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Industry body expresses concern over Nexavar decision
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The Association of Biotechnology Led Enterprises (ABLE), a national forum that represents the $4 billion biotechnology
industry in India, reacted sharply to India's grant of a compulsory license to Hyderabad-based NATCO Pharma for Sorafenib
Tosylate (Nexavar by Bayer), which is used for treatment of liver and kidney cancer.

A statement issued by ABLE says compulsory licenses should be used only when there is a national health crises or when
life-saving drugs are priced out of the reach of a common man, that is, under some exceptional circumstances. (Read a
comment on the Nexavar license debate)

It further noted that governments are likely to interfere under such circumstances like when a few countries have invoked this
provision for making available life-saving HIV drugs to its people. India should always keep in mind that a compulsory license
should not be invoked in an arbitrary manner as it will undermine the innovative efforts of this industry and consequently
investment in this sector, it says.
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ATCO is also obligated to supply
the drug free-of-cost to at least
600 needy and deserving patients
per year




