
receiving emails about mendate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but I knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned mare about my 
medical license and not being able t continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 

amedical license) so 1 applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone | physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7.  Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so T was told it was 
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ue ©  Wojtowicz, Emma 
(N70) (] Akins, Wokola (NOD) E] 
Subject: RE: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times - ref:5003d00000AQVPEAAH 

Noted and will seek clarification on Qs 6 and 7. Thanks 

From: Ritter, Emily (NIH/0D) (€) IEIN®© 
Sent: Tuescay, January 16, 2028 1005 AM 
To: III, NIAID Media Inquiries <medizinquiries@nizid.nih.gov>; NIAID COGCORE <COGCORE@ matin go> rz, Craig (NOD) F Amanda (NIH/OD) (E fo a eo 
1G] ; Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] Jojtowicz, Emma 

Subject: RE: SEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Or. Mem: tance. COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Medi 
Group Times -ef:S003400000ACPARY 
Hi NIAID folks ~ NIH OCPL has the following comments before moving forward to HHS, asking Dr. 
Memoli to clarify their responses. 

Please let us know if you have any comments or concerns, and please update us when you have updated 
the SIEP nui 
Thanks, 
emily 

from: norealy@salesforce.com <poresy @slesforce com>On Behalf OF ASPA SEP 
Sent: Tuescay, January 16, 2024 11:33AM 
Tor NIAID Media Inquires <medizinguiies@niaidni.gov>; NIAID COGCORE <COGCORE@mallih £013; 
Fri, Crag (NI/0D) [6] i ma (on (GB 
Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]. limenii, Lydia (NIH/OD) [€] kos, Ken (NH/NAID) (] E08 SRI AOI) Wojtovicz, Emma 
(NIH/0D) (€] Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) [E] [ed 
Waleola (NOD) €] 
Subject: St Media nqury NIAID - Or. Marmol stance _ COMI vacinaton mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times - ref:5003d00000AQVpgAAH 

A mew or updated medi inquiry has been submited for your review. Click on th lnk at the 
bottom of this email to open the inquiry in STEP. Reply all to this email if you have questions or 
feedback on ths inquiry. Once you have completed your review in the system, select "Submit to 
ASPA" to send the inquiry for ASPA review. If ASPA review is not required, change the status. 
of the inquiry to "Ready to Publish” to close out your review. 

ASPA StEP Number: 00015740



Reporters and Producers: 

ors te wets | 
[zack stieber [reporter [gpoch Media Group Times | 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Subject: Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate 

Deadline: Tue Jan 16 12:19:23 EST 2024 

HHS Spokespersons: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Thurs. Jan. 11, 2024 email from Zack Stieber to Dr. Memoli: 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good moming, hope you're having a good week. 

with you on them. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event:



HIKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want to address these 
things, but believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not 
regain trust with much of the public. 

Matt 

QI. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
0 be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible (0 try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email, 

Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier? 

A. Thad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior 
toate 2021. T was always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never seemed to publish 
any of the information I provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, I felt 
strongly that I needed to try to do something more as I began to see many of the things, I was 
worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there



were safety issues arising, and as my family and I had chosen not to be vaccinated we were 
dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, etc. We 
had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again ry to be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. 1 felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting to 
discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous 
comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. I was honest 
with my scientific and medical opinions as I always am when I do interviews, 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable? 

A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but | have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive: 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concerned more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0.  Whatare you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of 
protection of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely 
difficult issues due to our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host 
response. Therefore, I continue to perform translational studies in humans to better understand 
how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can properly address these viruses by 
preventing infection, limiting spread of discase, and reducing the discase caused by these 
viruses. 

Additional Information:



Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

« Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Type of Media: 

Online;Print 

Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via StEPemails(@hhs gov. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk 
(SIEPHelpdesk@hhs.gov.)



From: Pekoc, Ken (NH/NIAID) [€] 
sent: Wed, 17 an 2024 16:49:33 40000 
To: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) ] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

My apology, | won't edit any of the response... this confused me initially: “Not or the 
reporter.” 

From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (6) IEEIIIIN®S 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:40 AM 
or Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€]1 0 0 IOS 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview: 

Yes added that to my answer. Ifyou mean edit cut the rest, it should be clear | was worried about 
losing my job. You can edit t dow, but spent months worrying and thinking about where | was going 
1080. Thats the honest truth. When gave the ethics grand rounds | thought that might be the last 
time | gave a talk at NIH and that my scientific career might be over after that. Now in hindsight that 
may have been a bi hyperbolic, but thats how felt at the time. 

Matt 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Insitute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] IERIE 
Date: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 at 9:25 AM



To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] IRRII®S 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt. | appreciate your thoughts and wil share your comments per usual 

Strictly looking at what NIH wanted clarified in Q6, would it be ok to share the last line: 
with the reporter (if NIH and HHS authorize). 

None of my superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me 
directly or allowed itto affect my work. 

eep——l 
Sent: Wednesday, onuary 17, 2024 7:18 AM. 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] [LL IIIS 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/interview 

HIKen, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, ard then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. 1 feel this was done on purpose 10 try to coerce 
us into geting the vaccine and | consider it highly uncthical and disappointing. | would like to 
see the NIH director or even beter the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know Iwill be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and these who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees lice this who have contacted me: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when | was worried about losing my job especially when we firs started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself 1 was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
direetly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr. 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email 
Phone] 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [6] FT] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
‘To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question: was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
Tor Memali Matthew (NH/NAD) (6) IIIS 
Subject; RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

HiMatt .. received and just sentfor clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks 

From: vem, Matthew (ni/niaio) (oO 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
Teche, ten A) ) 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesnt want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we wil not regain trust with much 
of the public 

Matt 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they cen change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vacine. Once 
there began o be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the: 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this 
inas constructive a way as possible to ry to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

Ireceived a response from: Dr Cliff Lane thanking me for my email. 

Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier?



1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to late 2021. 1 was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
elt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the Nik ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | fet this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when raised this issue and when that 
took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

“There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

—Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

— Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates?



Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in tying to 
Help the agency avoid some of the mistakes | feel were made. 1 feel | should have been less 
worried about my situarion, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

What are you working on nowadays? 
Primarily my werk continues to focus on understanding the pathognesi and correlates of protection of 

ANA respiratory ius ke influent and SARS.COV2. Thess ae extremly dificult sues dus to ur ck of 
understanding of mucoss! immunity, viral evolution, ard ost response. Therefor, continue to parform 
Sransltional stuis in humans to beter understand how we can roduc drs, vaccines, or stages tht an 
propel aderess thse viruses by preventing infection, imiing spread of disse, an reducing th disease caused 
by these viruses. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D. M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Insite of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email; 
one IT 
Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any ofits atachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should mot be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. IF you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. Nationa Insitute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
shall not accept liability for any statements made that ar sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

from: pekoc, Ken (NINA) 6] EES 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) H— 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 
Hi Dr. Memoli Please et me know how you would answer these and then Il use those responses to 
request clearance. 

Thanks



On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber <zack.stieber @epochtimes nye> wrote: 

Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

—What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors aftr the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

— Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaceine mandates? 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 1, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber <zack.stieber@epochtimes.nyc> wrote: 
Thanks Ken, | wil put together the questions and send them over. 

Thankyou, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NiH/NIAID) (€) FEIN) wrote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

From: Zack Stieber <zack stisber@epochtimes.nye> 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AV 
To: ekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (EFI IS



Ce: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [6] IO 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memalisaic he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAD) (¢] IIIS wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

From: Zack Stieber <zack stieber@epachtimes.nyc> 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 
‘To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] EER ®© 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Cemment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview with you 
onthem. 

We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

D0 ou have any availabilty next week? 

Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email, 

Thank you, 
Zack stieber 
The Epoch Times. 
917-509-1875 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do nat dick links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe. 

CAUTION: This mal originated from outs de of the organization. 00 not clic inks or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe. 

CAUTION: This mal originated rom outsde of the organization. 00 not click kinks or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are confident the content i sfc.



From: Memali, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:40:11 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Yes | added that to my answer. If you mean edit out the rest, it should be clear | was worried about 
losing my job. You can edit it down, but spent months worrying and thinking about where | was going 
1080. That the honest truth. When | gave the ethics grand rounds | thought that might be the last 
time | gave a talk at NIH and that my scientific career might be over after that. Now in hindsight that 
may have been a bit hyperbolic, but that is how | elt a the time. 

Matt 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: ko, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€) BT] 
Date: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 at 9:25 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt .. | appreciate your thoughts and will share your comments per usual. 

Strictly looking at what NIH wanted clarified in Q6, would it be ok to share the last line 
with the reporter (if NIH and HHS authorize).



None of my superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me 
diretly or alowed itt affect my work. 

F—— TT 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:18 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAD) (€] Subject Re: [BCTERNAL RequeSTTor Comment ara 

Hi Ken, 
Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 

never approving the exempion i a sore point for people like me. They lt us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. 1 fee this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would ike to 
sec the NIH director or even beter the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. I know I will be waiting until hell freezes ovr for the 
apology, but | feel people lke me and those who took the vaccine duc to coercion feel owed an 
apology. know many employees like this who have contacted me. 
Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 
A. There were times when I was worried about Iosing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIW/HHS, but | knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees ike myself 1 was concerned more about my 
medica license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
diretly threatened to take away my medical license which would have thicatened my job ( need 
a medical license) so I applicd for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work 
7. Did the NI/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 
A. No, after cnough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so 1 was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Discascs 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Discases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr



Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: 
Phone 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAD) (EFT 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for er Terview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concerned more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM



To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt... received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks 

From: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] EB] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 
Subject; Re: [EXTERNAL] Reque SCTorCommentymrervrewy 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
I believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will ot regain trust with much 
of the public 

Matt 

What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, | became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this 
in as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email. 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | id far 
prior to late 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
felt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment,



etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that 
took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

‘There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis. 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays?



Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult sues due to our lack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue o perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccine, or strategies that an 
properly address these viruses by preventing infection, imitin spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
[Cr — 
Phone: BT] 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli Please let me know how you would answer these and then Il use those responses to 
request clearance. 

Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber I TJarote: 

Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders?



Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

— Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

What are you working on nowadays? 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11,2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber {I Jwrote: 
Thanks Ken, | will put together the questions and send them over. 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] EA 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli 

Thanks 

roms Zacksieber 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 1149 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] <P 
Cc: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAIGTTE 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID)(€] {515 Jwrote:



Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

from: Zack Stieber PT —————————] 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

ior. Memo, 
Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 
We obtained some af your emalls through a OIA request and would ke to st up an interview with you 
anthem. 
We ca send aver some ofthe questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
Doyo ave any avait nest week? 
Alternatively, we cam send questions over and you can answer the questions aver emai, 
Thankyou, 
Zack tever 
The Epoch Times 
| EC 
(CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
tachmenta unless you secogis the ender ard ae Sondent the content ts ae: 

CATON: Ths small ogated ro owed of te oration. Dam dik or apn aches ules 
You recaps he serie amd order the mtr al 

CAUTION THe sal ornate ars Sutie oo rgaation. Da vat Sk Tk or open asians ales 
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From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) €] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:25:01 40000 
To: Memoli, Matthew (IH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt .. | appreciate your thoughts and will share your comments per usual. 

Strictly looking at what NIH wanted clarified in Q6, would it be ok to share the last line 
with the reporter (if NIH and HHS authorize) 

None of my superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me 
directly or allowed it to affect my work. 

From: Memol, Matthew (NI/NIAID) [EFT] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:18 AM 
“To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (EJF 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Ken, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIH/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hell freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but | knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request?



