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I, Dr. Brian W. Anthony, make this supplemental declaration to support the 

opposition to the motion to amend in IPR2017-00318. To that end, I hereby declare 

as follows: 

I. Background 

 I am an expert in the relevant field of U.S. Patent No. 8,886,269 1.

(APL1001, “the ’269 patent”). My qualifications and work experience are set forth 

in my original declaration submitted in connection with the petition. (See 

APL1003.) A copy of my curriculum vitae was submitted as APL1004.  

 I understand that the Board instituted an inter partes review of the 2.

’269 patent in IPR2017-00318. I have reviewed the Board’s institution decision 

and am familiar with all of the prior art supporting those grounds. The instituted 

grounds include:  

Instituted Grounds 

Type References Claims 

§ 103 Asada 1, 2, 6, and 7 

§ 103 Asada and Hicks 3 

§ 103 Asada and Hannula 4 and 5 

§ 103 Asada and Delonzor 8 
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Instituted Grounds 

§ 103 Asada and Al-Ali 9 and 10 

§ 103 Goodman 1 and 2 

§ 103 Goodman and Hicks 3 

§ 103 Goodman and Hannula 4 

§ 103 Goodman, Hannula, and Asada 5 

§ 103 Goodman and Asada 6 and 7 

§ 103 Goodman and Delonzor 8 

§ 103 Goodman and Al-Ali 9 and 10 

 

 I understand that Valencell, Inc. (“Patent Owner”) filed a contingent 3.

motion to amend in the inter partes review proceeding on September 22, 2017. In 

the motion to amend, Patent Owner proposed to substitute claims 12-22 in place of 

original claims 1-11 of the ’269 patent only if each of original claims 1-11 are 

found unpatentable. I have been asked to provide my technical review, analysis, 

insights, and opinions about the motion to amend.  

 In reaching my opinions, I carefully reviewed the motion to amend, 4.

the petition for inter partes review of the ’269 patent, my original declaration, and 
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