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PEE.or)From: 5.1.2e

Sent: Thur 5/28/2020 10:15:26 AM

Subject: RE: Moderna - MSD

Received: Thur 5/28/2020 10:15:26 AM

Dank kreeg het artikel ook geappt vanfRES
Tja we weten dat het normaal 10-15 jaar duurt, en nu de wereld hoopt op 1-1,5 jaar (en Trump vermoedelijk in ieder geval tot de

verkiezing zal blijven geloven in een deadline die twee maanden na de verkiezingen ligt)

Groet,

var: IEE SEE OE o>

Verzonden: donderdag 28 mei 2020 12:04

aan: [IEEECNN) BEEEDM @rminvws.ni>
Onderwerp: FW: Moderna - MSD

From: [EERE EEE @intrevaccni>
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2020 12:03 PM

vo:INEHCE-Bo >
Subject: Moderna - MSD

Beste

lk kijk terug om een goede call begin deze week. Mogelijk datje dit al gezien hebt, maar een van de CEO van de bedrijven waar we

kort over spraken “Moderna” die met hun vaccin in een fase 1 studie zitten geeft in een interview aan in de FT dat de time lines

mogelijk niet haalbaar zijn.

Gegroet

Frazier - Copy paste van Financial Times(paywall): https://www.ft.com/content/7b72a568-9eed-460f-b100-7bf74e3f4chf
Merck chief executive Ken Frazier has cast doubt on the 12 to 18-monthtimeframe to develop an effective coronavirus vaccine,

describing the widely mooted schedule as “very aggressive”. “It is not something | would put out there that | would want to hold

Merck to,” the US pharmaceutical group’s chief told the Financial Times, adding that vaccines should be tested in “very large”
clinical trials that take several months if not years to complete. “You want to make sure that when you put a vaccine into millions if

not billions of people, it is safe,” he said. Mr Frazier’s intervention comes less than two weeks after the US government launched

project Operation Warp Speed in an attempt to dramatically reduce the amount of time it will take to develop a vaccine.

At the time, President Donald Trump said he hoped to have a vaccine in production “by the end of the year or shortly thereafter”.

Other members of the White House coronavirus task force, such as o IRENEdirector of the National Institute of Allergy

and Infectious Diseases, have been more cautious, suggesting the earliest a vaccine could be ready is in 12 to 18 months. However,

the chief executive of Merck — which has a long history of developing vaccines — refused to sign up to the 12 to 18-month

timetable as he announced his company was developing two coronavirus vaccines as well as a drug for infected patients. “Our

experience suggests those are very aggressive compared to other timelines for getting a safe and effective vaccine,” Mr Frazier said

when asked whether he thought the oft-repeated goal was realistic. Mr Frazier's comments came as Merck announced it was

acquiring Themis Bioscience, a privately held biotech company based in Vienna that has been developing a coronavirus vaccine. He

said the vaccine, based on a measles jab, would start being tested in humans “in just a few weeks”. “We've used it in billions of

people for measles and feel quite confident it can confer a level of immunity with a single dose,” Mr Frazier said.
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Merck also announced a partnership with IAVI, a non-profit group, to develop a vaccine using a technology platform that was the

basis for Merck's successful Ebola vaccine. Recommended Coronavirus: free to read Scientists vs politicians: the reality check for

‘warp speed’ vaccine research Merck's decision to work on vaccines where it already has experience of the underlying technology

contrasts with some rival drugmakers that are pursuing candidates based on less-proven science that could yield quicker results

but carry a higher risk of failure. Moderna, a US biotech company that is one of the frontrunners in the race to develop a vaccine, is

using a “messenger RNA” (mRNA) platform that has never yielded a product approved by regulators. Mr Frazier compared the

underlying platform used to develop a vaccine or a drug to the “hardware in a computer system”.

He added: “It helps to start with hardware you know. Some of the other approaches give the promise of faster progress, but we

have to be clear none of those approaches have produced an approved vaccine, and no one has tried to scale them up.” He said

Merck had decided against an mRNA approach because the company did not believe it could be administered to people with a

single dose, meaning they might have to undergo a follow-up jab. Editor’s note The Financial Times is making key coronavirus

coverage free to read to help everyone stay informed. Find the latest here. “Speed is one factor, but in some ways we don't really

accept the concept of a race,” he said. “We understand the urgency, but our goal isn’t to be the frontrunner in the early stages
—

it’s to develop a vaccine that is safe and effective.”

Merck also announced a licensing agreement with Ridgeback Biotherapeutics, a small US biotech company, to develop an

experimental drug to treat patients infected with coronavirus. If successful, the oral antiviral drug — which is given in the form of a

pill — could become a more convenient rival to Gilead’s remdesivir, which must be given intravenously. The company did not

disclose the financial terms of its acquisition of Themis, the partnership with IAVI or the licensing deal with Ridgeback.
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