A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
a Cc — 
JS or m— 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that ae sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] {Ei ——————) 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for goverment employees like myself. was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.)



Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pek, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) LC C— 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/imterview 

Hi Matt .. received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks 

From: Memali Matthew (NIW/NIAID) (£ 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
To: Pekos Ken (NIH/NIID) (E 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request Tor Comment/mierview 

Hiken, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. | knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this 
inas constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

Ireccived a response from Dr CIfF Lane thanking me for my email,



—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | id far 
prior to late 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
felt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, | 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that 
took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

— Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. ‘The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication.



— Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. 1 feel should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

—What are you working on nowadsys? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of rotecton of 
ANA respratory viruses ike influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult sues due to our lack of 
understanding of mucosa immunity, viral evolution, ard host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
ransiational studies In humans 10 better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or sateges that can 
properly adress these viruses by preventing infection, imiting spread of disease, an reducing th disease caused 
by these vires. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this ¢-mail and any of its attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Insitute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
shall not accept liability for any statements made that ae sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (6) SENOS 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] — 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Or. Memoli. Please let me know how you would answer these and then Fl use those responses to 
request clearance.



Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber TJ wrote: 

Hi Ken and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

—What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

—Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines andor the vaccine mandates? 

—What are you working on nowadays? 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber <[FTT———Jurote: 
Thanks Ken, will put together the questions and send them over 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIK/NIAID) (1 TT Turote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks



From: Zack Stieber I] 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2028 1149 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] FIT] 
cc: Memo, Matthew (NI/NIAID)E] 
Subject Re: [BCTERNAL Request for Comment interview 
Hien, thanks forthe mall Dr. Memoli said he was happy t answer our questions. Wht can we do to 
make the interview work? 
Thank you, 
Zack 
On Th, Jan 11,2024 a 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIY/NIAID) [€] wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

From Zack tier Date: Thursday, January T1, 2024 3t TTZ5 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [£] Ei ———————"—] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

ir. Memo, 
Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview with you 
anthem. 
We can send over some ofthe questions we plan to ask head of time. 
Do you have any avaliabity next week? 

Thankyou, 
Zack steber 
The Egoch Tim 
CO 
CAUTION. Ths email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click inks or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content i safe. 

CAUTION: Th ell ofgiated from outside of the organization. 0 no che ks or open stachment ules 
Yourecognize the sender and are confident the content ae.



‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open attachments unless 
You recognize the sender and are confident the content s safe.



From: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:18:06 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

HIKen, 

Here are some clarifications below. Not for the reporter, but NIF/HHS should know that 
never approving the exemption is a sore point for people like me. They let us twist in the wind 
worried about our jobs for a year, and then never even gave us a final approval which leaves us 
hanging if there is another mandate in the future. I feel this was done on purpose to try to coerce 
us into getting the vaccine and I consider it highly unethical and disappointing. 1 would like to 
see the NIH director or even better the HHS secretary formally make an apology and an 
announcement that such a mandate was a mistake and that this should never happen again in a 
society that follows proper bioethics. 1 know I will be waiting until hel freezes over for the 
apology, but I feel people like me and those who took the vaccine due to coercion feel owed an 
apology, I know many employees like this who have contacted me. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job especially when we first started 
receiving emails about mandate deadlines from NIF/HHS, but knew there were many 
protections in place for government employees like myself. I was concerned more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. Washington, DC 
directly threatened to take away my medical license which would have threatened my job (I need 
a medical license) so I applied for a Virginia license and protected myself that way. None of my 
superiors at NIH or anyone I physically worked with ever threatened me directly or allowed it to 
affect my work. 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No, after enough time went by the mandate was rescinded and so I was told it was 
unnecessary. 

Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
fe CC —



Phone: 301-443-5971 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 12:15 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

NIH is asking for clarification on responses to Qs 6 and 7, per below in red: 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. was concemed more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 9:33 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIF/NIAID) (E] 
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Matt .. received and just sent for clearance. Will apprise asap. Thanks



From: Memol, Matthew (NIH/NIAD) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:48 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 75] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request Tor Comment/mierview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
1 believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was 
optimal due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this 
area both in the lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to 
the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in 
usefulness. 1 also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to 
make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once 
there began to be talk of vaccine mandates, | became even more concerned as I felt that mandates 
were unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and afer the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I elt compelled to finally express all of this 
in as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other 
options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CHff Lane thanking me for my email. 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

1 had expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far 
prior to ate 2021. | was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to 
publish any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, 
elt strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, 
was worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, 
there were safety issues arising, and as my family and | had chosen not to be vaccinated we 
were dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, 
etc. We had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. | felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting 
to discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that



took place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my 
previous comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | 
was honest with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost 
respect for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have 
even published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not 
receive any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

—Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

‘There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were 
many protections for government employees like myself. I was concemed more about my 
medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

—Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

‘The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis 
stage. It wil likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for 
publication. 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes | feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
Sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of 
RNA respiratory viruses fe influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult ssues due to ou ack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, irl evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
property address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Discases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
LE CO — 
Phone: 

Disclaimer: The information in this e-mail and any of is attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. It should not be used by anyone who is not te original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Or. Memoli Please let me know how you would answer these and then I'l use those responses to 
request clearance. 

Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber Jurote: 

HiKen and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier?



—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Th, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber Ire: 
Thanks Ken, 1 ill put together the questions and send them over 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thy, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NI/NIAID) [6 weote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

From: Zack Stieber EE] 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID)[€] FT] 
Ce: Memoli, Matthew (NIW/NIND) [ET FPO] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL Request for Comment/interview 

HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11,2028 at 1:31 Beko Ken (HAA) (61 FFT rote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but is Interview wort work out. 

