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CERTIFICATE OF INTEREST

Pursuant to Federal Circuit Rule 47.4, counsel for the Defendant-Appellant
Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc. certifies the following:
1. The full name of every party or amicus represented by me is:

Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc.

2. The name of the real party in interest (if the party named in the caption is not
the real party in interest) represented by me is:

Mylan Pharmaceuticals Inc.

3. All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 percent
or more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented by me are:

Mylan Inc.

4, The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for
the party or amicus now represented by me in the trial court or agency or are
expected to appear in this court are:

Jack C. Phillips, Jr. James H. Wallace, Jr.
Megan C. Haney Mark A. Pacella
Brian E. Farnan Gregory R. Lyons
Phillips, Goldman & Spence, P. A. Robert J. Scheffel
1200 N. Broom Street Brian Pandya
Wilmington, DE 19806 Matthew J. Dowd

Karin A. Hessler
Adrienne G. Johnson
WILEY REIN LLP
1776 K Street NW
Washington, DC 20006

Date: October 25, 2012 /sIMark A. Pacella
Signature of counsel

Mark A. Pacella
Printed name of counsel
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