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I, Gregory H. Lantier, declare as follows:

1. I am a partner at the law firm of Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale
and Dorr LLP in Washington, D.C.

2. I have been practicing law for more than fourteen years. My
practice during much of that time has focused on intellectual property
litigation, and particularly, patent litigation.

3. [ am a member in good standing of the Bars of the State of New
York, the Commonwealth of Virginia, and the District of Columbia, and am
admitted to practice before the United States District Courts for the
Northern, Western, and Southern Districts of New York, the Eastern District
of Virginia, the Eastern District of Texas, and the District of Columbia; the
United States Court of Federal Claims; the United States Court of Appeals
for the Federal Circuit; and the Supreme Court of the United States.

4. My New York Bar membership number is 4823217.

5. My Virginia Bar membership number is 65657.

6. My District of Columbia Bar membership number is 492043.

7. I have been in private practice for more than fourteen years,
primarily litigating patent cases during that time. Several of these litigations
concerned Patent Office rules and regulations. For example, Secure Axcess

v. PNC Bank et al, No. 16-1353 (Fed. Cir.) was an appeal from the Board’s
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decision in a covered business method proceeding, in which I was principal
counsel for the appellee. I was also principal counsel for the appellant in
Medtronic, Inc. v. Robert Bosch Healthcare Systems, Inc., No. 15-1977
(Fed. Cir.), which was an appeal from the Board’s decision in an inter partes
review proceeding. I have also gained experience with Patent Office
procedure by litigating cases involving inequitable conduct, prosecution
history estoppel, and other issues for which review of a patent’s prosecution
history is critical.

8. I have never been suspended, disbarred, sanctioned, or cited for
contempt by any court or administrative body.

9. I have never had a court or administrative body deny my
application for admission to practice.

10. I have read and will comply with Office Patent Trial Practice
Guide and the Board’s Rules of Practice for Trials, as set forth in 37 C.F.R.
Part 42.

11. Tagree to be subject to the United States Patent and Trademark
Office’s Rules of Professional Conduct set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101 et
seq. and disciplinary jurisdiction under 37 C.F.R. § 11.19(a).

12.  In the past three years, I have not appeared pro hac vice in any

proceedings before the United States Patent and Trademark Office.
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13. I am familiar with the subject matter at issue in this proceeding.
I participated in the drafting of the Petition filed in this proceeding, and I
have reviewed the papers filed in this proceeding. In addition to the instant
proceeding, my firm currently represents Petitioner against the Patent Owner
in the following other pending proceedings: IPR2018-01152, IPR2018-
01153, IPR2018-01154, IPR2018-01240, IPR2018-01261, IPR2018-01293,
IPR2018-01295, IPR2018-01326, IPR2018-01327, IPR2018-01328,
IPR2018-01329, IPR2018-01330, IPR2018-01334, IPR2018-01340,
IPR2018-01344, IPR2018-01346, IPR2018-01429, IPR2019-00047,
IPR2019-00048, IPR2019-00049, IPR2019-00128, IPR2019-00129.

14. I am representing and have represented Petitioner Intel
Corporation in multiple patent-related matters, including the following
United States District Court cases: Qualcomm Inc. v. Apple Inc., 3:17-cv-
02402 (S.D. Cal.), which is related to and involves the same patent at issue
in this proceeding; VLSI Tech. LLC v. Intel Corp., Nos. 1:18-cv-00966 and
1:19-cv-00426 (D. Del.); VLSI Tech. LLC v. Intel Corp., No. 5:17-cv-05671
(N.D. Cal.); VLSI Tech. LLC v. Intel Corp., Nos. 6:19-cv-254, 6:19-cv-255,
and 6:19-256 (W.D. Tex.).

15. I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own

knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and belief
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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.

Respectfully Submitted,

/Gregory H. Lantier/

Gregory H. Lantier

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP
1875 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006
gregory.lantier@wilmerhale.com

Tel.: (202) 663-6000

Fax: (202) 663-6363

Dated: October 7, 2019
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