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I. QUALIFICATIONS AND BACKGROUND

A. Education and Experience

1. My name is Leslie Oleksowicz.  I am a physician and oncologist with 

over thirty years of experience, spending over 25 years in clinical practice.

Throughout my career I have conducted clinical research in the field of Medical 

Oncology, participated in over 100 clinical trials, and written over 75 publications 

in my area of expertise.  I have treated hundreds of patients with all stages and 

subtypes of breast cancer, and I directed a basic science laboratory research effort 

from 1992–2000 which focused on breast cancer adhesive receptors and their role 

in tumor metastases. In my role as CEO of Leslie Oleksowicz, M.D., LLC, I have 

also acted as a consultant to provide strategic intelligence to the financial and 

pharmaceutical industries, advising expertise to biotech and EMR (electronic 

health medical record) start-up companies and expert skills in legal cases involving 

intellectual property in the context of oncologic pharmaceuticals.  My full 

curriculum vitae (CV) is attached hereto as Exhibit A and is incorporated herein.

2. I received my B.A. in Biological Sciences from Amherst College in 

1978, graduating magna cum laude and Phi Beta Kappa.  I received my M.D. from 

Tufts University School of Medicine in 1982.  

3. After finishing medical school, I completed postgraduate training 

Internship and Residency Programs in Internal Medicine in 1985 at the Albert 
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