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1. I, Paul A. Laskar, Ph.D., have been retained by counsel for Petitioner 

Slayback Pharma LLC (Petitioner or Slayback). I understand that Petitioner seeks 

inter partes review (“IPR”) of U.S. Patent 8,293,742 (EX-1001, ‘742 patent), 

assigned to Eye Therapies, LLC (Patent Owner), to request that the United States 

Patent and Trademark Office cancel claims 1-6 of the ‘742 patent as unpatentable. I 

submit this expert declaration in support of Petitioner’s IPR Petition for the ‘742 

patent. 

I. QUALIFICATIONS AND BACKGROUND 

A. Education and Experience 

2. I am currently President and Principal Consultant with Paul Laskar 

Associates, Inc. 

3. In 1965 I received a B.A. in General Science (Chemistry, Biology) from 

University of Rochester. 

4. In 1968 I received a B.S. in Pharmacy from University of Illinois – 

Medical Center. 

5. In 1971 I received an M.S. in Pharmacy from University of Illinois – 

Medical Center. 
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6. In 1974 I completed my Ph.D. in Pharmaceutical Sciences at Oregon 

State University with a minor in Biostatistics. 

7. In 1988 I received an MBA from University of California at Irvine, 

(General Management, International Management, Marketing). 

8. Following completion of my graduate work, I taught for about nine 

years at two colleges of pharmacy, University of Illinois-Chicago Campuses and 

Creighton University.  In late 1982, I joined Allergan as a formulation scientist 

where I advanced ultimately to Director of Product Development in Allergan’s 

dermatology business group, Herbert Laboratories.  In this capacity, I was involved 

in CMC (chemistry, manufacturing, and controls) activities for Allergan’s beta-

blocker ophthalmic as well as other ophthalmic products as well as their first topical 

retinoid.    

9. I then joined CoCensys where I led the CMC efforts for two successful 

INDs, one for a parenteral and the other for an oral liquid.   In 1994, I joined Santen 

Inc, the U.S. subsidiary of a leading Japanese specialty company, Santen LTD.  

There I led the pharmaceutical development department which during my tenure 

resulted in four successful NDAs and formulation of Santen’s first prostanoid 

product for glaucoma.   
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