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I, Magdi Khair, declare as follows:

I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS

1. I currently work as a technical consultant providing engineering and

educational services in connection with diesel automotive technology. I have been

engaged in this work since 2011.

2. I obtained a Bachelor of Science in Automotive Engineering in 1967

from Ain Shams University in Cairo, Egypt. The emphasis of my undergraduate

studies was internal combustion engine design and technology.

3. After obtaining my undergraduate degree, I obtained a Masters in

Thermodynamics in 1970 from the University of Birmingham, Birmingham, UK.

4. I also obtained a MBA in 1982 from Michigan State University, in

Troy, Michigan. My thesis focused on the marketing of novel diesel injection

systems.

5. Further, I obtained a Ph.D in Engineering Management in 2007 from

Warren National University in Cheyenne, WI.

6. I was most recently employed as a researcher at the Southwest

Research Institute (SwRI), San Antonio, TX. I started at SwRI in June 1991 and

continued until September 2011.

7. At SwRI, I engaged in engine testing and exhaust emission

measurement and control. I also studied the catalytic after treatment of diesel
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