NIAID Communications Office



rom: Zack Stieber 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (E] PO] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

ior. Memo, 
Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 
We obtained some of you emals trough a FOIA request and would ike t st up an interview with you 
anthem. 
We ca send aver some ofthe questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
Do you have any avalailty next week? 
Atemative, we an send questions aves and you can answer the questions over eal 
Thankyou, 
Zack tever 
Tretorn Times 
C— 

CAUTION: Thi emall arginated fom owt of the organization. Do nat clk rks or open 
tachmenta unless you ecogis the sender ard ave Gondent the content 1s ae: 

CATON: Ths small ogated ro owed of te oration. Dam dik or apn aches ules 
You reiopaee he serie order the ntl 

CATON Ths small ogated Fro owe of te craton. Dm dik ar apn rahe aries 
Tovrea a po tre le



from: Donbeck, Kathy (NH/NAD) (€ 
sent: Wed, 17 an 2024 14:15:29 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

think i's worth you calling Meredith o explain that Bde. wants him to make it clea tht no one at 
NIN sic he would be fre for is views. In other words, he may have FEL ie is ob was in jeopardy 
because he had a very diferent view, but that no one ever actually tod him o threatened tht he could 
lose is ob. 

FS Ec — 
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 507 A 
To: Donbeck, Kathy (NI/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: FW: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

| suspect they didn't read the full trail, or maybe I'm misinterpreting their responses. Do 
you think | should call one of them (Meredith?) and explain? 

rom: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIW/NAID) [6] fT] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16,2024 6:12 PI 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [E] {E18 —————J; Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
i —A TT 
Subject: RE: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview. 

Thus, | don’t understand why he would think his job or clinical practice was in jeopardy. | agree with 

Steve and think ts best not to further comment about this. 
Jeff Cohen 

From: Holland, Steven (NI/NIAI) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16,2024 7:55 PAT 
To: Pekoc Ken (NIH/NIID ] TT Jnaffer, Meredith (NH/NIAID) [6] 
RE Cex Cahn, efrey (NWA) (6 
Subject: Re: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments will do much to either clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to leave it alone 

Diector,Dvsion of Intramural Research 
National Institut of Allergy and Infectious Diseases



National Institutes of Health 
Bldg. 10/11N248 MSC 1960 
Bethesds, MD 20892-1960 
r— 
Po Trax 
E— 
Assistant lab: Eva Portillo 

Cx— 

Assistant to SO: Beth Schmidt 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at Z20PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [E] 45 Jshaffer, Meredith 

eon Cc: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NAD) [E] £0] 
Subject: (Dr. Memoli, FY) FIV: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd like. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
10 the mandaies? 

A. There were times when | was worried about losing my job, although I knew. 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. I was. 
concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesnt really answer the question; was he ever 
approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required) 

From: Zack Sieber <zack stieber@epochtimes.nye> 
Sent: Thursday, January 11,2024 11:49 AM 
Tox pekoc, ken (Niyiaio) (e) [IDS



Cc: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 58 wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 

NIAID Communications Office 

Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 0] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 

LL —



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 14:06:50 40000 
To: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: FW (Dr. Memali, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

I suspect they didn't read the full trai, or maybe I'm misinterpreting their responses. Do 
you think I should call one of them (Meredith?) and explain? 

From: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) EFT] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 6:12 PM 
“To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (E] EE; Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID)[€] Ee — TT TTT oT —] 
Subject: RE: (Or. Memol, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

US, TOG T Understand why Fie Would TK Ws Job or Cea practice was Tn Jeopardy. Tagree wh 
Steve and think ts best not to further comment about this. 
Jeff Cohen 

From: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:55 PM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID)(€] Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID)[€] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: (Or. Memo, FY) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/nterview 

I doubt that asking for clarifying comments will do much to cither clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to leave it alone 

Director, Division of Intramural Research 
Nationa Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Nationa Institutes of Health 
Bids. 10/11N248 MISC 1960 
Bethesda, MD 208521960 

voice 
| Com— 
BE mai 
Assistant ab: Eva Portillo 
J Com— 
 om—



 excmm— 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 0] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 2:20 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (] 8X6 1, Shaffer, Meredith 
(NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey NF/NABI ET PF] 
Subject: (Dr. Memoll, FY) F\V: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd like. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
to the mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. I was 
concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesn really answer the question; was he ever 
approached ina way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIFVNIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required). 

From: Zack Stieber PO] Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2078 11.49 AMT 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] fe] 
Ces Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (70 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memo aid he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we doto make the interview work? 

Thankyou, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc. Ken (NI/NIAID) 6] FT Jurote:



Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 

From: Zack Stieber 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (E) FT] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview . A pe Fe EE — LL —— A i gE 
2 er — ET 
| EE



From: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 01:12:06 40000 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (EJ; Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (EJ; Shaffer, Meredith 
(NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: (Or. Memoli, FYI) FW: (EXTERNAL) Request for Comment/Interview 

teoncurwithstee 

“Thus, 1 Gor understand why he would think is Job or clinical practice was In Jeopardy. | agree with 
Steve and think ts best not to further comment about this 
Jeff Cohen 

From: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 7:55 P 
“To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E) 0 ]haffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) (€] 

Bearer wad [3] DC — 
Subject: Re: (Or. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments wil do much to ether clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion s to leave it alone. 

Director, Division of Intramural Research 
Nationa Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Nationa Institutes of Health 
Bldg. 10/11N248 MSC 1960 
Bethesda, MD 20852-1960 
 — 
Com— 

emai 
Assistant lab: Eva Portillo 

lc m— 
Asistan to SO: Beth Schmidt 
Bschmict@niaid.nih gov 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) €] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 2:20 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] fT, Shaffer, Meredith



(NH/NAD) EPO] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [E] 70] 
Subject: (Dr. Memo, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd ike. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
to the mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. | was. 
concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesn't really answer the question; was he ever 
approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required). 

boil — Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
“To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€) 
Ce: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (£] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/ interview 

Hien, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 a 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] fF Jwrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview wont work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 
From: Zack Stieber Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

HiDr. Memol,



Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview 
with you on them. 
We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
Do you have any availabilty next week? 
Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over emai. 
Thank you, 
Zack Stieber 
The Epoch Times 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content i safe. 

