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AFFIDAVIT OF MICHAEL S. WILKES

I, MICHAEL S. WILKES, of the City of Davis, in the State of California, in the
United States of America, SOLEMNLY AFFIRM THAT:

1. | am a physician, licensed to practice medicine in the United States
(California and New York). | was awarded a medical degree in 1985 (University
of Connecticut), a masters degree in 1988 (Columbia University) and a doctorate

in public health (Ph.D) in 1991 (University of California, Los Angeles).

2. Presently | hold the post of Vice Dean, Education and Professor of
Medicine at the School of Medicine, Univei'sity of California, Davis. This is a post
which | have held since 2001. | am also a researcher with Federal grants from
the US National Institutes of Health and the US Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention.



3. Through my education, research and teaching | have become an
acknowledged authority on doctors’ learning and behavior. Over a period of 15
years | have published 60 research papers. Since 1999, seven of these papers
document research studies that deal with the impact of pharmacéutical promotion

on the practice of medicine

4. | was the Editor-in-Chief of the Western Journal of Medicine (the

second oldest journal in the United States) and an Associate Editor of Medical
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Education. 1 am presently a reviewer for a number of influential medical journals
including Lancet, the New England Journal of Medicine and the Journal of the

American Medical Association.

5. My full curriculum vitae is attached to this affidavit as “Exhibit 1”.

6. | was asked‘by counsel for the Attorney General of Canada to
prepare a report outlining and explaining what we have learned about the impact
of direct to consumer advertising (DTCA) of prescription drugs in the United
States. The report which | have prepared specifically of this purpose is attached
to this affidavit as “Exhibit 2" The opinions contained in this report are
significantly based on my own research. In the preparation of this report |

received the great assistance of my colleagues and fellow researchers Jerome

Hoffman, Richard Kravitz and Rochelle Cooper, however, the opinions contained |

in this report are my own. As well, in forming my opinion on the negative impact
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of DTCA in the United States, | refer to the research of others who are .

acknowledged as authorities in their field and sources that | believe are reliable.

7. In the first part of my report, and by way of background, | set out
the history of DTCA in the United States and its current status. | also review the
competing arguments for and against DTCA that have been made in the United
States. Furthe.r, | review the findings of research in which | participated, that

studied the content of DTCA.

8. In the second part of the report, | provide an opinion on the value of
and “need” for DTCA. | examine its educational value and review my own

research and the research of my colleagues in assessing that value.

9. In the third part of this report | examine the effects of DTCA on
patient behavior, doctor behavior and doctor-patient relations using my own
research as well. | discuss the harms of DTCA in this regard as well as its harms

to public health.
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