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I. Introduction 

1. I Dr. Boni E. Elewski, M.D., have been retained by Finnegan, 

Henderson, Farabow, Garrett & Dunner, L.L.P., to provide the following 

declaration on behalf of Kaken Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd. and Valeant 

Pharmaceuticals International, Inc. (collectively, “Patent Owner”) for inter partes 

review Case No. IPR2017-00190 regarding U.S. Patent No. 7,214,506 (“the ’506 

patent”).  I understand that this IPR resulted from a petitioned filed by Acrux DDS 

PTY LTD. and Acrux Limited (collectively, “Petitioner”). 

A. Professional Qualifications and Expertise 

2. I am currently the Chair of the Department of Dermatology and the 

James E. Elder M.D. Endowed Professor for Graduate Medical Education in 

Dermatology at the University of Alabama at Birmingham.  I have worked in the 

Department of Dermatology at the University of Alabama since December 1999.  

Prior to that, from 1982 through December 1999, I was a faculty member at Case 

Western Reserve University School of Medicine and my responsibilities there 

included teaching dermatology residents. 

3. I hold an M.D. from The Ohio State University College of Medicine 

(1978) and completed a residency in dermatology at the University of North 

Carolina Memorial Hospital from 1979-1982.  
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