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From: Brook Jackson <brookjackson04@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 12:08 AM
To: firm.com>
Cc: firm.com>;

Subject: Re: Your availability for a call
 
Got it.
 
Yes, statistically the number may be relatively small and I can certainly appreciate this
perspective, but I’m shocked by their admittance to knowing about Ventanvia. It seems
negligent on the part of the FDA to admit knowledge of fraud, misconduct, false
statements and misbranding of this product. 
 
Are we okay with that? 

On Mar 2, 2021, at 5:19 PM, firm.com>
wrote:

They were aware of it, per the gov’t. 
 

 

 
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS MESSAGE IS PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL
AND INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE ABOVE NAMED RECIPIENT. ANY
DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION OR WORK
PRODUCT IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION
IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY TELEPHONE.
NOTHING IN THIS E-MAIL IS INTENDED TO CONSTITUTE AN ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE
UNDER THE FEDERAL ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES IN GLOBAL AND NATIONAL
COMMERCE (ESIGN) ACT, OR ANY RELEVANT STATE STATUTE, UNLESS OTHERWISE
CLEARLY STATED IN THE BODY OF THE E-MAIL.
 

From: Brook Jackson <brookjackson04@gmail.com> 
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Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 5:17 PM
To: firm.com>
Cc: firm.com>; 

Subject: Re: Your availability for a call
 
Hi Rebecca,
 
I’m available any of those days except the 16-18th. 
 
Am I reading that the FDA was or was not aware of misconduct by
Ventanvia?
 
 
 

On Mar 2, 2021, at 3:26 PM, 
firm.com> wrote:

Brook,
 
The government wishes to have a telephone meeting with all
of us in the next few weeks.  What’s your availability March
11-26?
 
The government has told us that the FDA was aware of
misconduct by Ventavia and would have approved the
vaccine even if they had known about it (due to the
relatively small [in terms of the entire trial size] # of patients
at Ventavia sites).  This does not affect the validity of your
case because the Department of Defense (DoD) is the
agency who contracted with Pfizer and paid Pfizer.  In short,
the question is whether DoD would still have paid Pfizer had
they known about the issues we identified. 
We like to analogize this to government contracting fraud
cases.  There have been False Claims Act cases where a
contractor falsely states that it is  a small business or a
minority-owned business, etc. in order to secure a
government contract.  The contractor performs the work in
the contract, but lied to the government about what kind of
business it was, in other words.  The question isn’t whether
the contractor did a good job, it’s whether the contractor
falsely certified its status. 
If the government is too focused on the FDA issue, we will be
able to explain to the government that they are looking at
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The government has told us that the FDA was aware of
misconduct by Ventavia and would have approved the
vaccine even if they had known about it (due to the
relatively small [in terms of the entire trial size] # of patients
at Ventavia sites)



the wrong question here.  So, we do not think that the FDA’s
response is hurting your case. 
 
Best regards,
 

Associate Attorney

 

 
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS MESSAGE IS PRIVILEGED AND
CONFIDENTIAL AND INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE ABOVE
NAMED RECIPIENT. ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING
OF THIS COMMUNICATION OR WORK PRODUCT IS STRICTLY
PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN
ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER BY TELEPHONE.
NOTHING IN THIS E-MAIL IS INTENDED TO CONSTITUTE AN
ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE UNDER THE FEDERAL ELECTRONIC
SIGNATURES IN GLOBAL AND NATIONAL COMMERCE (ESIGN) ACT, OR
ANY RELEVANT STATE STATUTE, UNLESS OTHERWISE CLEARLY STATED
IN THE BODY OF THE E-MAIL.
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