‘CAUTION: Ths email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick inks or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe.



From: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
sent: Wed, 17 Jan 2024 00:54:58 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) ]; Shaffer, Meredith (NIH/NIAID) [6] 
Ce: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

1 doubt that asking for clarifying comments will do much to cither clarify or mollify. We treated 
Matt well during the entire episode and I never heard anyone ever discuss his license or his job. 
He even got to give a Grand Rounds on his stand, which I think made it abundantly clear why his 
reasoning was so flawed and flaky. My own suggestion is to leave it alone 

Director, Division of Intramural Research 
Nationa Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Nationa Institutes of Health 
Bldg. 10/11N248 MISC 1960 
Bethesda, MD 20852-1960 

voice 
fax 

| Cm—— 
Assistant ab: Eva Portillo 
C— 
Ri— 
Assistant to 5D: Beth Schmidt 

ET Joice. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Date: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 at 2:20 PM 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) [€] Shaffer, Meredith 
(NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Cc: Cohen, Jeffrey (NIH/NIATO) [E170] 
Subject: (Dr. Memoli, FYI) FW: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on 
(reporter Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background 
by phone if you'd ike. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition 
to the mandates?



A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew 
there were many protections for government employees like myself. I was 
concemed more about my medical license and not being able to continue to 
perform my job properly. (This doesnt really answer the question; was he ever 
approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, then he 
should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an 
exemption was not required). 

From: Zack Stieber 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] 
Cc: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: Re: (EXTERNAL Request for Comment/interview 

HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
Zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [E] wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview won't work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 
From: Zack Stieber 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 
os Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (6) 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 
Good morning, hope you're having a good week. 
We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview 
with you on them. 
We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 
00 you have any availabilty next week? 
Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 
Thank you, 
Zack Stieber 
The Epoch Times 
oc — 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content i safe.



‘CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not lick nks or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe.



From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
sent: Tue, 16 an 2024 19:20:53 40000 
To: Holland, Steven (NIH/NIAID) (EJ; Shaffer, Meredith (NIK/NIAID) (€] 
co Cohen, Jefirey (NIH/NIAID [€] 
Subject: (Or. Memol, FYI) FW [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment Interview 
Attachments: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Wanted to make you aware of the media inquiry below that we are working on (reporter 
Qs and Matt's proposed responses attached). Can provide background by phone if 
youd lke. 

NIH has asked Matt to clarify responses to Qs 6 and 7; once | receive those 
clarifications | am planning to send to HHS for review and decision. 

Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there 
were many protections for government employees like myself. was concerned more 
about my medical license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 
(This doesn’t really answer the question; was he ever approached in a way that made him 
think he would lose his job? If not, then he should say this.) 

Q7. Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was 
not required). 

From: Zack Stieber TT] 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 11:49 AM 
or Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Ce: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [| 8 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/inerview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Tha, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] [FE Jurote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview wont work out. 
NIAID Communications Office 
From: Zack Stieber 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM



To: Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID (€] 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is safe.



From: Memali, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tue, 16 Jan 2024 13:48:01 40000 
To: Peko, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/interview 

Hien, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn't want to address these things, but 
believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not regain trust with much 
of the public. 

Matt 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal duc to 
my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in the 
lab and clinically. I knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
to be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as I felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

I received a response from Dr CIff Lane thanking me for my email 

—Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier? 

Thad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that | did far prior to 
late 2021. was always honest about that. The reporters | spoke to never seemed to publish 
any of the information | provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, | felt 
strongly that | needed to try to do something more as | began to see many of the things, | was 
worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the rise of variants, there 
were safety issues arising, and as my family and I had chosen not to be vaccinated we were 
dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, etc. We 
had friends who felt coerced into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the country. 
‘Therefore, to again try to be constructive | contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to them to 
consider this. | fet this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting to 
discuss it, but there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous



comments and began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | was honest 
with my scientific and medical opinions as | always am when | do interviews. 

—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost respect for 
the NIH ethics department. | have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

— What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive any 
negative comments from any colleagues or superiors. 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

“There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concerned more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

No 

—Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It will 
likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

— Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

Of course, in hindsight | would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to 
help the agency avoid some of the mistakes | feel were made. I feel I should have been less 
worried about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders 
S00ner expressing my expert opinions. 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of RNA 
respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely dificult sues due to our lack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue to perform 
translational studies in humans to better understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can 
properly address these viruses by preventing infection, imiting spread of disease, and reducing th disease caused 
by these viruses.



Matthew J. Memoli, M.D., M.S. 
Director, LID Clinical Studies Unit 
Laboratory of Infectious Diseases 
National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
National Institutes of Health 
MSC 3203 33 North Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20892-3203 
UNITED STATES 
Email: pO] 
Phone. 

Disclaimer: The information in this ¢-mail and any of ts attachments is confidential and may 
contain sensitive information. I should not be used by anyone who is not the original intended 
recipient. If you have received this e-mail in error please inform the sender and delete it from 
your mailbox or any other storage devices. National Insitute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Shall not accept liability for any statements made that are sender's own and not expressly made 
on behalf of NIAID. 

From: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) €] 
Date: Monday, January 15, 2024 at 6:19 PM 
To: Memoli, Matthew (IH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Dr. Memoli. Please let me know how you would answer these and then Il use those responses to 
request clearance. 

Thanks 

On Jan 15, 2024, at 1:25 PM, Zack Stieber 99 urate: 

HiKen and Dr. Memoli, 

As promised, here are the questions. 

