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I. INTRODUCTION 

I, Dr. Thomas Brocker, declare as follows: 

1. I understand that in response to a Petition submitted by Kite 

Pharma, Inc. (“Kite”), an inter partes review (“IPR”) of claims 1-13 of U.S. 

Patent No. 7,446,190 (KIT1001, the “’190 Patent”) was instituted by the Patent 

Trial and Appeal Board (“PTAB”) on February 11, 2016. 

2. I have been retained as an independent expert witness on behalf of 

Patent Owner Sloan Kettering Institute for Cancer Research (“Sloan 

Kettering”) for this IPR proceeding. I understand that this Declaration is being 

submitted along with a Patent Owner’s Response to the Petition for IPR of the 

’190 Patent. I opine only with respect to certain issues that are discussed in this 

declaration. By doing so, however, I do not necessarily agree with other 

positions taken by Kite that I do not address here. 

II. RESOURCES CONSULTED 

3. I have reviewed the ’190 Patent, its file history, and Kite’s 

Petition for Inter Partes Review filed with the United States Patent and 

Trademark Office on August 13, 2015 (Paper No. 1). I have also reviewed the 

Declaration of Hinrich Abken (KIT1008), the transcript of the deposition of 

Dr. Abken (Ex. 2021), the exhibits listed on pages 5-7 of Dr. Abken’s 

declaration, including the Aruffo reference, the Finney reference, the Krause 

reference, the Gong reference and the Bejcek reference, and all references cited 
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