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1 
 

I, Dr. Alfred C. Weaver, do hereby declare:  

1. I am making this declaration at the request of Patent Owner 

Personalized Media Communications, LLC (“PMC”) in the matter of the Inter 

Partes Review No. IPR2016-01520 of U.S. Patent No. 8,559,635 (“’635 Patent.”)  

I. QUALIFICATIONS & ENGAGEMENT 

2. I earned a Bachelor of Science in Engineering Science in 1971 from 

the University of Tennessee. I also earned a Master of Science in Computer 

Science from the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign in 1973.  Thereafter, 

I earned a Ph.D. in Computer Science at the University of Illinois at Urbana-

Champaign in 1976. 

3. I am currently a Professor of Computer Science and the Associate 

Chair of the Department of Computer Science at the University of Virginia 

(“UVa”).  I have been employed at UVa continuously since 1977.  Over the period 

of my employment at UVa, I have taught more than 25 different courses, including 

electronic commerce, operating systems, computer networks, and various 

programming courses.  Moreover, I have been the graduate advisor for 69 Ph.D. 

and master’s students, all in Computer Science. 

4. In addition to my teaching duties, I am also the Founding Director of 

UVa’s Applied Research Institute, a group of faculty engaged in research areas 

related to national security and funded by both government and industry.  To date, 
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