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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
_________________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
_________________ 

 
 

HENKEL CORPORATION 
Petitioner 

 
v. 

 
H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

Patent Owner 
 
 

Patent No. 6,833,404 
Filing Date: APRIL 27, 1999 

Issue Date:  DECEMBER 21, 2004 
Title:  HOT MELTS UTILIZING A HIGH GLASS TRANSITION TEMPERATURE 

SUBSTANTIALLY ALIPHATIC TACKIFYING RESIN 
__________________ 

 
Inter Partes Review No.  IPR2014-00606 

__________________ 
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IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR PRO HAC VICE ADMISSION 
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I, Timothy E. Grimsrud, declare the following: 
 
1. On September 12, 2014, I executed the Declaration of Timothy E. Grimsrud 

in Support of Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission in the above-captioned Inter Partes 

Review No. IPR2014-00606 (the “first declaration”).  The first declaration was attached as 

Exhibit 2001 to the Patent Owner’s Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission of Timothy E. 

Grimsrud filed on September 12, 2014 (the “motion’). 

2. In a Decision entered on September 23, 2014, the Board conditionally granted 

the motion.  The Decision noted that in paragraph 8 of my first declaration I stated my 

agreement to be subject to the USPTO Code of Professional Responsibility set forth in 37 

C.F.R. §§ 10.20 et seq. and disciplinary jurisdiction under 37 C.F.R. § 11.19(a). 

3. The Decision notes also that: (1) the motion was filed after publication of the 

Office’s Final Rule adopting new Rules of Professional Conduct, (2) the Final Rule 

removed Part 10 of Title 37, CFR; and (3) the changes set forth in the Final Rule, 

including the USPTO’s Rules of Professional Conduct, took effect on May 3, 2013. 

4. The Decision states that I should have declared that I agree to comply with 

the USPTO “Rules of Professional Conduct” as set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101 et seq. 

instead of the Rules of Professional Responsibility under Part 10. 



Inter Partes Review No. IPR2014-00606 
Second Declaration Of Timothy E. Grimsrud In Support Of Motion For Pro Hac Vice Admission 
 

H.B. Fuller Company 
Exhibit 2002 

 

5. The Decision states that “but for” not having the above statement regarding 

the Rules of Professional Conduct set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101 et seq., good cause has 

been established for my admission pro hac vice. 

6. In response to the issue discussed herein, I state that I will be subject to the 

USPTO Rules of Professional Conduct set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101 et seq.  

7. I hereby declare that all statements herein of my own knowledge are true and 

that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that 

these statements are made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like are 

punishable by fine, imprisonment, or both, under section 1001 of Title 18 of the United 

States Code.   

September 29, 2014   Respectfully Submitted,  

 /Timothy E. Grimsrud/   
Timothy E. Grimsrud 
 
FAEGRE BAKER DANIELS LLP 
2200 Wells Fargo Center 
90 S. 7th Street 
Tim.Grimsrud@FaegreBD.com 
Telephone: (612) 766-8925 
Fax: (612) 766-1600 


