
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Patent of: James E. Jervis
U.S. Patent No.: 6,306,141
Issue Date: October 23, 2001
Serial No.: 08/483,291
Filing Date: June 7, 1995
Title: MEDICAL DEVICES INCORPORATING SIM ALLOY

ELEMENTS
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Mail Stop PATENT BOARD
Patent Trial and Appeal Board
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW
OF U.S. PATENT NUMBER 6,306,141 UNDER 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319

Lombard Medical Technologies PLC (“Lombard” or “Petitioner”) hereby

requests Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of Claims 1-10 and 18-22 in U.S. Patent

Number 6,306,141 (“141 patent”) (Exhibit 1001). A detailed statement supporting

the petition follows.

The requisite fee accompanies this request. If any additional fee is necessary

the Director is authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 16–0605. This

document, together with all exhibits referenced herein, has been served on the

patent owner at the address of record for the 141 patent, as well as on the counsel

of record for the 141 patent, as reflected in the accompanying Certificate of

Service.
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