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 I, Robert P. McNamara, declare as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been retained by Verizon Services Corp., Verizon South Inc., Verizon 

Virginia LLC, Verizon Communications Inc., Verizon Federal Inc., Verizon 

Business Network Services Inc., and MCI Communications Services, Inc. 

(collectively, “Verizon” or “Petitioner”) as an independent expert consultant in this 

proceeding before the United States Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTO”).  

Although I am being compensated at my normal consulting rate of $300 per hour 

for the time I spend on this matter, no part of my compensation is dependent on the 

outcome of this proceeding or any other related proceeding.  I have no other 

interest in the proceeding. 

2. I understand that this proceeding involves U.S. Patent No. 6,980,564 (“the 

’564 patent”) (Ex. 1001).  Based on a review of the front page of the ’564 patent, I 

understand that the application for the ’564 patent was filed on June 19, 2001, as 

U.S. Patent Application No. 09/884,684, and issued on December 27, 2005.  I also 

understand from the front page of the ’564 patent, that the ’564 patent is what is 

referred to as a “continuation application” of abandoned U.S. Patent Application 

No. 09/753,014 (“the ’014 application”) filed on January 2, 2001.   
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3. I have been asked to consider, among other things, whether certain 

references disclose or suggest the features recited in claims 1-3 and 5-9 of the ’564 

patent.  My opinions are set forth below. 

II. QUALIFICATIONS 

4. I received Bachelor of Science and Master of Science degrees in Applied 

Physics from the California Institute of Technology (“Caltech”) in 1973.  In 1978, 

I received a Ph.D. from Caltech, also in Applied Physics. 

5. Aside from my academic expertise, I have extensive industry experience 

with broadband telecommunications technology products.  Specifically, I have 

over 35 years of experience in telecommunications technology and the 

development and implementation of local network access products for the 

deployment of voice, data, video, and energy management in Fiber Optic, Hybrid 

Fiber Optic-Coax (“HFC”) and Wireless Networks.  My experience spans digital 

network services, such as, e.g., Home Information Systems and Internet 

Applications, Digital Telephony, and Voice over IP (“VoIP”) Systems. 

6. Early in my career, I was employed by AT&T Bell Telephone Laboratories 

where I worked on developing network systems to provision telephone, data, and 

video services to the home over a fiber optic infrastructure. 

7. After Bell Labs, I was employed by GTE Service Corporation where I was 

responsible for developing GTE’s technical analysis of entry into the cellular 
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