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Was the informriiion which OR Wagner (Genentech) relayed to your 
onceming the number of giris with Ts using Nutmpin Depot and any ad*rse 
onditions, the same registry you had repeatedly ref&red to as a registfy 
3u could obtain this inkxmation from name& MCGS? 
+ Yes, I beliew the information came from the NCGS registiy. 

Was any explanation givlen, as to why the long d&ay for their response to 
3x pr8tious inquiries? 
“Ihere was no expianation fw the iong deiay. 1 am fairly certain that it just seemed like too much tiwbie to the iirsf two peopie i 
zquested this from. One was about to k?ar~ the company; the other simply supplied the number of cases of diabetes reported in 
irks with Tumefs (2) but did not supply the info by product nor the number of TUmer girls treated with Depot. 1 am not sure whether 
2s was laziness (because that was the imm8diately easy info to retrie\~e), honest misunderstand&g of my raquast, or ignorance 
f the a\raitabiiity of the specific info (because for most purposes of the registry the products are considwed interchangeabtej. i 
on’t think it wes intentionat withholding of info known to the people I talked to. 

hey reiayed lo me, from the onset, that no swh 
&mation was wilable. They had no way of knowing for what subgroups of 
mans the drugs were being prescribed f& The only way they would ha= any 
ntiedge for what a prescription was being USed fbr, was wh8R an a&m8 
x&ion occurred and a doctor informed the of the circumstances. 
n * is sort of true and sort of not true. The NCGS registry is funded by Genenteci~ but maintained by an indepedent 
or&ion. It is not a “comapny database“ in the sense that they they consider the info proprietary cofporate secrets. The 
timafy users Of th8 database are pieSCribing CkictorS (i.e., those who Submit the d&a). Thf most commwi uses oft&? database 
te related to responses to GH treatment; for instance, f might ask the NAGS whether any cnitdren with grwwth failure due to 
tllammatary bowel disease ha%? been treated with GH and how well they responded, or I might ask what awage mg dose is 
eing used in Turner girls in the 12-14 year o!d age range. 
fhe peopie you taiked to might ha* been iying to you of course, bui it seems more iiksly to me that the peopie who deai with 
atient and public complaints or inquiries are not the same people who are Lmiliar with the contents of the database and must be 
onstrained to a wry limited number of !egaliy appmwd anweTs to pea@% questions. CMy a limited number of Genentech 
mpioyees ha= acccess to the NAGS registry and many might not even know about it or what specifc in&s was coffected in in it. 
hey can claim that it is in fact not Gene&& info at aii since it is maintained by an independent corpomtion and most Genentech 
mployees have neither the knowledge of it nor access to it. 

rrn stiil following up on receiting a printout of alt adwse reactions 
3 Nutropin Depot reported to CDER. Am I correct in my recotk?ction of our 
omwsation regard@ Genentech, that DR Wagner stated to you that their had 
e8n on8 other reported case of Type? diabetes reported %om the use of GH, 
uf the GH was not the Nutropin fomwlation? 
That is my recollection also: two cases of type 1 diabetes in Turner girls, one on Depot (; )andoneoneitherNutmpinor 
‘r~trop~n. The database had records of66 T&v% girls treated with Depot, and hundreds of Turner girls treated with other GW 
roducts. Around the wodd thousands of Turn&r girls ha* hew treated with various GH products ow?r the tast 20 years. As you 
lay recognize, these numbers are not large enough to prow that the diabetes risk is not s@htfy increased by GH treatment, nor 
o they pro* that the risk of the dii products is the same. They simply pfuw that the va;st majority of Turner giils treated with 
ny GH product do not get diabetes during treatment. 

I%-:% again for your 
S 4we. 1; 1 
‘“You’r-8 welcome. 


