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I, Dr. Alexander Glew, Ph.D., hereby declare under penalty of perjury under the 

laws of the United States of America:

I. Qualifications

1. I am currently President of Glew Engineering Consulting, Inc. (“Glew 

Engineering”) of Mountain View, California.  Glew Engineering provides 

consulting and engineering services relating to various technology or engineering 

areas, including CVD technology.  My responsibilities at Glew Engineering 

include acting as a consultant and as a principal managing the company. 1

2. I received a Bachelors of Science degree in Mechanical Engineering 

from University of California, Berkeley in 1985; a Master of Science degree in 

Mechanical Engineering from University of California, Berkeley in 1987; a Master 

of Science in Materials Science and Engineering from Stanford University in 1995.

I later also obtained a Doctor of Philosophy degree in Materials Science and 

Engineering from Stanford University in 2003.  A copy of my Curriculum Vitae is 

attached to this report as Attachment A.

1 All emphasis and annotations added unless otherwise noted. A list of exhibits 

considered is attached to this Declaration as Attachment B. Citations to the 

exhibits in this declaration are exemplary and are not meant to be limiting.
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