— What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

Why did you decide to go public in late 20212 Do you think the public would have been better 
served if you went public earlier?



—Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH 
roundtable? 

What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the mandates? 

Did the NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why not? 

Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

— What are you working on nowadays? 

Thank you, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 4:25 PM Zack Stieber IE} wrote: 
Thanks Ken, | will put together the questions and send them over. 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 2:01 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (61 [TT wrote: 
Hi Zack; please send your questions to Dr. Memoli and me. 

Thanks 

From: Zockstieber JU] 
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 1149 AM 
‘To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (E] 516 1 
Cc: Memoli, Matthew (NH/NIAD E110] 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview 

Hi Ken, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can we do to 
make the interview work? 

Thankyou, 
zack 

On Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 1:31 PM Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) EIFS} wrote: 
Hi Zack; Dr. Memoli shared your email. Sorry, but this interview wont work out. 

NIAID Communications Office



From: Zack Stieber 
Date: Thursday, January 11, 2024 at 11:25 AM 

os Memo, Matthew (NIH/NIAID) (6) 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Request for Comment/Interview: 

ir. Memo, 
Good morning, hope you'e having a good week. 
We obtained some of your emails through FOIA request and would ik to st up an interview with you 
anthem. 
We can send over some of the questions we lan to ask ahead of time. 
Do you have any avaafity nest week? 
Aermaively, we can send questions aver and you can answer the questions over eal 
Thankyou, 
Zack Stieber 
The Epoch Times 

CAUTION: Tis mall originated from outside of the organization. Bo rot cick inks or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are confident the content is sae. 

CAUTION Ths smal oinated from ouside of te rgaaation. Da mat ck Tks or ope aadhmerts aries 
You ecogize he sender and ar confident th conten’ ef. 

CAUTION This ema originated from outside of te arganiation. 5a nat clk Inks or ope atadhments iss 
rt



From: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID)(€] 
sent: Tue, 16 an 2024 17:28:54 40000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: RE: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, 
Epoch Media Group Times -r:5003d00000AQVPEARH 

ok 

From: ek, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 12:28 PM 
“To: Donbeck, Kathy (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Subject: RE: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - OF. Wermoll STanee _COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times - ref:5003d00000AQVPRAAH 

Ok, but already sent the clarification request to Matt. 

From: Donbeck, Kathy (NH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 10:18 ANT 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: SLEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Or. Memo stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -ref:5003d00000AQVpAAH 

Hold up for just a second. I'm going to be taking to Renate and Amanda offine. 

From: Pek, Ken (NIH/NIAID) [€] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 12:15 PM 
To: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) (€] NIAID Media Inquiries. 

TRIO COGTORE (0: Fitz, Craig (NIH/0D) (6) 
Po TiFine, Amanda (NIH/OD) (€] Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [€] 
EE Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/0D) [E] <P}; Wojtowicz, Emma 
(NIH/OD) [€] L—— Akinso, Woleola (NIH/OD) [€] 
Subject: RE: STEP Td TAG NTATD=Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times -ref:5003d00000AQVpAAH 

Noted and will seek clarification on Qs 6 and 7. Thanks 

From: Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) (€] <EBT_ 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 10:05 AMT 
To IAID Media Inquiries E00}; NIAID COGCORE 
[i Frits, Craig (NIH/OD) [E] 0 _ Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) [€] 
[® Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) FE —— FY Lydia (NIH/0D) 
[5] ; Pekoc, LR me ema 
(NIH/OD) [E] 0 J; Akinso, Woleola (NR/OD) E100] 
Subject: RE: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times - ref:5003d00000AQVPRAAH



Hi NIAID folks ~ NIH OCPL has the following comments before moving forward to HHS, asking Or. 
Memoli to clarify thei responses. 

Please let us know if you have any comments or concerns, an please update us when you have updated 
the SIEP inquiry: 

Thanks, 
Emily 

[i] nom— LE Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 1133 AM 
“To: NIAID Media Inquiries <[TT_}; NIAID COGCORE 515] 
Fritz, Craig (NIH/OD) [€] BIJ Fine, Amanda (NIH/0D) (EP 
Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) EJF}; Polimeni, Lydia (IH/OD) [6] 
aa ToC mp LC 
(NHGOTETL™® ___ | itter, Emily NFFODJETO J; Akinso, 
Woleola (NIH/OD) [E] for] 

Sbjct Sh Medi TY TATD=Dr Era Hance _COVID vacation mandate, Epoch ied 
Group Times - ref:5003d00000AQVPRAAH 

A new or updated media inquiry has been submitted for your review. Click on the link at the 
bottom of this email to open the inquiry in STEP. Reply all to this email if you have questions or 
feedback on this inquiry. Once you have completed your review in the system, select "Submit 0 
ASPA" to send the inquiry for ASPA review. If ASPA review is not required, change the status. 
of the inquiry to "Ready to Publish" to close out your review. 

ASPA SEP Number: 00015740 

Reporters and Producers: 

jack sieber [reporter epoch Media Group Times | 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Subject: Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate 

Deadline: Tue Jan 16 12:19:23 EST 2024 

HHS Spokespersons: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Inquiry:



“Thurs. Jan. 11, 2024 email rom Zack Stieber to Dr. Memo 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good moming, hope you're having a good week 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like 10 st up an interview with you on then. 

We can send over some ofthe questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week? 

Altematively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event: 

HiKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want to address these things, but 1 believe that 
to be a major mistake. Until we do address thes sues we will not regain rust with much of the public, 

Mart 

QI. What compelled you to writ to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning 1 did not believe tha the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal due to my years of 
‘experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in the lab and clinically. 1 knew it was 
suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus duc to the nature of these viruses as they can change rapidly making single 
antigen vaceines limited in usefulness. 1 150 had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relics solely on the 
Tost 0 make the antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in traditional vaccine. Once there began to 
be talk of vaccine mandates, | became even more coneermed us | fet that mandates were unethical and that they



would have a number of negative elects both during and after the pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this 
elt compelled to finally express all of thi i a5 constructive a way as possible t try o help the agency avoid this 
and consider other options. 

