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Details of one of the genetic models, NRXN1 can be found here1. Details and descriptions of the remaining 
models and the methods through which these genetic models were created are being withheld under 
Section 43 of the FOIA. Further details of this exemption are included below. 
 
 

2) What characteristics/phenotype would suggest such a model of neuropsychiatric disorder? Please 
distinguish between different disorders if the characteristics/phenotypes differ. 
 
Under the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA), public authorities are required to provide access to 
recorded information they hold. The Act applies only to information that already exists at the time of the 
request and does not require organisations to create new information, nor provide commentary or opinions 
in response to questions posed. This query is seeking an opinion, rather than recorded information that is 
held and is therefore out of scope of the FOIA. 
 
However, we can confirm the list of phenotyping assays (tests) that could be used to identify 
characteristics. These are included at Annex 1. 
 
 

3) Which early life measures are being referred to in ‘Modalities for Understanding, Recording and Integrating 
Data Across Early life’, (https://nmgn.mrc.ukri.org/clusters/muridae/) when it states: 
‘as proof of principle, we will first use an existing model that has been previously characterised both as an 
adult and on a limited number of early-life measures.’ 

 
This was referencing the NRXN1 genetic model. A link to the details of this mutation was included in 
response to Q1. 

 
 
Section 43 – Commercial interests 
 
We believe this information falls under the scope of Section 43(2) of the FOIA. This exemption is used where 
disclosure would likely result in a person’s (an individual, a company, the public authority itself or any other legal 
entities) commercial interests being prejudiced. 
 
This is a qualified exemption, and a test was carried out to determine whether the public interest in maintaining the 
exemption outweighs public interest in disclosure. 
 
Public interest in favour of disclosure 
 

• There is a general public interest in the disclosure of this information to ensure transparency and openness 
of a public organisation. 
 

• There is also a public interest in transparency in order to ensure the accountability of public organisations 
and how they spend public funding. 

 
• The disclosure may help the public better understand how mental disorders are modelled in animals and 

form informed views on the value of animal research in this area. 
 

Public interest in favour of withholding the information 
 

• The requested information concerns novel genetic mutations derived from human studies, which underpin 
future scientific publications and valuable research models. Premature disclosure would undermine the 
novelty, competitiveness and potential for high-impact outputs, weakening the cluster’s ability to secure 
academic recognition and maintain its scientific standing. There is a strong public interest in supporting a 
robust and internationally competitive UK research base. 
 

 
1 https://www.informatics.jax.org/marker/MGI:1096391  

https://www.informatics.jax.org/marker/MGI:1096391
https://nmgn.mrc.ukri.org/clusters/muridae/
https://www.informatics.jax.org/marker/MGI:1096391


UK Research and Innovation, Polaris House, North Star Avenue, Swindon SN2 1FL   www.ukri.org 

• These mutations form the basis of commercially valuable models which may be licensed to external 
partners. Disclosure at this stage would enable competitors to replicate models without incurring the 
associated research costs, conferring an unfair advantage, distorting competition and undermining both 
licensing opportunities and potential future collaborations. There is a clear public interest in protecting the 
ability of publicly funded organisations to derive value from intellectual assets and reinvest income into 
further research. 
 

• Controlled disclosure, for example following publication or via licensing agreements, ensures proper 
validation, attribution and responsible dissemination of findings. Premature release risks disrupting the 
pathway from discovery to application, thereby reducing the long-term scientific, societal and economic 
benefits of the research. 

 
• The specific level of detail requested does not materially contribute to public understanding of animal 

welfare, ethical safeguards, or regulatory compliance, which are addressed through established oversight 
frameworks and published information. As such, the benefits of additional transparency achieved through 
disclosure would be limited. 

 
• We also considered the impact on UKRI if commercially sensitive material of partners and collaborators we 

engage and work closely with were disclosed. We believe it would undermine trust in UKRI’s ability to 
handle confidential information, damaging existing relationships and deterring future collaboration. This 
would adversely affect UKRI’s ability to deliver its role and manage current and future research 
investments, which is not in the public interest. 

 
Taking the above arguments into consideration, we reached the decision that the need for commercial 
confidentiality outweighs the public interest in disclosure; therefore the information is exempt from disclosure. 
 
 
Your rights 
 
If you have any queries regarding our response please do let us know. If you are dissatisfied with the handling of 
your request, you have the right to ask for an internal review, explaining which elements of this decision you 
disagree with and why. Internal review requests should be submitted within 40 working days of the date of our 
response and should be addressed to:    
   
Head of Information Governance   
Email: foi@ukri.org  
 
Please quote the reference number above in any future communications.   
   
If you are still not content with the outcome of the internal review, you may apply to refer the matter to the 
Information Commissioner for a decision. Generally, the ICO cannot make a decision unless you have exhausted 
the review procedure provided by UKRI. The Information Commissioner can be contacted at: www.ico.org.uk. 
   
If you wish to raise a complaint regarding the service you have received or the conduct of any UKRI staff in 
relation to your request, please see UKRI’s complaints procedure2.  
  
  
Yours sincerely,  
 
  

  
Information Governance 
Information Rights Team 
UK Research and Innovation 
foi@ukri.org | dataprotection@ukri.org 
  

 
2 https://www.ukri.org/who-we-are/contact-us/make-a-complaint/#skipnav-target  
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