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I, Terence L. Threlfall, declare as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION

1. I have been retained by counsel for Lupin Limited (“Lupin”) in 

connection with a petition Lupin intends on filing for inter partes review of U.S. 

Patent No. 8,518,987 B2 (“the ‘987 patent”) (Ex. 1001).  Specifically, I have been 

advised that Lupin intends on requesting that the United States Patent and 

Trademark Office (“PTO”) cancel Claims 1-19 of the ‘987 patent as unpatentable 

on anticipation and obviousness grounds.  I understand that this Declaration will be 

used to support unpatentability in any trial proceeding initiated in connection with 

these grounds.   

II. QUALIFICATIONS AND BACKGROUND. 

2. I am currently a Senior Research Fellow in the Crystallography Group 

within the School of Chemistry at the University of Southampton.  I have more 

than 50 years of experience in my principal fields of interest of crystallisation, 

crystallography, polymorphism, other aspects of solid state structure and 

behaviour, and in understanding crystallisation and transformation processes.    

3. Specifically, I received a Bachelor of Science degree in chemistry 

from London University in 1956 and a Ph.D. in organic chemistry from London 

University in 1971.  In 1984, I received the degree of Ll.B. from London 

University. 
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