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Research report exploring the ethical reputation of the Health Care sector including 31 major
companies and covering the Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 period with historical insights
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1. SUMMARY

Sector: Health Care

Companies: 31
Period: Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Data updated: 31.07.2009
Report released: 12.09.2009

Results
Positive news:

Negative news:
Volume of information:

Avg. EthicalQuote 31.07.2008:
Avg. EthicalQuote 31.07.2009:
Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 change

Trend
1341 Future Y
712 Present Y
2053 Past \
20
25
HD

Comparing the Ethical Ranking3if companies in theHealth Care sectccalculated from 01.01.2002
to 31.07.2009GlaxoSmithKlines leading (27 across 18 sectors and 541 companies), ahedgkistol
Myers Squibl{#34) andNovartis(#53), while Gilead Sciences Iifg515), Schering Plougf#478) and
Wyeth (#453) occupy the last positions.

Positive news (ethical offers) average

- 20

2685

26; 2%
26;2%
33; 2%
39;3%
41; 3%
49; 4%
61; 5%

62; 5%

65; 5%
65; 5%

75; 6%

147; 11%

77, 6%

= pPfizer
= GlaxoSmithKline
" Novartis
® Johnson & Johnson
® Sanofi aventis
= Bristol Myers Squibb
®Roche
® Merck & Co Inc
= Elj Lilly
= Baxter International
= Novo Nordisk
" Aetna
= UnitedHealth
= Astra Zeneca
= Boehringer Ingelheim
u Abbott
" Wyeth
= Schering Plough
= Medtronic
= Amgen
Becton-Dickinson
® WellPoint
CIGNA Corp
Genentech
Daiichi Sankyo

142; 11%

96; 7%

94, 7%

83; 6%

Boston Scientific
Gilead Sciences Inc
Zimmer Holding
Astellas Pharma
Takeda

Medco Health Solutions I

Negative news (ethical demands) average

12;2% 12;2%

25;4%

30; 4%

45; 6%

= Pfizer

= GlaxoSmithKline

= Merck& Co Inc
=EliLilly

= Sanofi aventis

® Johnson & Johnson
= Wyeth

= Novartis

129; 18%

= Astra Zeneca,

= Medtronic

= Schering Plough

= Roche

= UnitedHealth

= Bristol Myers Squibb

= Aetna

= CIGNA Corp

= Amgen

= Novo Nordisk

= Abbott

= Baxter International
WellPoint

= Genentech
Boehringer Ingelheim
Boston Scientific
Zimmer Holding
Gilead Sciences Inc
Medco Health Solutions Inc.
Astellas Pharma.
Becton-Dickinson
Takeda
Daiichi Sankyo

75;11%

49;7%

48; 7%

Last year major positive issues regarding tHealth Care sectohave been:Diseases program
partnership Foundations initiative; Leadershipand CSR awardsMajor negative issuesProduct
brand Legal issuediseases]ob cuts/creationsManufacture job; Job cuts/creationeind Marketing
practices The most active criteria are shown below:

Health Care sector: Most active criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
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2. MAIN FINDINGS
Findings

Comparing the EthicalQuote scores of 18 sectors in2@2- 2009 (uly time frame,the
Health Caresector is ranked in8" place, ahead ofindustrial Goods & Servicesvhile
Technology Hardware and Automobiles & Parts are first.

The Health Care sectoexperienced amitigated periodfrom August 2008 to July 200¢
reaching thel 2" rank among 18 sectors.

Except for Oil & Gas armghsic Resourceall sectorsregistered a majority of positive news i
the Aug 2008 Jul 200%eriod. Health Careshows the8th amount of positives and theth
of negatives.

Last year thédealth Care sectdrasslightly dereased its share of negativaad positives

Compared to the 18 sectorsjealth Carepresent relatively more positive news in criter
groups D. Institutional Impagctand less irC. Impact of ProducB. Impact of Productioand
A. Working Conditions

Compared to the 18 sectorsjealth Carepresent sensiblymore negativenews in criteria
groupC. Impact of Producand less irB. Impact of Productioand A. Working Conditions

Compared to the 18 sectorsjealth Carereceive relatively morgositive hewson criteria
37. SocialSponsorship30. Socially Innovative Prody@8. Product Social Utilifyand less on
criteria 33. Eco Innovative Produc6. Environmental Impacbf Production 32. Waste
Management Looking anegative news Health Caréhave marked more points on criteri
27. Product HumarRisk 34. Information to Consumers35. Pricing/ Needs and less on
criteria 26. Environmental Impact of Productipa. Labour Standards2. Wages Product
human Risk shows ®ery large supplement of negatives

Compared to the 18 sectorsjealth Carereceive relatively more positive news from tr
following source groupsEnterprise affiliate Enterprise headquarterPress and less from:
Specialised presdndividual National NGO Looking at negative newsjealth Carehave
received more criticisms and demands fromdividual(blogs) Consultant OEGIEnterprise
affiliate, and less fromPress Specialised pres&nterprise headquarteThe supplement of
blogs within negatives is impressing

Health Caregets more news items frorNorth Americaand less fromEuropeand other
regions.

Covalence Ethical Ranking fdt @mpanies in theHealth Caresector, with data spanning
the 2002- 2009 (J) period GlaxoSmithKlines leading (7 across 18 sectors and 54
companies), ahead dristol Myers Squibl(#34) and Novartis(#53), while Gilead Science:
Inc(#515), Schering Ploug#478), andWyeth (#453) occupy the last positions.

Top producers of positive news Aug 2008- Jul 200%have beenPfizer GlaxoSmithKline
Novartisand Johnson & Johnsenvhile Pfizer GlaxoSmithKlineMerck & Co IncandEli Lilly
come first as for negative news.

Sanofi aventisPfizerand Bristol Myers Squiblexperienced the most significant increase
positives inAug 2008 Jul 200compared to the previous year, whikfizer Medtronic and
UnitedHealthincreased their negative news coverage the most.

