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I. Introduction 

I, Robert Colwell, Ph.D., declare: 

1. I am making this declaration at the request of Apple Inc. in the matter 

of the Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,777,753 (“the ’753 Patent”) to 

Owen et al.  

2. I am being compensated for my work in this matter. I am also being 

reimbursed for reasonable and customary expenses associated with my work and 

testimony in this investigation.  My compensation is not contingent on the outcome 

of this matter or the specifics of my testimony. 

3. In the preparation of this declaration, I have studied: 

(1) The ’753 Patent, Exhibit 1001;  

(2) The prosecution history of the ’753 Patent, Exhibit 1002; 

(3) U.S. Patent No. 5,546,547 to Bowes et al. (“Bowes”), Exhibit 1005; 

(4) “AT&T DSP3210 Digital Signal Processor The Multimedia Solution” 

Data Sheet March 1993 (“DSP3210 Data Sheet”), Exhibit 1006 

(5) EP 0626653 to Artieri, English translation, Exhibit 1007 

(6) U.S. Patent No. 6,029,217 to Arimilli et al. (“Arimilli”), Exhibit 1008 
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