
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

PRIME WIRE & CABLE, INC.

Petitioner,

v.

CANTIGNY LIGHTING 
CONTROL, LLC.

Patent owner

JASCO PRODUCTS, INC.

Licensee

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case: IPR2018-01592
Patent No.: 9,320,122

EXHIBIT 1057

DECLARATION OF BRYCE A. JOHNSON IN SUPPORT OF THE 
PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW OF U.S. PAT. NO. 9,320,122

My name is Bryce A. Johnson.  I am over the age of 18 and in all ways

qualified to make this declaration.  I hereby declare as follows:

1. I am a registered patent attorney (CA Bar No. 258357) (USPTO Reg.

No. 74,733) for Petitioner PRIME Wire & Cable, Inc. (“PRIME”).  I am familiar 

with the facts and circumstances in the above captioned action as they relate to this 

declaration.  Unless stated as relying on information and belief, the facts contained 

herein are based on my own personal knowledge and, if called upon, I could and 

would testify competently thereto.

Exhibit 1001 -  U.S. Patent No. 9,320,122 (issued Apr. 19, 2016)  
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2. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1001 is a true and 

correct copy of U.S. Patent No. 9,320,122 (“the ‘122 patent”).  I downloaded this 

document on Jun. 18, 2018 from Google® Patents at 

https://patents.google.com/patent/US9320122B2/en?oq=9320122.

Exhibit 1002 - Complete File History for U.S. Pat. No. 9,320,122, App. Ser. 
No. 14/944,302 (filed Nov. 18, 2015) (as of Jul. 11, 2018)

3. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1002 is a true and 

correct copy of the Complete File History for U.S. Pat. No. 9,320,122, App. Ser. 

No. 14/944,302 (filed Nov. 18, 2015) (as of Jul. 11, 2018).  I downloaded this 

document from the USPTO’s PAIR system on Jul. 11, 2018.

Exhibit 1003 - Bryce A. Johnson, RULE 501 CITATION OF PRIOR ART 
AND WRITTEN CLAIM SCOPE STATEMENTS IN U.S. 
PAT. NO. 9,320,122, pages 1-57, Mar. 14, 2018, USPTO 
Alexandria, VA

4. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1003 is a true and 

correct copy of a document I wrote entitled “RULE 501 CITATION OF PRIOR 

ART AND WRITTEN CLAIM SCOPE STATEMENTS IN U.S. PAT. NO. 

9,320,122.”  I submitted this document for placement into the file of the ‘122 

patent on Mar. 14, 2018 under 37 C.F.R. § 1.501 (“Rule 501”) and 35 U.S.C. §

301.  I received an email from ThirdPartySubmissionInitialReview@USPTO.gov

(dated Mar. 22, 2018) stating that the document was reviewed and determined

compliant with Rule 501 and 35 U.S.C. § 301. A true and correct copy of that 
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email is appended to this declaration.  The document was placed in the ‘122 record 

on Mar. 27, 2018 by the USPTO. Being part of the official record of the ‘122 

patent, this document is also included as part of Ex. 1002, pgs. 113-169.  The 

document is attached as a separate Exhibit 1003 for ease of reference and because 

the copy placed in the record has poorer image quality than the copy provided here.

Exhibit 1004 - Complaint, Document #1, pages 1-17, Jun. 2, 2016, 
CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court 
For the Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division

5. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1004 is a true and 

correct copy of the complaint of record (Document #1) in CANTIGNY v. JASCO,

case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court For the Northern District of Illinois Eastern 

Division.  I downloaded this complaint from the Public Access to Court Electronic 

Records (“PACER”) database at www.pacer.gov on Mar. 14, 2018.  This 

complaint was attached to my Rule 501 citation [Ex. 1003] and has been made part 

of the ‘122 patent record.  Being part of the official record of the ‘122 patent, this 

complaint is also included as part of Ex. 1002, pgs. 7-23.  The complaint is 

nevertheless attached as a separate Exhibit 1004 for ease of reference and because 

the copy placed in the record has poorer image quality than the copy provided here.

Exhibit 1005 - Exhibit A, Complaint, Document #1-1, pages 1-32, Jun. 2, 
2016, CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District 
Court For the Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division

6. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1005 is a true and 
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correct copy of Exhibit A to the complaint of record (Document #1-1) in 

CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court For the Northern 

District of Illinois Eastern Division.  I downloaded this Exhibit A from the PACER 

database at www.pacer.gov on Mar. 14, 2018.  This Exhibit A was attached to my 

Rule 501 citation [Ex. 1003] and has been made part of the ‘122 patent record.  

Being part of the official record of the ‘122 patent, this complaint is also included 

as part of Ex. 1002, pgs. 24-55. Exhibit A to the complaint is nevertheless attached 

as a separate Exhibit 1005 for ease of reference and because the copy placed in the 

record has poorer image quality than the copy provided here.

Exhibit 1006 - Exhibit B, Complaint, Document #1-2, pages 1-31, Jun. 2, 
2016, CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District 
Court For the Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division

7. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1006 is a true and 

correct copy of Exhibit B to the complaint of record (Document #1-2) in 

CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court For the Northern 

District of Illinois Eastern Division.  I downloaded this Exhibit B from the PACER 

database at www.pacer.gov on Mar. 14, 2018.  This Exhibit B was attached to my 

Rule 501 citation [Ex. 1003] and has been made part of the ‘122 patent record.  

Being part of the official record of the ‘122 patent, this complaint is also included 

as part of Ex. 1002, pgs. 56-86.  Exhibit B to the complaint is nevertheless attached 

as a separate Exhibit 1006 for ease of reference and because the copy placed in the 
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record has poorer image quality than the copy provided here.

Exhibit 1007 - Exhibit C, Complaint, Document #1-3, pages 1-2, Jun. 2, 2016, 
CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court 
For the Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division

8. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1007 is a true and 

correct copy of Exhibit C to the complaint of record (Document #1-3) in 

CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court For the Northern 

District of Illinois Eastern Division.  I downloaded this Exhibit C from the PACER 

database at www.pacer.gov on Mar. 14, 2018.  This Exhibit C was attached to my 

Rule 501 citation [Ex. 1003] and has been made part of the ‘122 patent record.  

Being part of the official record of the ‘122 patent, this complaint is also included 

as part of Ex. 1002, pgs. 87-88.  Exhibit C to the complaint is nevertheless attached 

as a separate Exhibit 1007 for ease of reference and because the copy placed in the 

record has poorer image quality than the copy provided here.

Exhibit 1008 - Exhibit D, Complaint, Document #1-4, pages 1-3, Jun. 2, 2016, 
CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court 
For the Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division

9. Attached to the above captioned petition as Exhibit 1008 is a true and 

correct copy of Exhibit D to the complaint of record (Document #1-4) in 

CANTIGNY v. JASCO, case 1:16-cv-005794, District Court For the Northern 

District of Illinois Eastern Division.  I downloaded this Exhibit D from the PACER 

database at www.pacer.gov on Mar. 14, 2018.  This Exhibit D was attached to my 
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