Criteria showing the most positive news for tHealth Care sectan the Aug 2008 Jul 2009
period are:37. Social Sponsorshif4. Information to Consumey40. International Presence
30. Socially Innovative Prodycand 26. Environmental Impact of ProductiorCriteria
registering the most negative&7. Product Human Risk8. Downsizing34. Information to
Consumers38. Anticorruption Policyand 12. Economic Impact

Criteria groupB. Impact of Productiogathered the largest amounts of positive, while
Impact of Product registerthe most negativesD. Institutional Impacthas also a grea
amount of positive news together with the best positive/negative rati. Working
Conditiongomes with much smaller volumes.

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009

Page

11

12

13

14

15

16

21, 22

22

23

23



C ovalence Extract: Covalence Health Care Sector Report 2009

ol quotation system

Findings (following) Page
Within positive news criteria groupB. Impact of Productiorf+3%9 and D. Institutional
Impact (199 have gained importance over last year, at the expengg.dmpact of Product 24
499.
Criteria gaining weight within positive news last year have bddn:Joint Ventures 34.

Information to Consumeygtl. United Nations Poligyl. Labour Standardsind 37. Social 25
Sponsorship

Within negative news criteria groupB. Impact of Productior{(+9%9 and A. Working
Conditions(+4% more than twiceAug 2007- Jul 200824 O2y GNA O dzi A 2y

over last year, whil€. Impact of Produgt10% andD. Institutional Impac{-3%9 registered 26
relatively less points.

Criteria gaining weight within negative newasst yearwere: 18. Downsizing 12. Economic 27
Impact 1. LabourStandards2. Wagesand11. Joint Ventures

26. Environmental Impact of productiois less active than in other sectors. 29

Major positive issues & keywords registered for thealth Care sectdn the Aug 2008 Jul
2009 period were:Diseasesprogram partnership Foundationsinitiative; LeadershipCSR 30
awards disease Community Education

Major negative issues & keywords registered for Health Care sectdn the Aug 2008- Jul
2009 period were:Prodict brand Legal issuediseasesJob cuts/creationsManufacture 30
job; Job cuts/creationsMarketing practicesgovernment child issues

Hve among the most active issues are analyzed with more attention. Thes®iseases

Product brandsJob cuts / creation<limate changeandMarketing practices 30
There has been raising concerns regarding clinical trials in developing and emel 31
countries

Much due to a difficult economic climate this year, there has been a general trer 35
downsizing also in the health care sector.

Climate Change is a less important issue in the Health Care sector than in other sgirtc 37
terms of volume of information gathered.

The intersection of criteri&7. Product Human Risind 34. Information to Consumes
among the most explosivend reputation damagingThis area will continue to be very 39

active as some drug companies are extending presence in the consumer health and
the-counter (OTC) markets.

Press Specialised presand Individual (blogs) are the major producers of positive ne
namingHealth CareLooking at negative newByess Specialised presand Individual(blogs) 42
come in firstBlogs are a major generator of criticisms targetitige Health Care sector

North America has generated the most positives and negatives over last year, follow

Europe. 43

Within positives a news shift can be seen frolorth Americaand Asia- Pacificto Europe
andLatin AmericaAmong negative newkuropeand Latin Americéhave gained importance 44
recently.

Criteria presentindRisksare: 18. Downsizing27. Product Human RisB8. Anticorruption
Policy 45. Lobbying Practices

Criteria showindRisksand Opportunitiesare: 1. Labour Standard42. Economic Impact 3.
Social Impact23. IntellectualProperty Rights34. Information to Consumer85. Pricing / 70
Needs 40. Human Rights Policy

69

Criteria showingOpportunities are: 4. Training & Insertionl0. International Presenc¢d.l.
Joint Ventures 26. Environmental Impact of Productio28. ProductSocial Utility 30.
Socially Innovative ProducB7. Social Sponsorshigl. United Nations Policy3. Social
Stability

70

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 5
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3. FULL UNIVERSE

ETHICALQUOTE REPUTATION CURVE ACROSS SECTORS 2004-2009

EthicalQuote curves measure thethical reputation of multinational companies.The chart below
compares theaveragescore ofl8 sectorswith data spanning the last 5 years and calculation starting
in 2002

18 sectors: EthicalQuote 2002 - 2009 (Jul), average

100
Technology
e Automobiles & Parts
80 e Retall

== F00d & Beverages

e Utilities
60 === Personal & Household Goods
== Banks
Health Care
20 === |ndustrial Goods & Services

= Travel & Leisure
Chemicals

== Telecommunication

20 == Construction & Materials

=== Insurance

== Basic Resources

EthicalQuote: aggregated positive and negative news

0 - w—— Media
Q.L)>o E‘- .t % ] TS S — ] i 1
%,,“’0589&222-: 23 o% 9%55 Financial Services
=== 0il & Gas

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Looking at the2002- 2009 (Jultime frame, theHealth Care sectois ranked ing" place, ahead of
Industrial Goods & Serviceshile Technology Hardware and Automobiles & Parts are first.

ETHICALQUOTE ACROSS INDUSTRIES - LAST YEAR PROGRESS

b2gzr fSGQa t221 G oKIFG KFLIWSYSR 28SN) G6KS 1
of 18 sectors in théug 2008 Jul 200Period.

18 sectors: EthicalQuote Aug 2008 - Jul 2009, average, indexed to 31.07.2008

30 4

e Technology
25 - == F00d & Beverages
= Utilities

=== Automobiles & Parts
20 .
e Retalil

=== Telecommunication
15 - === Construction & Materials
== Personal & Household Goods
= Chemicals

10 1
== Travel & Leisure

=== |ndustrial Goods & Services
=== Health Care

=== nsurance

== Media
Financial Services
Oil & Gas

EthicalQuote: aggregated positive and negative news

-5 Basic Resources

Banks

-10 -
TheHealth Care sectoexperienced amitigated periodfrom August 2008 to July 200%eaching the
12" rank among 18 sectors.

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 6
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SECTORS IN BI-DIMENSIONAL SPACE

Below, the 18 sectors have been placed Huioiensional space according to the average quantity of
positive news (offers) on the vertical axis and to the average quantity of negative news (demands) on
the horizontal axis. Industries located in the redafeve a negative EthicalQuote score, whereas the
ones located in the green area have a positive EthicalQuote score.

