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QUALIFICATIONS AND BACKGROUNDI.

Education and ExperienceA.

1. My name is Stephen J. Peroutka. I am a physician and

pharmacologist with over thirty years of experience. Throughout my career I have

practiced as a clinician in the field of neurology, conducted research in multiple

neurological disorders, including multiple sclerosis (MS)1, and held a number of

relevant positions in the biotechnology and pharmaceutical industries. My full

curriculum vitae (CV) is attached hereto as Exhibit A and is incorporated herein.

2. I received my A.B. degree in neurobiology and psychology from

Cornell University in 1975, where I was a College Scholar in the School of Arts

and Sciences and graduated Phi Beta Kappa. In 1979, I received an M.D. degree

from the Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine. I earned my Ph.D. from

the Department of Pharmacology and Experimental Therapeutics at the Johns

Hopkins University School of Medicine in 1980.

3. I currently serve as Chief Medical Officer of Semnur Pharmaceuticals,

1 In this declaration, I use several abbreviations for certain well known terminology

in the art, including for example “MS” for multiple sclerosis, “RRMS” for relapse-

remitting multiple sclerosis, “GA” for the glatiramer acetate active ingredient, and

“SC” for the subcutaneous route of injection.
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