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I, John C. Bravman, declare as follows: 

1. My name is John C. Bravman. 

2. My academic training was at Stanford University, where I received 

my Bachelor of Science degree in Materials Science and Engineering in 1979, and 

a Master of Science degree in 1981, also in Materials Science and Engineering.  I 

completed my Doctor of Philosophy degree in 1984, with a dissertation that 

focused on the nature of silicon – silicon dioxide interfaces as found in integrated 

circuit devices.   

3. From 1979 to 1984, while a graduate student at Stanford, I was 

employed part-time by Fairchild Semiconductor in their Palo Alto Advanced 

Research Laboratory.  I worked in the Materials Characterization group.  In 1985, 

upon completion of my doctorate, I joined the faculty at Stanford as Assistant 

Professor of Materials Science and Engineering.  I was promoted to Associate 

Professor with tenure in 1991, and achieved the rank of Professor in 1995.  In 1997 

I was named to the Bing Professorship. 

4. At Stanford I was Chairman of the Department of Materials Science 

and Engineering from 1996 to 1999, and Director of the Center for Materials 

Research from 1998 to 1999.  I served as Senior Associate Dean of the School of 

Engineering from 1992 to 2001 and the Vice Provost for Undergraduate Education 

from 1999 to 2010.  On July 1, 2010, I retired from Stanford University and 
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assumed the Presidency of Bucknell University, where I also became a Professor 

of Electrical Engineering. 

5. I have worked for more than 25 years in the areas of thin film 

materials processing and analysis.  Much of my work has involved materials for 

use in microelectronic interconnects and packaging, and in superconducting 

structures and systems.  With regard to integrated circuits, I led investigations 

involving aluminum, copper and tungsten metallizations, polycrystalline silicon, 

metal silicides, a variety of oxide and nitride dielectrics, and barrier layers such as 

titanium and tantalum-based nitrides.  Further, my groups blended fundamental 

aspects of the behavior of microelectromechanical systems—specifically, 

compliant multilayer cantilever beams—for possible test probe and package 

implementations.  In this work my group investigated the mechanical behavior of 

package underfill systems, focusing on the relationship between microstructures, 

processing, and adhesion.  I have also led multiple development efforts of 

specialized equipment and methods for determining the microstructural and 

mechanical properties of materials and structures.  My groups designed and built 

the first high voltage SEM for in-situ studies of electromigration, the first high 

temperature wafer curvature system, and the first microtensile tester for micron-

scale structures, amongst many others.  As a graduate student I developed one of 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