18 sectors: average positive and negative news 2002 - 2009 (Jul)
400
350
300
250
200
150

100

Positive news (ethical offers)

50

Insurance

Firgan
0 100 200 300 400
Negative news (ethical demands)

A positive correlation can be observed between the two dimensions of the chart: positive and
negative news. To elaboratsgctorsreceiving the most positive news are generally also the ones
receiving the most negative news. We can therefore assume thatatdemands (i.e. stakeholder
issues, campaigns, expectations) stimulate offers (i.e. initiatives, reporting, communication);
companies that have been intensely criticized often do a variety of good to counterbalance the bad.

Historically theHealth Caresector has registered a positive balance of news, therefore being located
on the upperleft side of the chart.

The major issues that hadpositive effect of theHealth Care sect@¥a S G KA OF £  MBgLIdzi | GA2Y
2008- Jul 2009eriod were:Diseasesprogram partnershig Foundationsinitiative; LeadershipCSR
awards disease

On the negative side, major issues have beémwoduct brand Legal issuesDiseases Job
cuts/creations Manufacture job; Job cuts/creationsMarketing practices

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 7
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VOLUME OF INFORMATION ACROSS SECTORS

This report continues with a comparative look at the average volume of information collected

concerning the 18 sectors Covalence is systematically covering. In other words, which industries
ISYySNrdAy3a GKS Y2ad o0dzZ 17X NBIIFNRfSa2aABFOOFIKS (I KSNI (G KS
2009period?

18 sectors: average volume of information Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

20; 286 14E2B%
49;4%

51;4%

196;15%

B Automobiles & Parts
B Technology
¥ Industrial Goods & Services
® Food & Beverages
B Retail
¥ Oil & Gas
173;13% ™ Banks
B Personal & Household Goods
¥ Health Care
H Basic Resources
= Utilities
" Travel & Leisure
¥ Chemicals
H Telecommunication
Construction & Materials
¥ Insurance
94: 7% Media
Financial Services

52;4%

58;5%

62;5%

67,5%

94;7%
72,6%

75;6%

90; 7% 92, 7%

The above chart shows the average volume of information in each industry (the left term, in count)
with the percentage (right term in %). The average is obtained by dividing the volume of the industry
by the number of companies included in the indusffhe percentage terms represent the part of
each industry average to the overall averagealth Careshowsthe 9" volume of information.

POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE NEWS ACROSS SECTORS

The EthicalQuote system of data collection also makes it easy to compare data across sectors,
addressing questions such as: How are these sectors performing against one another? In other words,
what is the distribution of posite and negative news across sectors?

18 sectors: average positive and negative news Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

= Positive news (ethical offers) B Negative news (ethical demands)
140
120
100
80
60
40
20
0
@ @ & 2 0 £ £ @& £ & 2 o D > Q& & o @&
S FHF T F S S LI P EET Ty S
LA S Y 4 S £ N » Lo ¢ ¢ F &I
S L & & ¢ S @ P RN & & 9
& < & 3 & € ¥ ¥ ° ¥ g & ¥
S X3 F F & T o v )
& & © & @ $ ES S <&
S Q & & &8 & & & A
N N RS N & @
< & & &
St &
3
RS

Except for Oil & Gas arghsic Resourcesll sectorsregistered a majority of positive news in theig
2008 - Jul 2009period (scores indicated are an average: total news items gathered fosehtor,
divided by the number of companies coveredtlire sector). Health Careshows the8th amount of
positives and thedth of negatives.

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 8
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POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE NEWS ACROSS SECTORS

The following two charts descrilibe average amounts of positive news and negative news registered
within the 18 sectors. The third chart below expresses changes that have occurred last year in the
distribution of positive and negative news across the 18 sectors.

Positive news across 18 sectors (average) Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

27 30%03: 3% 131; 15% ® Automobiles & Parts
35 4% o rages Results that express thi
36 4% = Retail average positive performance
¥ Industrial Goods & Services HY
36: 4% ® personal & Household Goods Of SeCtors(pOSItlve news Only)
' = Utilties place theHealth Care sectdn
. = Health C: . .
20, 5% s 8" position, with 5% of total.
:gﬁg:ficals The leading four industrie
40; 5% " Travel & Leisure (Automobiles & Part,s
= Telecommunication
w4596 . - Basio Rosourcos Technolo.gyFood & Bevergges
’ Construction & Materials and Retai) together constitute
=) . . .
Mo 46%of all positive information
49; 6% 66, 8% Financial Services h d
o 59; 7% gathered.

Negative news across 18 sectors (average) Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

17; 305 WARA%
14; 3%’
15, 3%

66; 15% ® Automobiles & Parts

= Oil & Gas

= Technology

H Industrial Goods & Services
= Banks

= Basic Resources

® Food & Beverages

= Retail

" Health Care

H Personal & Household Gooc
¥ Travel & Leisure

Results that express the negati
performance of sectors (negativ
news only) place theHealth Care  23s%
sector in 9" position, with 5% of
the total. Automobiles & PartsOil  23:5%
& Gas Technology and Industrial

16; 4%

50; 11%

Goods & Servas gather the most ~ 2s:6% 46 110 " Chemicals
negative news. Combined, th - oecommunication
three industries constitute45% of 27, 6% Construction & Materials

™ Financial Services

all negative news found in thaug 35 8% I,
2008- Jul 2009eriod. 35; 8% Insurance

News across 18 sectors i changes last year Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 vs. Aug 2007 - Jul 2008

9% = Positive news (ethical offers) ® Negative news (ethical demands)
6% -
5% -
4% -
3% -
2% -
1% -
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Last year theHealth Care sectohas slightly dereased its share of negativemd positives Main
changes have occurred to Industr@bods & Servicegutomobiles & Partand Technology

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 9
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18 SECTORS: 4 GROUPS OF CRITERIA

The chart below shows the distribution of news among the four groups of criteria iAugeD08- Jul
2009period for the 18 sectors.

News across 18 sectors by groups of criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Positive news (ethical offers) ™ Negative news (ethical demands)

12000
10000
8000
6000
4000
- l . .
0
A.WORKING B.IMPACT OF C.IMPACT OF D.INSTITUTIONAL
CONDITIONS PRODUCTION PRODUCT IMPACT
(6 criteria) (20 criteria) (10 criteria) (9 criteria)

Criteria GroupC. Impact of Producshows the best positive / negative ratio, followed Iy
Institutional ImpactandB. Impact of Productigrwhile A. Working Condibnsis slightly negative

18 SECTORS: 45 CRITERIA

Sorting data by criteria allows us to take a closer look at the most pressing issues concerning the 18
sectors considered.

