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Q. | am trying to determine whether -- Well,

2 I think I've established it, actually, but let me

3 just ask a clarifying question. So in forming your

4 opinion, you did not cansider whether the patents

S  enable production of erythropoietin, did you?

6 A.  Well, what | considered, | considered

7 everything, but what I'm trying to say is -- So |

8  considered everything that's in the patent

9 production, everything that they talked about. The

10 question, though, that | am specificalty addressing

11 is whether the patents gave sufficient information

12 to enable a person of ordinary skill in the art in

13 the '83-84 time frame, information that was

14 sufficient to generate a PEG-modified protein having

15 erythropoietinlike activity that is therapeutically

16  useful with routine experimentation.

17 Q. Then you do not have an opinion on whether

18 the patents in suit enable production of

19  erythropoietin itself?

20 MR. SAPHIA: Recombinant erythropoietin?

21 Recombinant?

22 MS. DENNETT: Recombinant. I'm sorry.

23  Recombinant erythropoietin.

24 A. | didn't look at that issue, no.

25 Q. Did you look at the issue of whether any
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of the patents in suit enable a process for
preparing human erythropoietin?

A.  Again, | think I've tried to say what |
did consider. In other words, if we're talking
about did they give information sufficient to
generate PEG-modified protein having in vivo
useful, that's what | locked at.

Q. Was the scope of your analysis determined
by the attorneys for Roche?

A. That's what they asked me to look at.

That was the question that they asked me to address.

Q. If we could turn to paragraph 28 of your
report.

A 28?7

Q. 28. And there you say that PEGytation
typically refers to the covalent modification of
proteins. We kind of established this before, |
think. But when you talk about covalent
modification, do you consider that chemical
modification of the protein?

A.  I'm not sure | understand the question.

Q. Well, if you covalently bond PEG to a
protein, do you alter the amino acid sequence of the

protein?
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