










 [JRDNL] @its.jnj.com>;  [JPPBE] 
< @ITS.JNJ.com>; COMP B1 MAIL <COMP-B1-MAIL@ec.europa.eu>;  

 (SJ) < @ec.europa.eu>;  (SJ) 
< @ec.europa.eu> 
Subject: RE: EC - J&J - APA 
Sensitivity: Confidential 
 
Dear Maarten,  
 
Many thanks for this. Would you and your colleagues be available to have a discussion 
in the usual smaller group today at 17:30 (before we move to a discussion in the 
Evaluation Committee)?  
 
In today’s meeting, we would propose to go through the draft. We will need to have 
specific discussions on the (1)   and (2) on the   

 mechanism.  
 
Kind regards,  
 

 
 

From:  [JRDNL] < @its.jnj.com>  
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2020 5:25 PM 
To:  (SJ) < @ec.europa.eu>;  

 (COMP) < @ec.europa.eu> 
Cc:  @minvws.nl>;  [JACDE] 

@its.jnj.com>;  [JPPBE] @ITS.JNJ.com>; 
 [JRDNL] < @its.jnj.com>;  [JPPBE] 

@ITS.JNJ.com> 
Subject: RE: EC - J&J - APA 
Sensitivity: Confidential 
 
Dear ,  
 
Further to the below, I’m attaching a clean and compare version of Exhibit D 

 based on your earlier 
comments. We would appreciate your feedback.  
 
To your question under separate cover on a further specification of the parties, 
we would propose to,  APA, add the  wording: 
 

 

 
We’re awaiting the  explanation from our department.  
 
Kind regards,  







Obviously, please reach out to us at any time if you need further clarification or 
if we can otherwise be of help.  
 
On behalf of the J&J team,  
 
Kind regards, 
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