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I, Robert C. Bohannon, declare as follows: 

I. Introduction 

1. My name is Robert C. Bohannon. 

2. I have been retained by Alere Inc. (“Petitioner”) as an expert to 

provide my opinions concerning claims 1, 2, and 9 of U.S. Patent No. 8,623,291 

(“the ’291 Patent”). 

3. As discussed below, I have many years of experience in the field of 

designing, developing and marketing immunoassays in various different formats 

and for various different types of analytes, including immunoassays used in 

detecting drugs of abuse in urine samples.   

4. In forming my opinions, I reviewed the ’291 Patent including its 

disclosure and claims, the prosecution history of the ’291 Patent and the petition 

for inter partes review of the ’291 Patent, including the exhibits (“the Petition”).  

5. I am being compensated at my normal consulting rate of $620 per 

hour.  My compensation is not dependent on the outcome of this proceeding and in 

no way affects the substance of my statements in this Declaration. 

6. I have no financial interest in Petitioner (or its subsidiaries, including 

Alere Toxicology Services, Inc., Amedica Biotech, Inc., Ameditech, Inc., 

Innovacon, Inc., Instant Technologies, Inc., Instant Tech Subsidiary Acquisition 

Inc. d/b/a US Diagnostics, and Branan Medical Corp.), and have no financial 
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