Positive and negative news across 18 sectors by criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Positive news (ethical offers) =® Negative news (ethical demands)
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©

Criteria showing the most positive news for the 18 sectors inAbhg 2008 Jul 2009eriod are:26.
Environmental Impact of Productior83. Eco InnovativeProduct 37. Social Sponsorghi 34.
Information b Consumersind 10. International PresenceCriteria registering the most negatives are:
18. Downsizing 26. Environmentalmpact of Productionl. Labour Standardsl2. Economic Impagt
and2. Wages

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 10
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HEALTH CARE VS. 18 SECTORS: GROUPS OF CRITERIA (POSITIVES)

The radar chart and table below compare the distribution of positive news among the four groups of
criteria forHealth Caravith that of the other sectors.

Health Care vs 18 sectors: news by criteria groups, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

A. WORKING
CONDITIONS
40%

O18sectors © Health Care

D.
INSTITUTIONAL E'R'g'gﬁg%gﬁ
IMPACT

C.IMPACT OF
PRODUCT

Compared to the 18 sectorsiealth Careresent relatively more positive news in criteria greup.
Institutional Impact and less inC. Impact of Pduct B. Impact of Productiomnd A. Working
Gonditions

Details are shown on page 13.

Criteria group (positives) Difference 18 sectors Health Care
A. WORKING CONDITIONS -1% 9% 9%
B. IMPACT OF PRODUCTION -4% 37% 33%
C. IMPACT OF PRODUCT -1% 37% 29%
D. INSTITUTIONAL IMPACT 11% 18% 29%

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 11
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HEALTH CARE VS 18 SECTORS: GROUPS OF CRITERIA (NEGATIVES)

The radar chart and table below compare the distribution of negative news among the four groups of
criteria forHealth Caravith that of the other sectors.

Health Care vs 18 sectors: news by criteria groups, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

A. WORKING
CONDITIONS

018 sectors ® Health Care

D.
B. IMPACT OF
INSTITUTIONAL
IMPACT PRODUCTION

C. IMPACT OF
PRODUCT

Compared to the 18 sectorgjealth Carepresentsensiblymore negativenews in criteria groupC.
Impact of Productand less inB. Impact of Productioand A. Working ConditionD. Institutional
Impactis on the benchmark with 15% of negative news distribution.

Details are shown on page 13.

Criteria group (negatives) Difference 18 sectors Health Care
A. WORKING CONDITIONS -12% 19% 7%
B. IMPACT OF PRODUCTION -13% 51% 38%
C. IMPACT OF PRODUCT 24% 15% 40%
D. INSTITUTIONAL IMPACT 0% 15% 15%

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 12
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HEALTH CARE VS 18 SECTORS: CRITERIA

The table below comparddealth Careand the 18 sectors along the 45 basic criteria.

Health Care vs 18 sectors by criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Positive news (ethical offers)  ® Negative news (ethical demands)
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A. WORKING B. IMPACT OF PRODUCTION C.IMPACT OF PRODUCT D.INSTITUTIONAL IMPACT
CONDITIONS

Compared to the 18 sectorsjealth Cargeceive relatively morgositive newson criteria37. Social
Sponsorsig, 30. Socially nnovative Produgt28. Product Social Utilityand less orcriteria 33. Eco
Innovative Producgt26. Environmental Impacbf Production 32. Waste ManagementLooking at
negative news Health Carehave marked more points on criterid7. Product HumanRisk 34.
Information to Consumers35. Pricing/ Needs and less on criteri26. Environmental Impact of
Production 1. Labour Standard2. Wages Product human Risk shows ery large supplement of
negatives

18 SECTORS: SOURCE GROUPS

The chartbelow describes the distribution of news within source groups for the 18 sectors.

18 sectors: news by source groups, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Positive news (ethical offers) B Negative news (ethical demands)
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Major source groups generating positive news Specialised pregd1306 40%), Presg10266 36%),
and Individual (blogs)2617, 999. Major groups producing negative news dpeess(7406 51%,
Specialised preg8714 26%), andindividual (blogsj1633 11%.
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HEALTH CARE VS. 18 SECTORS: SOURCE GROUPS

The next chart comparddealth Careand the group of 18 sectors regarding the distribution of news
within source groups.

Health Care vs 18 sectors: news by sources groups, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

10% Positive news (ethical offers) m Negative news (ethical demands)
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Compared to the 18 sectorgjealth Carereceive relatively more positive news from the following
source groupsEnterprise affiliate Enterprise headquarterPress and less fromSpecialised press
Individual National NGOLooking at negative newsklealth Caréhave received more criticisms and
demands from:Individual (blogs) Consultant OECDEnterprise affiliate and less from:Press
Specialised presg&nterprise headquarteThe supplemenbf blogs within negatives is impressing

18 SECTORS: REGIONS OF SOURCE
It is important to examine and understand the distribution of positive and negative news within
NBIAz2ya 2F az2dz2NOSa NBIFNRAy3I (GKS wmy aSohthe Na O2yaai
country in which information sources are based.
18 sectors: news by sources regions, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
Positive news (ethical offers) B Negative news (ethical demands)

25000
20000
15000

10000
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0 — | L]

Africa Asia - Pacific Europe Latin America North America

In terms of volume of information, North America and Europe have generated the most news over
the past twelve months. While both have equal amounts of negatives, North America registered the
highest amount of positive news by far. All regions show faveragiasitive/negative ratios; the
gSE1Sad Aa 9dz2NRPLISQAD
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HEALTH CARE VS 18 SECTORS: REGIONS OF SOURCE

The radar and table below compaigealth Carewith the group of 18 sectors in regards to the
distribution of news within regions of sources.

