
 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

________________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

_________________ 

Valeo North America, Inc., Valeo S.A., Valeo GmbH,  
Valeo Schalter und Sensoren GmbH,  

and Connaught Electronics Ltd.  
Petitioners 

v. 

Magna Electronics, Inc. 
Patent Owner 

________________ 
 

U.S. Patent No. 8,643,724 
IPR2015-_______ 

_________________ 

 
Mail Stop PATENT BOARD 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Madison Building (East) 
600 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22313 

 

DECLARATION OF DR. RALPH V. WILHELM REGARDING U.S. 

PATENT NO. 8,643,724

VALEO EXHIBIT 1022

Valeo v. Magna

IPR2015-____

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


I, Dr. Ralph V. Wilhelm, do hereby declare and state, that all statements

made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on

information and belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements

were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made

are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of

the United States Code.

Dated: June I2‘, 2015  
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