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Abstract: The basis for this publication is the professional action of the Food and
Veterinary Service Inspector and the struggle of lower-interest national institutions 
for the honor of their uniform, without regard to the responsibility of the consequences. 
Individual officials of the Ministry of Agriculture illegally distort the protest of the 
officially submitted and the facts stated therein. The management of Priekule Hospital
considered patients to be operated as spare facilities to load the hospital surgeon.
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INTRODUCTION
Mr. Rubenis (surname is changed) has received a written consignment from the 

Ministry of Agriculture. He is very surprised at the renaming of this document on 
"Submission". Now a protest has been made to the new Minister of Agriculture, Mr. 
Gerhards,�not�a�submission,�because�with�regard�to�inspector�Mrs.�Kalniņa�(surname�
is changed), Mr. Rubenis has never written an application to anyone, which would 
involve the protest filed.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Scientific literature has been used as a base for the material research. Comparative

analysis is used as a main method of research. Interviews and telephone calls with 
responsible people and authorities have been used as the main means of evidence base.

RESULTS
Exit positions for FVS

Getting acquainted with the circumstances of the case and the contents of this 
document gives the impression that all the action on covering the inspector Mrs. 
Kalniņa�takes�place�behind�the�"back�of�the�Minister�of�Agriculture",�i.e.�the�Minister�
does not know about it. When Mr. Rubenis was in a telephone conversation with Mr. 
Kozlovskis (FVS worker), he told him, "It is to be reported to the Director-General 
of the FVS and even to the Minister of Agriculture", Mr. Kozlovskis began to worry 
and said that they should not be involved in this case.

As if this action had been proposed by Mr. Samohvalovs, Director of the unit of 
the FVS (?) More than a month had passed, Mr. Rubenis was forced to send Mr. 
Samohvalov an ironic reminder. A letter signed by Mr. Samohvalov was sent swiftly 
to this reminder, which led to a surprise to Mr. Rubenis "…all� the� questions�are�
answered by the "authority subordinate to Mr. Samohvalovs…�FVS".
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The letter "On Submission" in the first paragraph states that discussions have 
been conducted with the FVS unit management, as well as with the other FVS 
officials in charge. Mr. Rubenis is interested in what topics have been discussed, 
whether these interviews involve the parties involved in this matter.

Letter from Mr. Samohvalov, Director of the FVS unit (May, 28, 2018. No. 17.1-
10.1/18/209,�sent�late),�it�follows�that:�(1)�Mrs.�Kalniņa,�without�the�requirements�of�
service and without Mr. Rubenis' information, could enter the herd database of Mr. 
Rubenis. (2) The establishment and development of the Blatte system in the FVS unit
operated by Mr. Samohvalov is legitimate. (3) Counterfeiting of data is legitimate. 
(4) Disregarding the factual situation of herd health is legitimate. (5) The psychological
effect on Mr. Rubenis' relative and through her – on the little daughter, is legal. Less 
effect was already – her little girl felt her mother's experiences, "fell back into the 
disease". Mr. Rubenis has already explained this fact to Mr. Kozlovskis.

Mr. Rubenis sent more complete information. Mr. Kozlovskis, a member of the 
FVS Internal Control Department, did not try to see the cause, i.e. the action of Mrs. 
Kalniņa,�which�caused�consequences�of�this�action.�Mr.�Kozlovskis�paid�too�much�
attention to the form of the sales-purchase agreement, and by all means, try to turn 
this�issue�into�a�civil�case�between�Mrs.�Kalniņa�and�Mr.�Rubenis,�to�be�examined�
in a civil court, not in a chosen way. Therefore, the actual situation regarding the 
behavior of�Inspector�Mrs.�Kalniņa�and�the�trends�of�covering it may show signs of 
corruption�(Mrs.�Kalniņa�has�argued�in�a�long�series�of�talks�with�Mr.�Rubenis�that�
Mr. Marek was in the course of the process of purchasing her goats from the outset). 
For Mr. Rubenis, the largest "discovery" stemming from a letter signed by Mr. 
Balodis, that the ADC animal movement declaration of moving animals (goats) from 
one herd to another, is not necessarily to be signed by former and existing owners 
and not necessarily submitted to the ADC. The mandatory signing and submission
of this declaration to the ADC is Mr. Rubenis' assumption. Mr. Rubenis' assumption 
is�also� that�all� the�action�taken�by�Mrs.�Kalniņa� to�cover�is� "behind� the�Director-
General of the FVS, i.e. Mr. Balodis, back", formed from a telephone conversation 
with Mr. Kozlovskis. In this conversation, in which Mr. Rubenis announced that he 
could turn to the Director-General or Minister, Mr. Kozlovskis was concerned that 
those persons should not be involved in this case. Indeed, if this assumption by Mr. 
Rubenis is wrong, he apologizes to General Director Mr. Balodis. Why Mr. Rubenis' 
assumption developed – he explained earlier. Such an assumption ruled out another 
assumption�that�Mrs.�Kalniņa�would�also�be�the�guardian�of�Mr.�Balodis.�The�fact�
that�Mrs.�Kalniņa�would�abuse her position is nowhere to be said by Mr. Rubenis. 
As a result, the last sentence of the letter "On Submission" signed by Mrs. Lamberga, 
acting Director-General, looks like a mockery of the true purpose of the FVS and 
cannot contribute to public confidence in the FVS.

