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I, Blake R. Peterson, declare as follows: 

I. QUALIFICATIONS

1. I am the John W. Wolfe Chair in Cancer Research with a focus on 

Medicinal Chemistry and Chemical Biology at The Ohio State University (OSU). I 

have held faculty appointments from 1998 to the present. My research for over two 

decades has been directed toward understanding and developing small molecule 

probes for biological systems. This research included the development of small 

molecules and peptides that promote cellular uptake of proteins, the synthesis and 

evaluation of antiviral agents and anticancer agents, the identification of biological 

targets of small molecules, and the construction of new types of fluorescent probes 

for immunology and cancer biology. 

2. I also currently serve as a Professor of Medicinal Chemistry and 

Pharmacognosy at OSU, as well as Chair of the Division of Medicinal Chemistry 

and Pharmacognosy at OSU. I also serve as Co-Leader of the Translational 

Therapeutics Program of the OSU Comprehensive Cancer Center (CCC) and as 

Co-Director of the Medicinal Chemistry Shared Resource of the OSU CCC. 

3. I previously served as a Regents Distinguished Professor in the 

Department of Medicinal Chemistry at the University of Kansas (KU) School of 

Pharmacy from 2008-2019. I also served for seven years as Co-Leader of the 

Synthetic Chemical Biology Core Facility at the KU.  
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