Q2. Did they ever respond to you? If so, what did they say? 

A. Treccived a response from Dr CHF Lane thanking me for my cil 

3. Why did you decide to go publi in late 20217 Do you think the public would have been beter served if you 
went public carler? 

A. Thad expressed many reservations abou the vaccines in press interviews that | did fa prior o ate 2021. was. 
always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never seemed to publish any of the information | provided 
regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, | felt strongly that 1 needed (0 ty to do something more as | 
began 1 see many of th things, 1 as worried abou happening. The vaccine was not working wel due (0 the rise of 
variants, there were safety issues arising, and as my family and 1 had chosen not to be vaccinated we were dealing 
‘with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, los of employment, etc. We had friends who felt coerced 
into accepting vaccination as was happening allover the country. Therefore, 1 again try to be constructive | 
‘contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to then to consider this. 1 fet this was my best option at the time. They did 
schedule the meeting 0 discuss it, bu there were many months in between when | raised this issue and when that 
took place. Inthe meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous comments and 
began asking me questions about the vaccines and the mandates. | was honest with my scientific and medical 
opinions a always am when | do interviews. 

Q4 Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the NIH roundtable? 

A. 1 was somewhat surprised given the environment, but I ave always had the utmost respect for the NIH ethics 
department. have worked with them many times in the past and have even published papers with them. The people: 
in that office have always been very smart, open minded, and able 0 look at difficult issues and consider them 
carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundiable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support of thanks for my presentation. | did not receive any negative 
comments from any colleagues or superiors.



Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired fo your opposition to the mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I Knew there were many protections for 
‘overnment employees ike myself. | was concerned more about my medical license and not being able to continue 
to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t relly answer the question; was he ever approached in: way that made 
im think he would ose his job? IF not, then he should say this) 

Q7. Did the NI/NIAID exer approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified thatthe mandate was dropped and so a exemption was not required) 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are resus expected? If not, why not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in th analysis stage. 1 will ikely be 6 
months 0 a year before we have resuls completed and ead for publication. 

9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 vaccines andlor the 
vaccine mandates? 

A. Of course in hindsight would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help the agency avoid 
Some of the mistakes 1 feel were made. | ec! I should have been less worried about my situation, and should have 
sent mails and had discussions with my leaders sooner expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0. What are you working on nowadays? 

A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of protection of RNA 
respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV. These are extremely difficult sues due to our lack of 
understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host response. Therefore, | continue 0 perform 
translational studies in humans o beter understand how we can produce drugs, vaccines, o strategies that can 
properly address these viruses by preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the disease caused 
by these viruses. 

Additional Information:



Interview initially declined but sending for consideration afer receiving his reply from reporter and discussing 
with Dr. Memli and NIAID comms sa 

 HiKen, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Type of Media: 

Online;Print 

Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SIEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) i FI 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Des



From: Donbeck, Kathy (NW/NIAD) (6 
sent Tue, 16 Jn 2024 17:47:39 10000 
To: Pekoc, Ken (NIH/NIAID) (€] 
Subject: RE: SEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, 
Epoch Media Group Times  1e-5003400000ACPRARH 

Wold up for just a second. 'm going to be aking to Renate and Amanda fine. 

roms ekoc, Ken (NI/NIAID) [6] 
Sent Tuesday, January 16,2024 12:15 PT 
Tos Ritter, Emily (NIH/OD) [€] {SIE J57@ J: NIAID Media Inquiries 

Fritz, Craig (NIH/OD) [E] 
[ETP Fine, Amanda (NIH/OD) [€) 576] Wyles, Renate (NIH/0D) [€] 
ee Woh — TMA 
(NFYOD) (£] 7; Akinso, Woleola (NH¥/0D) [6 
Subject: RE: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Group Times re S003400000AQVPEAAN 
Noted and will seek clarification on Qs 6 and 7. Thanks 

roms Ritter, mi (ND) (611 
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2024 10:05 AM 
TET umes me BEE wn coscon: 

Fritz, Craig (NI/0D) [6] I TFine, Amanda (NHY/0D) [6 EE Wyies, Renate (NI/0D)[£} EEE polmen, Lydia (NI/0D)  m— [EE —— A 
(NiH70D) [E] 0}; Akinso, Woleola (NIH/OD) [E] 
Subject RE. SEP Media Try NIAID Dr. Memon stance. COVID vacin sion Farde, Fradh Media 
Group Times re 5003400000AQVPAAN 
NIAID folks NIH OCPL hs the following comments before moving forward to HHS, aking Or. 
Memolito cary thei responses, 
tease let us know if yu Have any comments or concerns, and please update us whe you have updated 
the SEP inquiry. 
Thanks, 
emily 

i C—O CE Sent Tuesday, January 16, 2024 TE33 A 
To: NIAID Media Inquiries <g————————"————JIAID gy —— 
Fritz, Craig (NIH/OD) —T——— | 3 Co — 
Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) (£] {or ———————] Polimeni, Lydia (NIH/OD) [€] erate Te a (HOD sowie, Emma 
(NH/OD ET J itter, Emily (NIH/OD) (E] J; Akinso,



aT i m—] 
Subject: StEP Media Inquiry NIAID - Dr. Memoli stance _ COVID vaccination mandate, Epoch Media 
Croup Times. ef S003400000AGVogAN: 

FT a ——— 
bottom of this email to open the inquiry in StEP. Reply all to this email if you have questions or 
feedback on this inquiry. Once you have completed your review in the system, select "Submit to 
ASPA" to send the inquiry for ASPA review. If ASPA review is not required, change the status 
of the inquiry to "Ready to Publish" to close out your review. 

