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I, Warner Carr, do declare as follows: 

I. Introduction  

1. I am over the age of eighteen (18) and otherwise competent to make 

this declaration. 

2. Patent Owner Cipla Ltd. (“Cipla”) has retained me as an expert 

witness in the inter partes review matter referenced above concerning U.S. Patent 

No. 8,168,620 (“the ’620 patent”) (EX1001). I understand that this petition for 

inter partes review was filed by Argentum Pharmaceuticals LLC (“Argentum”). 

3. I am being compensated for my time in connection with this matter at 

my customary rate of $800 per hour, and my compensation does not depend upon 

the ultimate outcome of this case. I will also be compensated for any reasonable 

expenses that arise in connection with this matter, including travel costs incurred 

while conducting activities associated with this inter partes review. 

4. I have been asked by Cipla to review and respond to Argentum’s 

petition and the supporting declaration submitted by Dr. Robert Schleimer. 

II. Professional and Educational Background  

5. I am currently a Partner and Vice-President of Allergy and Asthma 

Associates of Southern California and I am the Co-Medical Director of Southern 

California Research. I have served in both positions since 2009 after joining the 

practice in 2007. 
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