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“COMPETITIVE ‘PROBLEMS IN THE: DRUG INDUSTRY

SOURCES OF / INFORMATION ABOUT SERPASIL

Ix;npomnt differences are observable between

the. prescnbers and non-prescribers of Serpasll
in’ their exposure to mformanon about the
product.

In the first place, the great majority of Ser-
pasil prescribers remembered having been
detailed on Serpasil, and all but ewo said that
thcy had received samples of the produc:. In
contrast, fewer than half of the non- prescnb-
ers were deuiled or received samples.
‘Serpasil - Nos-

e {snmim pnwn'bo_r: prescribers
Towl 3. 32 20
Serpasnldxscxmcd - L
by deml mcn -3 25 8
as sampls _ g A3 30 ] 9 g

Although “other prescribers” of “Sery

"most often report that detail men led them’
to_make their mmal prescriptions, d1e in--

ternists credit professional sources for theirs.

“Where did you happen to get the infor-
mation about: Serpasnl whxch led you to
prescnbe lt?" R

Otber
Insernists® prescribers
Total .3 32
"jnmumen S =15
Papers, articlesin. . . .
,onmals 1 10
National -

e conyenuons A ) 3
County mectmgs - 3
Direct mail - 2
Journal advertising”  — 1
Staff meetings -~ 1
Other sources - 4

(some physicians named ‘more than one.
source of information) ’

Two of the internists were among the wly pre-
scribers of Serpasil. o
’Accoumed for: .57 ‘pet ‘cent of prescnpuous written—

and 63 per cent of dollar volume for Serpa.ﬂl dunng
the prescription ‘audit periods.

“Can you tell me what month"yo“‘n:‘»ﬁrstv

prescribed Serpasil?”
e T Other
S - Internists . prescribers:
1953 ’ - 4
January-April 1954 2 4
~ May-August 1954 1 9
December 1954  — 7
8

January-April 1955 -



