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company, with a focus on promising biomedical companies and technologies.
RCT provides early financial and managerial support for new biomedical
discoveries, shepherding these discoveries through the patent, development and
licensing process.

3. I started working at RCT in 1993 and have been an employee of

the company since that time, holding positions of associate, director, vice

president, and president. I have also been a member of RCT’s board of directors
since 2004. I have been directly involved with the management, development,
patenting and licensing of small molecule therapeutics, protein therapeutics,
vaccines, protein and gene recombinant expressions systems, biotechnology tools,
and human diagnostics.

4. Based on a general investigation of RCT’s business and
business practices during the 1989 to 1991 time period, I understand that RCT was
engaged in a collaboration agreement at or around that time, with Eli Lilly and

Company (“Lilly”) regarding the development of amino acids as anticonvulsant

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.

drugs. Specifically, RCT had entered into two agreements with Lilly in 1989 to

license RCT’s amino acid anticonvulsant technologies to Lilly for development. I
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5. Based on a general investigation of RCT’s business and
business practices around the 1992 time period, I understand that RCT
corresponded with a number of pharmaceutical companies at or around this time,
as part of the regular course of RCT’s business, in order to offer license
agreements to RCT’s amino acid anticonvulsant technologies. I understand thaf

RCT received correspondence, in the regular course of its business, from a number

of pharmaceutical companies in response to its licensing offers.

6. Based on a general investigation of RCT’s business and
business practices during the 1991 to 1992 time period, I understand that it was
RCT’s routine practice to maintain copies of correspondence received by RCT
with respect to both the Lilly collaboration and RCT’s subsequent amino acid
anticonvulsant licensing efforts. Once received, RCT’s office staff would create a
copy of the correspondence, at or near the time of receipt. The office staff would
also apply a stamp or make notes on the correspondence as appropriate, indicating

the date received or the project with which the correspondence was associated, for
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example. These copies of received correspondence were then filed by the office

staff and physically stored at RCT’s offices, located at 6840 East Broadway
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time period.

7. Based on a general investigation of RCT’s business and
business practices around the 1992 time period, I understand that it was RCT’s
routine practice to maintain copies of correspondence sent by RCT with respect to
its amino acid anticonvulsant licensing efforts. At or near the time of sending,

RCT’s office staff would create a copy of outgoing correspondence. The office

staff would also apply a stamp or make notes on the correspondence as
appropriate, indicating the project with which the correspondence was associated,
for example. These copies of outgoing correspondence were then filed by the
office staff and physically stored at RCT’s offices, located at 6840 East Broadway
Boulevard in Tucson, Arizona. I understand that this was the routine practice at
RCT for handling outgoing correspondence regarding RCT’s licensing efforts for
its amino acid anticonvulsants, around the 1992 time period.

8. RCT’s offices moved from 6840 East Broadway Boulevard to

101 North Wilmot, Suite 600 in Tucson, Arizona, in approximately April 1993.
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RCT’s offices moved again from 101 North Wilmot, Suite 600 to 5210 East

Williams Circle, Suite 240 in Tucson, Arizona, in approximately May 2007,
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June 2015—RCT’s physical files were moved and stored at each new office
location, including copies of correspondence sent and received by RCT during the
1991 to 1992 time period concerning the Lilly collaboration and RCT’s amino acid
anticonvulsant licensing efforts.

9. The document identified at page 1 of Ex. 2067 is an authentic

copy of a letter received from Lilly, dated November 5, 1991. I understand that

this correspondence was received in the usual course of business, regarding Lilly’s
amino acid anticonvulsant license agreements with RCT. On information and
belief, the individual corresponding on behalf of Lilly was Mel Perelman,
Executive Vice President at Lilly, who would have possessed personal knowledge
of the contents of this correspondence. According to RCT’s routine business
practice at the time, a copy of this correspondence was made and filed on or
around November 5, 1991.

10.  The document identified at page 2 of Ex. 2067 is an authentic

copy of a letter received from Lilly, dated November 5, 1991. I understand that
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this correspondence was received in the usual course of business, regarding Lilly’s

amino acid anticonvulsant license agreements with RCT. On information and
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