Mr. Balodis' decision says nothing about the animal movement declarations 
made�by�Mr.�Rubenis.� So� they� seem�and�don’t�need� them?�The�ADC� is� in� other�
thoughts. Even in recent correspondence with the ADC, the ADC considers that the 
animal movement declaration for goats should be signed on a reciprocal basis and 
submitted to the ADC. No institution has abolished them.
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Mr. Samohvalov's question, which was intended for Mr. Rubenis – what he meant
to�do�with�Mrs.�Kalniņa�–must be set up in conjunction with Mr. Samohvalov himself.

Based on the information provided above, the following information was sent to 
the Director-General of the FVS:

- E-mail� to�Mrs.�Kalniņa�(Mr.�Rubenis�had�reminded�Mrs.�Kalniņa�on�several�
phone calls that the deadline for the transfer of ADC reports was coming);

- Report to the ADC Goat Accounting Department;
- Declarations of movement of animals drawn up No. B 0130323 and No. B 0130324;

on his part Mr. Rubenis had signed declarations;
- Explanation to ADC;
- Letter signed by the Director-General of the FVS;
- LDC Response Letter-Explanatory Notes;
- Additional clarifications of the LDC on declarations of movements of goats from

one herd to another, etc.
In order to exclude speculation that Mr. Rubenis is handling various documents, 

Mr. Rubenis asks to request from the Registry of the Director-General of the FVS a 
complete set of documents sent by Mr. Rubenis on this subject by the FVS, in particular
the declarations of movement of goats (animals) to another herd (No. B 0130323 and 
No. B 0130324).

FRAGMENTARY COPYING OF SECTIONS "A" and "B" OF THE ANIMAL
MOVEMENT DECLARATION AND FULL COPY OF SECTION "C"
"C" is translated entirely, "A" and "B" are translated in fragments.
Section "C" corresponds to the dispute between Mr.�Rubenis�and�Mrs.�Kalniņa.

Table 1
ANIMAL MOVEMENT DECLARATION No. B 0130323 (per goat)

Source: provided by author

At the transaction beginning, the animals' owner shall certify by his signature, 
that the animals to be moved are owned by him, that the transaction does not contain 
any legal, civil or commercial barriers and that all animals to be moved into the full 
ownership of the owner of the closing herd with the date of movement.



73

P.S. The example created in Table 1 is not as qualitative as in the typographically 
printed version, e.g. the pages on the corresponding copies were colored, but the 
content is provided entirely.

(1)�Copy:�Report�of�the�animal�recipient�to�the�ADC.
(2)�Copy�of�the�animal�consignee.
(3)�Copy:�Message�to�the�ADC�off�Animal�Sending.
(4)�Copy�of�the�consignor�of�the�animals.
All the required copies of the declaration by Mr. Rubenis have been prepared, 

signed and passed on to the FVS.

LOWER-LEVEL UNIFORM HONOR WIPERS
Former�Health�Minister�Mr.�Belēvičs�had�laid�down�strict�procedures�for�conducting

investigations (with which assignments) and only then was possible hospitalizing
customers. The following arrangements included a number of adverse events for 
customers, echoing throughout Latvia:

- A long-term period of time had passed with Jelgava City resident, mother of 
two�small�children,�Mrs.�Misēviča�until�she�was�admitted�to�Gaiļezers�Hospital,�and�
Mrs.�Misēviča's�state�of�health�had�become�more�critical.

