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IPR2020-01573 
Condon Declaration 

I, Garry P. Condon, M.D., hereby declare as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been retained by Wiley Rein LLP as an expert witness on 

behalf of MicroSurgical Technology, Inc. (“MST”) in support of Patent Owner’s 

Response in this Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of U.S. Patent No. 9,107,729 

(Ex. 1001) (“the ’729 Patent”). I am being compensated for my time in connection 

with this IPR at a consulting rate of $575 (USD) per hour. My compensation is in 

no way dependent on the outcome of this matter. 

II. QUALIFICATIONS 

2. Attached to this Declaration as Appendix A is my curriculum vitae, 

which provides a more detailed description of my education, training, and 

experience in the relevant technology. 

III. MATERIALS CONSIDERED 

3. I provide opinions in this declaration based on my education, training, 

background, and experience, as well as the documents I have reviewed to date, 

including the ’729 Patent and the Petition (including the following documents: 

Declaration of Dr. Peter Netland (Ex. 1003) (“the Netland Declaration”); Manuel 

Quintana, Gonioscopic Trabeculotomy. First Results, in 43 SECOND EUROPEAN 

GLAUCOMA SYMPOSIUM, DOCUMENTA OPHTHALMOLOGICA PROCEEDINGS SERIES 

265 (E.L. Greve, W. Leydhecker, & C. Raitta ed., 1985) (Ex. 1004) (“Quintana”); 
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