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I, Ivan Zatkovich, hereby declare:

1. INTRODUCTION

1. | have been retained by Counsel for Patent Owner to provide opinions
on certain issues concerning Inter Partes Review No. IPR2014-00737 of U.S.

Patent No. 8,050,652 (“the ‘652 Patent”).

2. | am aware that the Petition filed in the above-identified proceeding
(“the ‘737 Petition”) asserted various grounds and that the Board instituted this
proceeding on a subset of the asserted grounds. | am also aware that Petitioner
submitted with the ‘737 Petition a declaration of Kevin Jeffay, Jr., Ph.D. (“the

Jeffay Report™) opining on various aspects of these proceedings.

3. I have been asked to analyze the ‘652 Patent, the art cited by the
Petitioner, the Jeffay Report, and the Institution Decision dated November 4, 2014
(“the Institution Decision”), as they relate to the particular grounds instituted by
the Board. My opinions are set forth below. | make these statements based upon
facts and matters within my own knowledge or on information provided to me by

others. All such facts and matters are true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

4, | am a Principal Consultant of eComp Consultants. My firm is

compensated at a standard rate of $475 per hour for my work on this matter. This
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compensation is not dependent on my opinions or testimony or the outcome of this

matter.

2. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS

5. A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached as Exhibit 1.

6. I received a Bachelor’s degree in Computer Science, with a minor in
Electrical Engineering Digital Circuit Design, from the University of Pittsburgh in
1980. | completed a Master’s thesis in Computer Networks in 1981 at the

University of Pittsburgh, the results of which were published in Byte Magazine.

7. | have over 28 years of experience in computer science, including
media file sharing and Web multi-media publishing (e.g., content, images,
audio/video streaming), early wireless/cell phone communication, CTI (Computer

Telephony Integration), eCommerce, and Geolocation.

8. | have been a Principal Consultant with eComp Consultants for over
ten years. eComp Consultants provides professional consulting services relating to
computer and technical matters in a wide range of industries including embedded
internet systems, cellular telephony, and cloud-based services. Such consulting
services include working with clients on specific information technology projects,
process improvement, project management, and other technology issues. eComp

Consultants also provides professional expert witness services.
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