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13. “Por the 150 top 4rugs - by dollar volm-bwght
by DODs

. Which ﬂurucwtm muu supplied the in~
formation which was Lumnm into each
lpwulatim? . .

muehu!thonw gtvo thn umof phlr- .
saceutical conpanies who have been successful
bidders on DPSC contracts for each product eince
original specificsation was first written. Please

. give stock numbers, and established and trade
names of each product, :

14, Nusbder of mmmhmrowm%wtym?
L Nasber. of rm«atauvn hs W tlut tn-
. Spect drng fac!.u.tm ,

18, 1n the wot sevaral mﬂu l(r. !'-mbcro of thc mvsc
has publicized certain problems for which the Subcommittee
is very anxious to secure additional information. His
statement and our questions are as foum: ‘

(a) "The r-jweun rate on DOD plaue mmw
is 45 mmt and the rejection rate on pcmtnct
;mrd Mu inspections is 42 pormt. ¢

wmm you puu- qulai.n uactxy m th.n
ﬂmmu wcrc dori.ud? :

. (b) "Buud on -y mum oz am plauti. Lt 1-

‘my firs conviction that the primary problem lies in
the fact that many producers in the business today
are in gross violation of YDA's good wanufscturing
practices regulations. Those same firms are manu=
facturtng drugs ea a Mny balu. ; -

Will you please mpplya u) ttu names of m firms;
. (2) the Gates of the “gross violaticns® of FDA's =
* good nmfactnrinq wmi«- rmht!.onu (3) woro

"-3-




