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U.S. Patent No. 8,142,413 to Root, et al. 1001 

File History for U.S. Patent No. 8,142,413 1002 

Declaration of Ronald Jay Solar, Ph.D., with attached Appendix1: 

Curriculum Vitae of Ronald Jay Solar, Ph.D. and attached Appendix 

2: Prior Expert Testimony of Ronald Jay Solar, Ph.D 

1003 

U.S. Patent No. 8,048,032 to Root, et al. 1004 

U.S. Patent No. 8,292,850 to Root, et  al. 1005 

File History for U.S. Patent No. 8,048,032 1006 

File History for U.S. Patent No. 8,292,850 1007 

U.S. Publication No. 2003/0195546 A1 to Solar, et al. 1008 

U.S. Patent No. 6,638,268 to Niazi 1009 

U.S. Publication No. 2005/0004523 A1 to Osborne, et al.  1010 

U.S. Publication No. 2004/0127927 to Adams 1011 

U.S. Patent No. 6,338,725 B1 to Hermann et al. 1012 

U.S. Patent No. 5,527,292 to Adams et al. 1013 

U.S. Patent No. 5,776,141 to Klein et al. 1014 

U.S. Patent No. 7,232,452 to Adams et al. 1015 

U.S. Patent No. 5,328,472 to Steinke et al. 1016 

Takahashi et al., “New Method to Increase a Backup Support of a 6 

French Guiding Coronary Catheter,” Catherization and 

Cardiovascular Interventions 63:452-456 (2004) 

1017 

U.S. Patent No. 5,690,613 to Verbeek 1018 

U.S. Patent No. 5,156,594 to Keith 1019 

U.S. Patent No. 5,102,403 to Alt 1020 

Kucklick, Theodore R., The Medical Device R&D Handbook (2006) 1021 

Amended Complaint filed by Vascular Solutions, Inc. in Vascular 

Solutions, Inc. v. Boston Scientific Corporation, No. 13-cv-1172 

(JRT-SER) (D. Minn.) (May 28, 2013) 

1022 

Memorandum In Support of Motion for Preliminary Injunction filed 

by Vascular Solutions, Inc. in Vascular Solutions, Inc. v. Boston 

Scientific Corporation, No. 13-cv-1172 (JRT-SER) (D. Minn.)  

(June 10, 2013) 

1023 

Declaration of Howard Root In Support of Vascular Solution, Inc.’s 

Motion for Preliminary Injunction with Non-Confidential Exhibits 

filed in Vascular Solutions, Inc. v. Boston Scientific Corporation, 

No. 13-cv-1172 (JRT-SER) (D. Minn.) (June 10, 2013) 
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