Health Care vs 18 sectors: news by source regions, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

eouﬁ\fﬂca Africa u Health Care 018 sect
dh Health Care 018 sectors 60% ealth Care sectors

~_ Asia- Latin ~Asia-
/] Pacific

Latin .
 Pacific America \

America |
North A’r\‘n%rrtir(]:a Europe
America Europe

Region Difference 18 sectors Health Care
Latin America 0% -3% 5% 5% 5% 3%
Africa -1% -2% 2% 2% 1% 1%
Asia - Pacific -4% -2% 8% 7% 5% 5%
Europe -2% -13% 34% 45% 31% 32%
North America 7% 19% 51% 40% 57% 60%

Compared to the 18 sectoidealth Careshow relatively more positive news iNorth America and

less in all other regions; the sector receives much less negative coverage from Europe compared to
the 18 sectors benchmark. Considering negative néfeslth Caregets much more news frormNorth
Americaand less fronEuropeand other regions.

The concentration of negative news distribution in North America (60% vs. 40% for the benchmark,
incl. Health Care!) expresses the importance of the subject and the pressures that weight on the
healthsystem, especially in the USA.
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4. HEALTH CARE SECTOR ANALYSIS

COVALENCE ETHICAL RANKING

The table below presents Covalence Ethical Rankingifaompanies in théHealth Care sectomith

data spanning the2002 - 2009 (Jul)period. The ranking combine the EthicalQuote (measure of

popularity) and the scorecalculated in each criteria group (measure of diversified performance). The
NIFYy{Ay3 Aa OFftOdzZ I 6SR dzaAy3a /201 fSy0SQa O02YLX SGS dzy

On31.07.2009GlaxoSmithKlinés leading (27 across 18 sectors and 541 companies), ahedristol
Myers Squibk{#34) andNovartis(#53), while Gilead Sciences I1{#515), Schering Ploug#478), and
Wyeth (#453) occupy the last positions.

Covalence Ethical Ranking Covalence Ethical

across sectors Ranking in sector Company
27 1 GlaxoSmithKline
34 2 Bristol Myers Squibb
53 3 Novartis
62 4 Roche
70 5 Abbott
71 6 Boehringer Ingelheim
76 7 Johnson & Johnson
85 8 Astra Zeneca
98 9 Novo Nordisk
104 10 UnitedHealth
127 11 Baxter International
137 12 Aetna
142 13 Eli Lilly
143 14 Sanofi aventis
175 15 Pfizer
228 16 Becton-Dickinson
229 17 Merck & Co Inc
234 18 Takeda
293 19 Daiichi Sankyo
294 20 WellPoint
315 21 Medco Health Solutions Inc.
317 22 CIGNA Corp
329 23 Genentech
336 24 Boston Scientific
344 25 Amgen
423 26 Medtronic
424 27 Zimmer Holding
433 28 Astellas Pharma
453 29 Wyeth
478 30 Schering Plough
515 31 Gilead Sciences Inc
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From 2009 on Covalence Rankings combine the EthicalQuote (measure of popularity) and the scores

calculated in each criteria group (measure of diversified perémce).

N}FY1Ay3 Aa

¢ KS

0c- L5 EFF SiF k- Z15 g £BF 5- 00g 0 L6F i U] s3aUsRE pEIID 105 LE 515
18 FEF LIE 258 b 925 fiy l6¥ [ gl ¥ S5 | 5k yfinol4 Bulayas Siv 0E BiF
6F1 LIE SFE 208 4 BES L 8LE E 02z 4 925 | B8 L 5% [ £5F
0% 5 LBE v 0 249t i 0o¥ 0 958 0 LI E EULELS SE|I2}EY LEF 8 EEF
aF 05¥ L3E Z3F iy FEE Z 21E E FSE 0 Z0F E Buipjoy Jswwiz 9ZF Iz ¥ZF
£ I 0.LE 805 L £t i 05¥ [ 291 i ZEF 4 Juonpsp a9y 9z £ZF
- FFE 62E 162 E L6E Z 2FF L= Ll E ZFE L] ualwy EFE ST FFE
0L 6ZC SIE 9zZ S 9/t £ ZZ¥ 0 ¥EZ L BEL ] QU5 uojEog FEE L4 9t
Ll 0zt 0LE 9% L= LEE ¥ L0Z 6 0¥z L LEE L] yaajuauan 62E (4 6ZE
L et EZE 51 L e £ LLE £ Zrv iy 182 | ¥l d100 wHDID gLE ZZ LIE
Sl S0E Z0E 0% Z 02t Z 182 9 652 3 0zt LI |suoinos yyeay oap3p ELE 1z SIE
L 262 66 I¥Z S il 0 52 L] €02 Z €82 | ¥l uodiEan 962 0z L
0l 28T S6E LIZ ¥ LIE 5 o8 5 ZZE 0 262 | Fl 0AUES |Y2B] £62 Gl £62
¥l SZZ GSE Sll 6 €Lz l 192 S FOE 0 BEZ L2 Epayel ZEZ a1 ¥EZ
LE Siz 6FC [44 £9 2E5 e FEE 0 ZF ElS o¥z | 0E AU 07 g 23 LEZ Ll 62
L S0E 14 0iZ ¥ o3z 9 9tz l €91 E 6¥2 | OE UosUNIIg-Uoag 1ZZ 91 9z
£L SEl 06l Gl g9 0#5 55 691 ek L€ e 202 | 8E 1221d il Els SLl
S 291 602 oF 6E 05 9t 96E 0 LOE 0 2L it} SUSAE JOUBS SFl ¥l £Fl
gt 8zl 515 L4 ES 585 FE- ¥5 L4 o8 0l ol 34 A3 SFl t Zrl
02 S5 05l Fll 21 £lZ Ll ¥l Zlk 28 I 5Ll 2L Bl SEL Zl LEL
¥l- gl 061 9 62 125 [ o8 F 6 I ZZl Eq |BUQRELISIU| Japeg (4] Ll IZ)
£le 3 S8 251 Zl 152 I Z51 ElS FeF 5- ¥l | L2 YHEaHpapUn 201 0L F0L
oF 9 8zl LZ1 Sk 551 Lk i ¥E L5l ¥ 34 Eq YSIpJoN oroN 66 6 26
05 19 E0L Z5 g€ 81 £Z [1:1) Ll L ¥l LLL 0L EJ3Ua7 BAEY a2 2 S8
L 6 gl It €5 0Es £ Z 8L 6 EE 69 £k ugsuyor g uosuyar 18 I3 aL
oF 25 56 02 Lz Zhl 4 0gl ¥l 8T 2 25 2 wizyabu Jabuuysog Sl 9 LL
2t 95 96 0e Z5 902 Zl acl gL Ll [ 8 62 Hoaqy Sl S 0L
oF ZF 6L ZF SF ¥l 6l 19 2L 25 Ll 28 96 320y il ¥ 9
Sl 6F 6 Ll Sl €l 9 £81 Zl ool 1 9 2Ll SIHEAON 595 £ £5
€2 [ 15 (4 £9 a2 0F 6 FE GE ElS 15 LEL gqinks siad) j0jsug S'6E Z FE
0t Bl 05 L a8 Z2 5 18 LE iz €2 6F gl SUHYILIS0XEE ¥E 3 Iz

