
 
 
 
 
 

Page 1 of 2 

Treatment for wet AMD 

Reference Number:  RDF2889-24 
Date of Response: 04/11/2024 

 
Further to your Freedom of Information Act request, please find the Trust’s 
response(s) below: 
 
Could you please answer the following questions? 
 
1) In the last 12 months of data that you have available, how many patients were 
treated for wet AMD (wet age-related macular degeneration) (ICD-10 Code H35.30) 
with the following agents: 
 
Please see table below. 
 
Please Note:   
[*] We cannot say for certain that these patients were treated for Wet AMD with the 
agents listed, just that they have had a hospital encounter (admission, appointment 
etc.) within the previous 12 months with a primary diagnosis of Wet AMD, during 
which they were issued the agents listed. 
 
 

Agent Total 
patients 

Bevacizumab  5 

Faricimab  570 

Ranibizumab  * ≤5 

Aflibercept  2,063 

 
 
2) If possible, to answer, in the last 12 months of data that you have available, how 
many other ophthalmology patients have you treated with the following agents 
(please list how many for each agent separately): 
 

Agent Total 
patients 

Bevacizumab  39 

Faricimab  286 

Ranibizumab  * ≤5 

Aflibercept  1,429 

 
Please note: [*] Patients issued with any of the agents listed above, other than patients 
‘treated’ for wet AMD, as issued by the Ophthalmology services. 
 
* ≤5 refers to the FOI Section 40 (2) Exemption   
    
In accordance with Section 40 (2) where patient numbers are less than 5, the Trust is 
unable to provide the exact information. In these cases, ≤5 is used to indicate that a 
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figure between 1 and 5 is being suppressed. We consider the data is exempt on the 
following grounds:     
    
The Trust considers that disclosure of the information risks identifying individuals. The 
reason for this is that the number of patients for which this applies is very low. This 
and the fact that the data requested relates to the RDUH Trust only and 
therefore relates to patients treated in a specific location (rather than covering a 
larger geographical area), increases the risk of identification or self-identification.      
    
The Trust’s view is that the Freedom of Information Exemption – Section 40(2) is 
applicable because disclosure of information which could lead to a patient being 
identified would be a breach of the patient’s rights under the Data Protection Act Data 
Protection Principles set out in Schedule 1 of the GDPR, namely Principle 1.    
    
This follows NHS Digital (formerly HSCIC) analysis guidance (2014) which states that 
small numbers within local authorities, wards, postcode districts, CCG’s providers and 
Trusts may allow identification of patients/staff and should not be published.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