ASPA StEP Number: 00015740 

Reporters and Producers: 

foomact [pole wednouter | zack cbr Reporter [epoch Media Grou Tes 

Media Outlet: Epoch Media Group Times 

Deadline: Tue Jan 16 12:19:23 EST 2024 

HHS Spokespersons: Dr. Matt Memoli, NIAID 

Inquiry: 

Thurs Jan. 11, 2024 emai from Zack Stieber 0 Dr. Memol 

Hi Dr. Memoli, 

Good tg bape ys ving a good werk, 

We obtained some of your emails through a FOIA request and would like to set up an interview 
AY



We can send over some of the questions we plan to ask ahead of time. 

Do you have any availability next week? 

Alternatively, we can send questions over and you can answer the questions over email. 

(More in Additional Information) 

Proposed Response/Driving Event: 

HIKen, 

Below are my answers. | understand that NIAID and/or HHS doesn’t want to address these 
things, but believe that to be a major mistake. Until we do address these issues we will not 
regain trust with much of the public 

Matt 

QI. What compelled you to write to Dr. Fauci and other agency leaders? 

A. From the beginning I did not believe that the vaccine strategy being promoted was optimal 
due to my years of experience in the RNA respiratory viral field and expertise in this area both in 
the lab and clinically. knew it was suboptimal for an RNA respiratory virus due to the nature of 
these viruses as they can change rapidly making single antigen vaccines limited in usefulness. I 
also had concerns about the mRNA technology as this relies solely on the host to make the 
antigen rather than providing a set amount of antigen in a traditional vaccine. Once there began 
0 be talk of vaccine mandates, I became even more concemed as I felt that mandates were 
unethical and that they would have a number of negative effects both during and after the 
pandemic medically and socially. Given all of this I felt compelled to finally express all of this in 
as constructive a way as possible to try to help the agency avoid this and consider other options. 

Q2. Didthey ever respond to you? If so, what did they say?



A. received a response from Dr CIiff Lane thanking me for my email. 

Q3. Why did you decide to go public in late 2021? Do you think the public would have been 
better served if you went public earlier? 

A. Thad expressed many reservations about the vaccines in press interviews that I did far prior 
tolate 2021. Twas always honest about that. The reporters I spoke to never seemed to publish 
any of the information I provided regarding that. Once the mandates became a reality, I felt 
strongly that I needed to try to do something more as I began to see many of the things, I was 
worried about happening. The vaccine was not working well due to the ise of variants, there 
were safety issues arising, and as my family and I had chosen not to be vaccinated we were 
dealing with threats of having our medical licenses taken away, loss of employment, etc. We 
had friends who felt cocreed into accepting vaccination as was happening all over the 
country. Therefore, to again try to be constructive I contacted the NIH ethics office to appeal to 
them to consider this. 1 felt this was my best option at the time. They did schedule the meeting to 
discuss it, but there were many months in between when I raised this issue and when that took 
place. In the meantime, a Wall Street Journal reporter had picked up on some of my previous 
comments and began asking me questions about the vaceines and the mandates. I was honest 
with my scientific and medical opinions as I always am when I do interviews. 

Q4. Were you surprised you were allowed to present your case against mandates during the 
NIH roundtable? 

A. Twas somewhat surprised given the environment, but I have always had the utmost respect 
for the NIH ethics department. I have worked with them many times in the past and have even 
published papers with them. The people in that office have always been very smart, open 
minded, and able to look at difficult issues and consider them carefully and thoroughly. 

QS. What reception did you get from colleagues and superiors after the roundtable? 

A. Many colleagues offered words of support or thanks for my presentation. I did not receive 
any negative comments from any colleagues or superiors.



Q6. Did you ever feel you were in danger of being fired for your opposition to the 
mandates? 

A. There were times when I was worried about losing my job, although I knew there were many 
protections for government employees like myself. | was concerned more about my medical 
license and not being able to continue to perform my job properly. (This doesn’t really answer 
the question: was he ever approached in a way that made him think he would lose his job? If not, 
then he should say this.) 

Q7. Didthe NIH/NIAID ever approve your exemption request? 

A. No (This should be clarified that the mandate was dropped and so an exemption was not 
required). 

QS. Did you ever do the AFTERVAX study? If so, when are results expected? If not, why 
not? 

A. The AFTERVAX study has just completed enrollment and is now in the analysis stage. It 
will likely be 6 months to a year before we have results completed and ready for publication. 

Q9. Looking back, would you have done anything differently with regards to the COVID-19 
vaccines and/or the vaccine mandates? 

A. OF course, in hindsight I would have been more aggressive in my approach in trying to help. 
the agency avoid some of the mistakes I feel were made. I feel I should have been less worried 
about my situation, and I should have sent emails and had discussions with my leaders sooner 
expressing my expert opinions. 

QI0. What are you working on nowadays?



A. Primarily my work continues to focus on understanding the pathogenesis and correlates of 
protection of RNA respiratory viruses like influenza and SARS-COV2. These are extremely 
difficult issues due to our lack of understanding of mucosal immunity, viral evolution, and host 
response. Therefore, I continue to perform translational studies in humans to better understand 
how we can produce drugs, vaccines, or strategies that can properly address these viruses by 
preventing infection, limiting spread of disease, and reducing the discase caused by these 
viruses. 

Additional Information: 

Interview initially declined; but sending for consideration after receiving this reply from reporter 
and discussing with Dr. Memoli and NIAID comms staff: 

« Hien, thanks for the email. Or. Memoli said he was happy to answer our questions. What can 
we do to make the interview work? 

Press Officer / Contact Name: Ken Pekoc 

Inquiry Type: Media Inquiry 

Topics: COVID vaccine 

Type of Media: 

Online;Print 

Click here to review this inquiry in SEP. 

Note - This email is sent from SUEP (Strategic Engagement Platform) via FF _——]. 
If you have questions about this inquiry, please contact the STEP Help Desk




