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in jts October issue is toshow the breadth of the November 1966 cam-
- paign containing the word “th in place of “a,” and you have copies of
the October 26, I believe, issues of Modern Medlome, you also have
copies. of the. N ovember. 1966 issues of. the American Journal of
Medicine, and Arthritis, and, Rheumatism magazine,: all of which are
the same. They. are just prints:of the same ad in different journals.

_.Senator Nersow. Did the. pag e 1nsert at any tune include. the

same phrasmg {‘the drug of cholee™? - ; P ; L
(cCreErY. No,sir;itdidmot. -

Senator Nrwsow. And the FDA: did @pprove the package 1nsert? So
at the same time that the package ingert is making a lesser claim, using
different. language, the company. is - running advertisements in the
Journal of the American Medical Association and other medical maga-
zines: clalmmg that Indoom was the: drug of chome in gout, is that
correct.?. ; . . y

Dr. MOCLEERY Correct ;

: Senator NELsoN. So-there. was no. questlon that the company knew
What the viewpoint of. FDA was as.to the requlrements for the:pack-
age: insert at' the time they: were,, runmng these. ads in the medlcal
journals. o , A :

- Dr. MCCLEERY I should: say not :

/The so-called A ads that we have been. dlsc;ussmg pears as iden-
tical advertlsements in the J ournal of the American Medical Associa-
tion in many issues, but also in issues.of J uly 4 and August 15. And these
were found to be featuring under the major headline the. theme that
the drug “extends the margin. of safety in the long- term management
of arthritic disorders.” At the same time

. Senator Nersox. Where are you, Doetor Boos e

-Dr. McCrezry. The middle of page 3. e

Senator NeLson. Please proceed, .

Dr. McCrerry. At the same tune, the Oﬂice of Marketed Drugs,
under Dr. Jennings, who appeared yesterday, was negotiating with
Merck for changes in the package labeling to emphasize newly recog-
nized hazards that had emerged during the first year of chmcal experi-
ence since original approval of the drug. -

The JAMA ads in July 4 and August_ 15, 1966, issues were analyzed
and found: to be defective, in our oplmon, in several respects. I am
going to mention only a few of them. I would not want you to believe
we have exhausted our objections by what I point out today. -

Senator Nurson, This is- now in what edition of JAMA ¢ :

Dr. MoCrrery. The July 18 issue that you have in front of you.

Senator NELsoN. That is the one you are going to discuss now ?

Dr. McCrexry. Yes, sir. I would like first to mention generally the
major defects of the ad in our view, and then will be more specific re-
garding the details of our objections to certain of the features of this
and of a later ad which appeared among others in the November 1966
issue of the American Journal of Medicine.

The basic theme of greater long-term safety in the ads was not sup-
ported by the clinical experience.

Mr. Gorpox. You say “greater” ¢

Dr. McCreery. It is a kind of advertising technlque which has a
great deal of value because it says “greater” but does not specify
greater than what, and goesin the advertising world under the delight-