JUEY S10}02%

. wedu .| 12npoud Jo . LLELAEL | suompuog| juey =dnoig - FI0I08

ONTIENUIT juey | sfessny a|1evannusy 2 a J0 v ajonn u Buruey
i i 1oedw| 3 i Burpopn | 21007 Auedwoy PUE jUBY Buryuey
/sdnoig Hig| sdnoig|  sdnoug| juey a| yuey jUEH| joedw) g| juey 1B21413 |83
dnoss o3 dnoug o3 dnois o3 dnoug o3 {13 210NTIEIY a0Us(EACY 182143
afelany JIUBEADD

17

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009



C ovalence Covalence Health Care Sector Report 2009

Ethiceol quotation system

ETHICALQUOTE REPUTATION CURVE 2002 - 2009 (JUL)

The chart and table below compare the EthicalQuote reputation scor84 cbmpanies in thédealth
Caresector, with data spanning the last 5 years and calculation starting in 2002. EthicalQuote serves
as a base for the calculation of Covalence Ethical Rankings.3103v.2009 Leaders are
GlaxoSmithKlineBristol Myers Squibband Novartis while Wyeth, Schering Ploughand Gilead
Sciences Inare last.

Health Care sector: EthicalQuote reputation curve 2002 - 2009 (Jul)
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EthicalQuote: aggregated positive and negative news items
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%il Ozasgg$&h2~g§szagggga*;ggﬁsgg%gah;g% OZQGB%%E% ggﬁ;agi%agg%ﬁg Igé_;’ gﬁg;r((i)gi(:(:iences Inc
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 az/letﬂng Plough
EthicalQuote EthicalQuote EthicalQuote )
Rank Company 31.07.2009 31.07.2008 Difference
1 GlaxoSmithKline 137 115 22
2 Bristol Myers Squibb 131 108 23
3 Novartis 128 93 35
4 Johnson & Johnson 114 100 14
5 Roche 96 77 19
6 Abbott 89 101 -12
7 Boehringer Ingelheim 84 76 8
8 Astra Zeneca 70 77 -7
9 Novo Nordisk 63 35 28
10 Baxter International 63 33 30
11 Sanofi aventis 61 48 13
12 Eli Lilly 43 45 -3
13 Aetna 37 24 13
14 UnitedHealth 29 11 18
15 Pfizer 27 23 4
16 Takeda 21 24 -2
17 Merck & Co Inc 21 14 6
18 Becton-Dickinson 20 10 11
19 WellPoint 16 13 3
20 Daiichi Sankyo 14 6 8
21 CIGNA Corp 13 16 -3
22 Medco Health Solutions Inc 11 5 6
23 Genentech 9 10 -1
24 Boston Scientific 9 6 3
25 Amgen 9 5 3
26 Zimmer Holding 3 2 1
27 Astellas Pharma 3 1 2
28 Medtronic 1 5 -4
29 Gilead Sciences Inc -7 -13 6
30 Schering Plough -15 -17 3
31 Wyeth -39 -44 5
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COMPANIES IN BI-DIMENSIONAL SPACE i HISTORY

Below, companies have been placed in aibensional space according to the quantity of positive
news (offers), on the vertical axis and to the quantity of negative news (demands) on the horizontal
axis. The cért represents raw quantity of news items without applying the erosion factor and ethical
rate. This chart covers full histor002- 2009 (Jul)

Health Care sector: positive and negative news, 2002 - 2009 (Jul)
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A positive correlation can be observed bewteen the two dimensions of the chart: positive and
negative news (see comment page 1€¥izer Merck & Co Incand Amgen showing balanced
amounts of news, perfectly illustrate this frequently observed correlation.

GlaxoSmithKlineBristol Myers Squibtand Johnson & Johnsomanage to show a strong majority of
positives, whilaNVyeth, Schering Plougtand Gilead Sciences lewolve in the red zone.
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HEALTH CARE SECTOR: AUG 2008 - JUL 2009 ANALYSIS
COMPANIES IN BI-DIMENSIONAL SPACE

Below, companies have been placed in aibensional space according to the quantity of pesiti
news (offers), on the vertical axis and to the quantity of negative news (demands) on the horizontal
axis. This chart covers last year oftyg 2008 Jul 2@9).

Health Care sector: positive and negative news, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
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Top producers of positive news Aug 2008 Jul 200%have beerPfizer GlaxoSmithKlineNovartisand
Jomson & Johnsonwhile Pfizer GlaxoSmithKlineMerck & Co Incand Eli Lillycome first as for
negative news.

Following the left frontier, we can clearly identify the best companies on the period; betfpiwe
have Novo Nordisk, Baxter, BMS, Roche, Novartis, Johnson & JohnsBtaar&mithKline
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VOLUME OF INFORMATION

This report continues with a survey of the volume of information collected orHibalth Care sector
over last yearAug 2008 Jul 2009.

Health Care sector: volume of information, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009, total 2053 news
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The above chart shows the volume of information of each company (the left term, in count) with the
percentage (right term in %). The percentage terms represent the part of each company to the overall
amount of news for the period observeRfizershows the highest volume of information, followed by
GlaxoSmithKlineJohnson & Johnsgrsanofi Aentis and Novartis Together these five companies
represent43%of all information gathered on thelealth Care sectdn the Aug 2008 Jul 2009eriod.

POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE NEWS

Examining the comparative distribution of positive and negative news atteakh Care

Health Care sector: positive and negative news by companies, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

= Positive news (ethical offers) B Negative news (ethical demands)
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Top producers of positive news Aug 2@8 - Jul 200have beerPfizer GlaxoSmithKlineNovartisand
Johnson & Johnsgnwhile Pfizer GlaxoSmithKlineMerck & Co Incand Eli Lillycome first as for
negative news.
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POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE NEWS

The following two charts describe positive and negative news respectively, registered regarding the
Health Care sectdast year. The third chart below expresses changes that have occurred last year in
the distribution of positive and negative news within teectorcompared to the previous year.

Health Care sector: positive news, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009, total 1341
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Health Care sector: negative news, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009, total 712
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These four comanies together 25:4% 29: 7% = Bovtor mternatonal
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Health Care: Changes in hews weight - Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 vs Aug 2007 - Jul 2008
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Sanofi aventisPfizerand Bristol Myers Squiblexperienced the most significant increase of positi
in Aug 2008- Jul 2009compared to the previous year, whilefizer Medtronic and UnitedHealth
increased their negative nevedverage the most.
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45 CRITERIA
Sorting data by criteria allows for a closer look at the most pressing areas concernidgatie Care
sector.

Health Care sector: positive and negative news by 45 criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Positive news (ethical offers) m Negative news (ethical demands)
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A. WORKING B. IMPACT OF PRODUCTION C.IMPACT OF PRODUCT  D.INSTITUTIONAL IMPACT

CONDITIONS
Criteria showing the most positive news for thiealth Care sectan the Aug 2008- Jul 200%eriod
are: 37. Social Sponsorshi@4. Information to ConsumeyslO. International Presenge30. Socially
Innovative Produgtand 26. Environmental Impact of Prodiien. Criteria registering the most
negatives27. ProductHuman Riskl8. Downsizing34. Information to Consumeyr88. Anticorruption
Policy and 12. Economic ImpactThese criteria and ten more- are analyzed in the Criteria & Issues
Details section (pagek’ to 66).

4 GROUPS OF CRITERIA

The chart below shows the distribution of news among the four groups of criteria fad¢ladth Care
sector.

Health Care sector: news according to 4 groups of criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

Positive news (ethical offers) ® Negative news (ethical demands)

250

200

150

100

: C
; m

A. WORKING B. IMPACT OF C. IMPACT OF D. INSTITUTIONAL
CONDITIONS PRODUCTION PRODUCT IMPACT
(6 criteria) (20 criteria) (10 criteria) (9 criteria)

Criteria groupB. Impact of Productiogathered the largest amounts of positive, while C. datpof
Product registershe most negativesD. Institutional Impacthas also a great amount of positive news
together with the best positive/negative raticd. Working Conditiongomes with much smaller
volumes.
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RECENT CHANGES WITHIN CRITERIA GROUPS T POSITIVES

The chart below shows changes in the distribution of positive news among the four groups of criteria
over last year for thélealth Caresector.

Health Care sector: changes in criteria groups Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 vs Aug 2007 - Jul 2008

A. WORKING
CONDITIONS
35%

O Aug 2007 - Jul 2008
Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

D.
INSTITUTIONAL
IMPACT PRODUCTION
C.IMPACT OF
PRODUCT

Within positive news criteria groupB. Impact of Productiof+3%) andD. Institutional Impac(1%
have gained importance over last year, at the expenge.dfnpact of Produgt4%9.

Criteria and Issues corresponding to the changes within criteria groups are presented on the next
page.

Criteria group (positive news) Change Aug 2007 - Jul 2008 Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
A. WORKING CONDITIONS 0% 8% 9%

B. IMPACT OF PRODUCTION 3% 30% 33%

C. IMPACT OF PRODUCT -4% 34% 29%

D. INSTITUTIONAL IMPACT 1% 28% 29%
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EVOLUTION OF CRITERIA WEIGHT WITHIN POSITIVE NEWS

The chart below shows criteria that have gained or lost importance during last year fotethith
Care sectowithin positive news.

Health Care sector: changes within positive news last year (Aug 2008 - Jul 2009)

0 Aug 2007 - Jul 2008
Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

11 Joint Ventures
20%

18%
28 Product Social Utility 34 Information to Consumers

16%
14%
12%
10%
35 Pricing / Needs / , & 41 United Nations Policy

39 Humanitarian Policy 1 Labour Standards

30 Socially Innovative Product 37 Social Sponsorship

23 Intellectual Property Rights

Criteria gaining weight within positive news last year have b&&njoint Ventures34. Information to
Consumersl. United Nations Poligyl. Labour Standardand 37. Social Sponsorship

Major positive issues & keywords registered for tHealth Care sectoin the Aug 2008- Jul 2009
period were: Diseases program partnershig Foundations initiative; Leadership CSR awargs
disease Community Education

id Criteria Change  Aug 2007 - Jul 2008 Aug 2008 - Jul 200
11 Joint Ventures 4% 2% 6%
34 Information to Consumers 3% 8% 11%
41 United Nations Policy 3% 1% 4%
1 Labour Standards 2% 3% 5%
37 Social Sponsorship 1% 17% 19%
23 Intellectual Property Righ -2% 4% 2%
30 Socially Innovative Prodt -2% 10% 8%
39 Humanitarian Policy -2% 4% 1%
35 Pricing / Needs -2% 4% 2%
28 Product Social Utility -3% 9% 6%
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RECENT CHANGES WITHIN CRITERIA GROUPS i NEGATIVES

The chart below shows changes in the distribution of negative news among the four groups of criteria
over last year for thélealth Care sector

Health Care sector: changes in criteria groups Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 vs Aug 2007 - Jul 2008

A. WORKING
CONDITIONS
50%
4 O Aug 2007 - Jul 2008
40 = Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
3
30%
2
20%
1
10%

D.
INSTITUTIONAL
IMPACT

B. IMPACT OF

‘\ ‘ PRODUCTION
\
4

C. IMPACT OF
PRODUCT

Within negative news criteria grou. Impact of Productio(t9% andA. Working Condition§4%
more than twiceAug 2007-Jul 200824 O2 Yy i NA 6 dziA2y 0 I Ay SRC.AMpacR NIi I y OS
of Product(-10%9 andD. Institutional Impac{-3%9 registered relatively less points.

Criteria and Issues corresponding to the changes within criteria groups are presented on the next
page.

