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I. INTRODUCTION 

I, JONATHAN S. DORDICK, Ph.D., hereby declare the following: 

1. My name is Dr. Jonathan S. Dordick. I am the Vice President for 

Research and the Howard P. Isermann Professor of Chemical and Biological 

Engineering, Biomedical Engineering, Materials Science and Engineering, and 

Biological Sciences at Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute. My mailing address is 

9015 LCII, Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, Troy, New York 12180. I base the 

following on my personal knowledge and experience as well as my review of the 

relevant documents listed below in Section V. 

2. I have been retained by counsel as an independent expert for Toyota 

Motor Corporation (the �Patent Owner�) in this Inter Partes Review proceeding, 

Reactive Surfaces LTD., LLP v. Toyota Motor Corporation, IPR2016-01914, 

before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (the �Board�). I am being compensated 

for the time I spend on this matter at my customary rate of $500 per hour, but no 

part of my compensation is dependent on the outcome of this proceeding.   

3. I understand that this proceeding involves U.S Patent No. 8,394,618 

(�the �618 Patent�) (Ex. 1001). I understand that the application for the �618 Patent 

was filed on June 21, 2010, as U.S. Patent Application No. 12/820,063 (�the �063 

Application�) (Ex. 1002). I also understand that the �618 Patent is assigned to the 
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