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"DEAR MR. GOODRICH : Enelosed is a c0py of our letter Uf even date to the Umted ~
- States Attorney at Newark, New Jersey, requesting ‘that his office: récongider the !
above matter in light of your letter of May 21; 1968. Your attention is‘invited |
to ‘our:suggestion on: page two'that the United: States Attorney ‘interview the’
Food and Drug Administration experts who would be called as witnesses and- |
review the expected testimony of non-Government experts who may also be
called. We believe that such aétion is necessary to ascertain whether or not !
the diﬂ:’erenees between: the P.D.R, and the approved labeling are substantial. |
It is stiggested that you arrange with the United States Attorney for him |
to interview the Food and Drug Administration experts and furnish him with
a statement of the testlmony which: may, ‘be expected from any other experts
who will appedr for the Government i
Sincerely. . ! ; e
. Frep M. VINSON, Jr., -
i o Assistant Attorney General, .
i Criminal Division.

By HAroLD P. SHAPIRO,
Ohwf, Admmwtratwe Regulatwns Sectwn,

eyt SEPTEMBER 20 1968. ‘

Re Seyntex Laboratorles, Inc, FDC No 53222——Federa1 Food - Drug, and‘
Cosmetic Act. ; )

Mr DAvID Mv SATZ, Jr,
U.8. Attomey, TR ORI
Newark NJ. i

ME. SATz i ATHer recelving‘ yoﬁr letter’of May 21 1968 reeommendmg
.the ‘above-captioned matter :, R Wwitho i

letter from Mr.ﬁGood’rieh, ‘Assistant Geheral ‘Counsel; Food and Drug
- taking éxee{)tmub ‘to. your conclusio;xs and req g
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" Goodrich, your office,
,rr nged wﬁereby all "parties

could discuss theu‘ v&ew’s : 4 s

However, our efforts to arrange ﬁwch a’ meet ng have been to no avajl and
sirice’ the matter is -growing stals, ‘Wwe' bélieve it’ig’ appropnate to
copy. of Mr /Goodrich’s 1etter We understfnd fhat Mr. Go
Mr, Gottl _ “Mi ssaroughd f

the alleged
tions of the, advertising, prov1sions of the Act do not provide'a bas'ls for' prose-
cution, Insofa.r as our decision on the latter problem is concerned, the views set
forth in Mr. Goodrich’s letter have long been known to us and were thoroughly
consider:ed at the timeé we reached our conclusion. They, therefore, are not, in
our'view, so persuasive as to result in a change of our views.