- The little boy in the town of Bauska, who had a study at the Children's Clinic in
Riga until two o'clock, and immediately even my mother had to remove the child
from the clinic. At two nights to Bauska from Riga, no bus was heated and the road 
was too expensive to order a taxi. So mother and the boy sat all night at the bus stop 
in�the�direction�of�Bauska.�Mr.�Belēvičs�didn't�even�think�of�apologizing�to�his�mother.
The Head�of�the�clinic,�later�Health�Minister�Mrs.�Čakša,�in�violation�of�subordination,�
apologized to�mother�with� the� sick�child.�Mrs.�Čakša,�still� the�Head of the clinic, 
improved his work at the clinic and prevented the possibility of discharge a child 
from the clinic during the night.

- On� the� other� hand,�Minister�Mr.� Belēvičs� himself,� bypassing� all� the� lines,�
demanded that he be subjected to the minor medical manipulation he needed. So 
roughly used his position of service.

- A very risky case involved Priekule Hospital, where there was a Department of 
Health�in�Liepaja�district,�headed�by�doctor�Mrs.�Circene.�Sufferer�Mr.�Līns�(a�pensioner)
was only admitted in the evening to exams for inflammation of the prostate. Then 
his line had arrived. He was launched from hospital at four in the morning, and he 
walked 20 km to his home (with an aching prostate). In Priekule Hospital hadn't been 
a�surgeon�on�the�spot.�The�following�evening�was�worse�for�Mr.�Līns,�and�his�family�
(wife – pensioner) called for an� ambulance.� Mr.� Līns,� boarding� an� ambulance,�
requested that he be taken to Liepaja City Hospital, i.e. around 65 km from his home. 

-
New�owner's�person�code

Former�owner's�signature Signature�of�the�new�owner

-
Previous�owner's�person�code
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It was the last moment, because as soon as he was brought into the hospital, he was 
taken directly from the ambulance to the surgery table. The Priekule Hospital had 
decided�to�impose�sanctions�against�Mr.�Līns,�including�paying�the�bill�for�the�use�
of�ambulance�transport�to�Liepāja.�The�fact�that�Mr.�Līns�was�brought�to�the�surgeon�
at Liepaja Hospital at the very last moment and was immediately operated did not 
take into account the management of Priekule Hospital. The chief doctor of the then 
Liepaja district, Mrs. Circene intervened. She interrupted the mishandling of the Priekule
Hospital and withdrew the whole process of sanctions of the Priekule Hospital. In 
addition, Mrs. Circene apologized to the patient for the inconvenience and the family 
for the ordeal.

MAIN CONCLUSIONS
Mrs.�Kalniņa�verbally�argued�to�Mr.�Rubenis�that�Marek�(Mr.�Samohvalov)�had�

been on the course of purchasing both goats since the beginning, i.e. from June, 02, 
2017. Mrs.�Kalniņa�tried�to�give�the�impression�that�her�mishandling�was�led�by�her�
direct boss, Mr. Samohvalov. Mrs.�Kalniņa�has�been�preventing�the�sale-purchase 
contract from being properly settled by various techniques until now.

Individual officials of the Ministry of Agriculture illegally distort the protest of 
the officially submitted Mr. Rubenis and the facts stated therein. Mr.� Belēvičs's�
specifically designed administrative system has actually been dismantled.

Former�director�of�the�Children's�Clinic�and�later�Minister�of�Health�Mrs.�Čakša�
was so self-critical,�and,�in�passing�over�the�Minister,�Mr.�Belēvičs,�she�apologized�
to the mother of the child who had suffered from Bauska.

Jelgava Hospital's private practices, family doctors and Jelgava hospital have no 
mutually�agreed�recruitment�times.�It�was�therefore�impossible�for�Mrs.�Misēviča�to�
reach�these�doctors�around�a�week.�It�was�too�bad�for�Mrs.�Misēviča�and�her�family�
(the husband did not always have the option of driving the car for his wife).

The management of Priekule Hospital (in former Liepaja district) considered the 
patients to be operated as spare facilities to load the hospital surgeon. However, he 
was relatively rare in the hospital and could not perform the duties of the hospital 
surgeon in a timely manner. By�then,�the�chief�doctor�of�the�District�of�Liepāja,�Mrs.�
Circene, had already started developing a system for carrying out patient operations. 
It started. Many people are still grateful to Mrs. Circene for this.
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