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 I, Paul A. Godley, do hereby declare as follows:   

I. Overview 

1. I am over the age of 18 and otherwise competent to make this 

declaration. This declaration is based on my personal knowledge as an expert in 

the diagnosis and treatment of genitourinary cancers. I understand this declaration 

is being submitted together with a petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of 

claims 1-20 of U.S. Patent No. 8,822,438 (“the ’438 patent”) (WCK1001).  

2. I have been retained as an expert on behalf of Wockhardt Bio AG 

(“Wockhardt”), the Petitioner, for this IPR. I am being compensated for my time in 

connection with this IPR at my standard legal consultant rate of $500/hr. I have no 

personal or financial interest in Wockhardt or in the outcome of this proceeding.  

3. I understand that the ’438 patent issued on September 2, 2014, and 

resulted from U.S. Application No. 13/034,340, filed on February 24, 2011, which 

is a continuation of U.S. Application No. 11/844,440, filed on August 24, 2007, 

which claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional Application No. 60/921,506, filed on 

August 25, 2006. I also understand that the face page of the ’438 patent states that 

the ’438 patent is currently assigned to Janssen Oncology, Inc. (“Janssen”).  

4. The face page of the ’438 patent cites several related U.S. patent 

applications including U.S. Application No. 13/034,340, filed on February 24, 

2011, which is a continuation of U.S. Application No. 11/844,440, filed on August 
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