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I, Robert 0. Williams, III, Ph.D., under penalty of perjury, declare as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been retained by Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett & 

Dunner, LLP on behalf of Senju Pharmaceutical, Co., Ltd. in connection with six 

inter partes review ("IPR") proceedings (IPR20 15-00903, IPR20 15-00902, 

IPR2015-01097, IPR2015-01099, IPR2015-01100 and IPR2015-01105) before the 

United States Patent and Trademark Office ("PTO") Patent Trial and Appeal Board 

("Board") as an expert in the field of the design, evaluation, and formulation of 

drug products. My qualifications in these areas, as well as other areas, are 

established below and by my curriculum vitae, which is attached as EX2115. 

II. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

2. I am currently the Johnson & Johnson Centennial Chair of 

Pharmaceutics at the University of Texas at Austin College of Pharmacy in Austin, 

Texas, where I have been teaching and conducting research for twenty years. Also, 

I am the Division Head of Pharmaceutics. 

3. I received a B.S. degree in biology from Texas A&M University in 

1979, a B.S. degree in pharmacy from the University of Texas at Austin in 19 81, 

and a Ph.D. degree in pharmaceutics from the University of Texas at Austin in 

1986. I am a licensed pharmacist. 
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