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I, Peter Keith, hereby declare and state as follows: 

 I have been retained by the owner of U.S. Patent No. RE45,776 (“the 

’776 patent”), whom I will refer to in this declaration as “Teleflex,” to provide my 

independent expert opinions in this matter.  I understand that a petition for inter 

partes review (“IPR”) has been filed against certain claims of the ’776 patent.  The 

following provides my opinions in this matter.   

I. PERSONAL BACKGROUND 

 I summarize my educational background and career history in the 

following paragraphs.  My complete qualifications are provided in my curriculum 

vitae, which is attached to this declaration as Appendix A.     

 I received a Bachelor of Science degree in mechanical engineering 

with High Distinction from the University of Minnesota in 1987.  During my 

undergraduate training, I began working as an engineering intern in the research 

and development (R&D) department at SCIMED, which was later acquired by 

Boston Scientific Corporation.  I joined SCIMED full-time after graduation, and I 

remained with the company until 1996.  During this time I rose from engineering 

intern to full-time R&D engineer to Director of R&D.  Throughout my various 

roles at SCIMED, the focus of my work was on medical devices in the field of 

interventional cardiology, particularly catheter design.  
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