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I. INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS  

1. I have been retained by Corcept Therapeutics, Inc. (“Patent Owner” or 

“Corcept”) to provide my opinion on, and explain, factual issues related to the 

validity of U.S. Patent No. 8,921,348 (“the ’348 Patent”) in support of Patent 

Owner’s Response in IPR2018-01494.   

2. I am being compensated at my standard hourly rate of $600 per hour, 

with reimbursement for reasonable expenses, for my work related to the IPR 

proceeding cited above.  My compensation is not dependent on, and in no way 

affects, the substance of my statements in this Declaration.  

3. I am a Distinguished Emeritus Professor in the Department of 

Pharmaceutics at the University of Florida College of Pharmacy.  I also serve as the 

Principal Scientific Advisor for PK-P’Dyne, Inc., a consulting company. 

4. I received my B.S. in Pharmacy in 1976 and Ph.D., summa cum laude, 

in Pharmacy in 1979, both from the University of Münster in Germany.  After 

working as an Assistant Scientist at the University of Münster from 1979-1980, I 

joined the Department of Pharmaceutics at the University of Florida, first as a 

Postdoctoral Fellow in 1981 and later as an Assistant Professor in 1983.  I became 

an Associate Professor in 1987, Professor in 1993, and Distinguished Professor in 

2003, a title I retained until I retired in 2018.  I was named V. Ravi Chandran 
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