Criteria group (negative news) Change Aug 2007 - Jul 2008 Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
A. WORKING CONDITIONS 4% 3% 7%
B. IMPACT OF PRODUCTION 9% 29% 38%
C. IMPACT OF PRODUCT -10% 49% 40%
D. INSTITUTIONAL IMPACT -3% 18% 15%
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EVOLUTION OF CRITERIA WEIGHT WITHIN NEGATIVE NEWS

The following chart highlights criteria that have gained or lost importance during last year for the
Health Care sectawithin negative news.

Health Care sector: changes within negative news last year (Aug 2008 - Jul 2009)

O Aug 2007 - Jul 2008

18 Downsizing = Aug 2008 - Jul 2009

30%

23 Intellectual Property 12 Economic Impact

27 Product Human
Risk

1 Labour Standards

2 Wages

38 Anticorruption

- 11 Joint Ventures
Policy

45 Lobbying Practices

Criteria gaining weight within negative nevest yearwere: 18. Downsizing12. Economic Impagtl.
LabourStandards2. Wagesand 11. Joint Ventures

Major negative issues & keywords registered for thealth Care secton the Aug 2008- Jul 2009
period were: Product brandg Legal issuesDiseases Job cuts/creations Manufacture job; Job
cuts/creations Marketing practicesgovernment child issues

id Criteria Change Aug 2007 - Jul 2008 Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
18 Downsizing 11% 11% 22%
12  Economic Impact 4% 1% 5%
1 Labour Standards 3% 1% 4%
2 Wages 2% 0% 3%
11  Joint Ventures 2% 0% 2%
45 Lobbying Practices -2% 5% 3%
38 Anticorruption Policy -2% 9% 7%
27 Product Human Risk -4% 26% 22%
35 Pricing / Needs -6% 9% 3%
23 Intellectual Property Rights -9% 11% 2%
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CRITERIA IN BI-DIMENSIONAL SPACE T HISTORY

The criteria below are located in a-#imensional space according to the quantity of positive and
negative news gathered on th¢ealth Care sectdrom in the2002- 2009 (Julperiod.

Health Care sector: criteria in bi-dimensional space 2002 - 2009 (Jul)
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Negative news (ethical demands)

The following criteria show similar amounts of positive and of negative n8stnformation to
Consumers35. Pricing / Needsand 40. Human Rights Policyhe correlation between positive and
negative news could indicate that companies are gj\ulirect responsedo ethical demands and
criticisms on these matters.

On criteria 27. Product Human Risk 18. Downsizing 23. Intellectual Property Rights 38.
AnticorruptionPolicy and 45. Lobbying Practicds O2 YLJ yA S&a KIF @Sy Qi o6SSy
with positive news. Historically, these criteria have carried the toughest ethical challenges for the
Health Care sector

Criteria 37. Social Sponsorshig8. Product Social Utility30. Socially Innovative Prodyct3. Social
Impact 26. Environmental Impact of Productioand 10. International Presenc@resent alarge
amount of positive newscompared to the ngatives Here we can suppose that autonomous,
proactive action is taken by companies. Data gatheredenrthese criteria can also be considered as
indirect responsegiven by companies to ethical challenges coded under different criteria.
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CRITERIA IN BI-DIMENSIONAL SPACE i LAST YEAR
The criteria below are located in-imensional space according to the quantity of positive news

on the vertical axis and the quantity of negative newson the horizontal axis, registered diealth
CareduringAug 2008 Jul 2009

Health Care sector: criteria in bi-dimensional space Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
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Negative news (ethical demands)

Criteria 18. Downsizing 27 Product Human risk&nd 34. Information to Consunrs are the largest
contributors of negatives news. Less voluminous, we 86dPricing/Needs, 23.Intellecutal Property
Rightsand45. Lobbying Practices

Among best contributors to positiveoverage,37. Social Sponsorshgmmes on top Way behind
appear30. Socially Innovative Product,.1fternational Presencand 26. Environmental Impact of
production usual contributors26. Environmental Impact of productiors less active than in other
sectors.

© Covalence SA 05.10.2009 29



C ovalence Covalence Health Care Sector Report 2009

Ethical quotation system

ISSUES

This section looks at issuasid keywords foundegardingHealth Cardan the Aug 2008- Jul 2009
period. The data has been mined to identify relevant keywords (words appearing in news items) and
issues (pralefined categories createdith groups of keywords).

MAJOR ISSUES AND KEYWORDS

The chart below highlights the frequencies of issard keywordswithin positiveand negativenews
in counts.

Health Care sector: Issues across criteria, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009
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In the following pages five among the most active issues are analyzed with more attention. These are:
DiseasesProduct brandsJob cuts / creation<Llimate changeandMarketing practices
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DISEASES

The charts below express the frequency of $s8ues and keywords registered regardiigeasesas
well asquantities of news items by Countries of action, by Companies, and a historical perspective.

Diseases: issues & keywords Countries of action

Diseases: Companies, Aug 2008 - Jul 2009 History 2004 - 2009 (Jul)

Best scorers wer&laxoSmithKlineBMS (strong on HIV/aids) and Novo Nordisk. Negative quotes are n
related toLINR RdzOi o N} yRa o6y SE(G A&a&adzS Wt NPRdzOG o0NI yR&
trial and Eli Lilly who illegally marketed its blockbuster antipsychotic drug Zyprexa.

HIV/AIDS drugs and cancer vaccines both gained a fair sharewti@t, both on the research and developmel
front. While Gilead Sciences Inc. will be having their AIDS drugs tested to see if they can work to prevent
people from contracting HIV infections, Merck and GlaxoSmithKline have strived to estatriastket for their
new HPV/cervical cancer vaccines, pricing of the triple dosis vaccine has been criticized along with the ac
awareness campaign.

GlaxoSmithKlinés taking steps to deliver on its promise to make patented medicines more affordatlaelp
to improve medical care in the developing world. To help alleviate the tremendous problem of acci
treatment against Malaria, Novartis provides Coartem treatments for public sector use in Africa without prc

There has been raising concermsgarding clinical trials in developing and emerging countriesich as Indie
which isbecoringi KS @2 NI RQa f SIRAy3a RSadAylriAzy F2N Of
Alliance, GlaxoSmithKline and Johnson & Johnson are most actesting new drugs in India, each conductil
22 trials over the past year.
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