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I, Paul S. Jacobs, declare as follows: 

1. My name is Paul S. Jacobs.  I am the Founder and President of Jake 

Technologies, Inc.  My business address is 27 Logan Circle NW #14, Washington, 

DC 20005.  I understand that my declaration is being submitted in connection with 

the above-referenced Inter Partes Review proceeding, Case IPR2013-00480. 

I. Qualifications, Background, and Experience 

2. I received a Bachelor of Science in Applied Mathematics from 

Harvard University in 1981, a Master of Science in Applied Mathematics from 

Harvard University in 1981, and a Ph.D. in Computer Science from the University 

of California at Berkeley in 1985.   

3. I have authored or co-authored over 50 scientific and technical 

publications, I am listed as an inventor on two U.S. patents directed to 

computational lexicons, and I have over 25 years of experience in the computer 

and information retrieval industry.   

4. I have served in numerous professional and scientific capacities, 

including one year as a visiting professor of computer science at the University of 

Pennsylvania and several years as a member of the executive committee of the 

Association for Computational Linguistics.  Currently, I serve on the Public Policy 

Council of the Association for Computing Machinery (USACM) and the 

Intellectual Property Committee of that council.  I also serve on the Patent Public 
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Advisory Committee (PPAC) appointed by the Secretary of Commerce of the 

United States.   I am currently a technology consultant and an adjunct lecturer at 

the University of Maryland in College Park, where I have taught classes in the 

College of Information Studies (The “iSchool”) since 2007. 

5. Between 1985 and 1994, I was employed as a computer scientist with 

General Electric (“GE”) Corporate Research and Development.  I also consulted 

for Infonautics, an early Internet information services and advanced search 

company.  I was the editor of a book, entitled “Text-Based Intelligent Systems.”   

The book was a collection of papers based on a symposium I chaired in 1990, 

which brought together leaders of the field of Information Retrieval to address 

issues related to large-scale advanced text processing. 

6. I joined a company named SRA International (“SRA”) in the latter 

part of 1994 and became director of media information technologies.1  My 

responsibilities included new ventures and technology activities related to the 

Internet and the World Wide Web.  From 1994 until 2002, I held a series of 

technology and business management jobs in organizations focused on networked 

information management applications.  I was CEO of IsoQuest, an SRA 

subsidiary, managing vice president for electronic commerce at SRA, president 

                                           
1 SRA International has no relationship with Software Rights Archive, owner of 

the patent under review. 
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