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XHIBIT LIST PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. 8§ 42.63(e) AND
TABLE OF ABBREVIATIONS

Ex. No.

Description

1001

Certified U.S. Patent No. 7,932,268 to Rader.

1002

Declaration of Randall M. Zusman, M.D.

1003

Declaration of Michael Mayersohn, Ph.D.

1004

Affidavit of Christopher Butler, Office Manager, Internet Archive,
authenticating Internet Archive URLs (June 16, 2015) (attaching as
Ex. A:

PPD News & IR Presentations (2004/04/15) (available at
https://web.archive.org/web/20040415065142/http://ppdi.com/PPD_6
_12.htm)).

1005

Affidavit of Christopher Butler, Office Manager, Internet Archive,
authenticating Internet Archive URLSs (June 12, 2015) (attaching as
Ex. A:

PPD News Releases(2004/02/13) (available at
https://web.archive.org/web/20040213233245/http://www.ppdi.com/P
PD_U6.htm?1D=126662);

PPD News & IR Presentations(2003/12/12) (available at
https://web.archive.org/web/20031212193444/nhttp://ppdi.com/PPD_6

_12.htm);

PPD News & IR Presentations (2004/06/04) (available at
https://web.archive.org/web/20040604203252/http://www.ppdi.com/P
PD_6_12.htm)).

1006

Certified U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/550,915.

1007

U.S. Patent No. 7,932,268 (highlighting dosing information not
present in U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/550,915).

1008

U.S. Patent Application No. 10/591,923.

1009

In re Application of: Rader, U.S. Patent Application No. 10/591,923,
Response to Oct. 21, 2009 Office Action (Apr. 14, 2010).
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1010

In re Application of: Rader, U.S. Patent Application No. 10/591,923,
Declaration of William Sasiela, Ph.D. (Apr. 8, 2010).

1011

In re Application of: Rader, U.S. Patent Application No. 10/591,923,
Response to July 26, 2010 Office Action (Sept. 13, 2010).

1012

In re Application of: Rader, U.S. Patent Application No. 10/591,923,
Notice of Allowance (Jan. 25, 2011).

1013

Bayer/PPD Implitapide Development Follows Zetia Model As Statin
Add-On, 66 THE PINK SHEET 17 (Feb. 16, 2004).

1014

Evan Stein, CEO & President, MRL Int’l (Division of PPD),
Presentation Given at PPD’s Analyst Day, Microsomal Triglygeride
[sic] Transfer Protein (MTP) Inhibitor (implitapide) program (Feb. 5,
2004).

1015

George Chang et al., Microsomal triglyceride transfer protein (MTP)
inhibitors: Discovery of clinically active inhibitors using high-
throughput screening and parallel synthesis paradigms, 5 CURRENT
OPINION IN DRUG DISCOVERY & DEev. 562 (2002).

1016

Charles E. Chandler et al., CP-346086: an MTP inhibitor that lowers
plasma cholesterol and triglycerides in experimental animals and in
humans, 44 J. oF LIPID RES. 1887 (2003).

1017

FDA approves Zetia -- first new class to treat cholesterol since statins
introduced, DRuGs.com (Oct. 28, 2002),
http://www.drugs.com/news/fda-approves-zetia-first-new-class-
cholesterol-since-statins-introduced-3164.html (last visited July 22,
2015).

1018

John R. Wetterau et al., An MTP Inhibitor That Normalizes
Atherogenic Lipoprotein Levels in WHHL Rabbits, 282 Sci. 751
(1998).

1019

U.S. Patent No. 5,712,279 to Biller et al.

1020

Evan Stein, OPPOSITION AGAINST EUROPEAN PATENT NO. 1 725 234
B9 (filed Aug. 21, 2013).
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