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1. I am a Novartis Endowed Chair Professor of Chemistry and 

Bioengineering at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (“M.I.T.”), where I 

have been teaching and conducting research for over 35 years.  In 2012-2013, I 

held the Roger and Georges Firmenich Endowed Chair Professorship in Chemistry 

and Bioengineering, and in 2007-2012, a Novartis Endowed Chair Professorship of 

Chemistry and Bioengineering at M.I.T.
1
  Prior to that, I was a Professor of 

Chemistry and a Professor of Bioengineering at M.I.T., positions I held from 1988 

and 2000, respectively.  From 1979 to 1988, I was an Assistant Professor, then 

Associate Professor, and thereafter a Full Professor of Applied Biochemistry in the 

Department of Applied Biological Sciences (formerly the Department of Nutrition 

and Food Science) at M.I.T. 

2. I obtained my M.S. in Chemistry from Moscow University in Russia 

in 1971 and Ph.D. in Chemical Enzymology from the same University in 1974.  

Thereafter, I was a Research Chemist at Moscow University’s Department of 

Chemistry for three years.  From 1977 to 1979, following my immigration to the 

                                                 
1
 Novartis does not decide who receives this position, and this position in no way 

affects the content of this declaration. 
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