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I. INTRODUCTION 

[1] My name is Randall A. Snyder. I have been retained by the Civil 

Division Department of Justice to provide expert analysis in the above-referenced 

matter concerning U.S. Patent No. 8,438,221 (“the ‘221 Patent”) assigned to 

EnvisionIT, LLC. (Ex. 1001.) 

II. PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

[2] I have over 30 years of experience in mobile telecommunications 

network and system architecture, engineering, design and technology. 

[3] I consider myself to be an expert in the field of cellular and wireless 

telecommunications and networking technology per my qualifications described 

below. A true and correct copy of my curriculum vitae is attached as Ex. 1012, along 

with a list of cases where I served as a testifying or consulting expert. 

A. Education 

[4] I have a Bachelor’s Degree in Mathematics from Franklin and Marshall 

College. More detail regarding my education may be found in my curriculum vitae. 

(Ex. 1012.) 

B. Experience 

[5] I have experience in the fields of both wireline and wireless 

telecommunications networking technology. I have taught many classes and 

seminars on both wireline and wireless telecommunication network technologies 
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and have been a panelist and speaker at numerous conferences at the Institute of 

Electrical and Electronics Engineers (“IEEE”), the Personal Communication Society 

(“PCS”), and the Cellular Telecommunications and Internet Association (“CTIA”). 

I spent seven years developing standards within the American National Standards 

Institute’s subsidiary organization, the Telecommunications Industry Association 

(“TIA”), providing technical contributions and authoring and editing 

telecommunications proposed standards documents. Most notably, I authored and 

oversaw the standardization of Interim Standard 93, providing interconnection 

technology between wireline and wireless networks, which is a fully accredited 

national standard of the American National Standards Institute (“ANSI”). 

[6] I am the co-author of the McGraw-Hill books “Mobile 

Telecommunications Networking with IS-41,” and “Wireless Telecommunications 

Networking with ANSI-41, 2nd edition” published in 1997 and 2001, respectively. 

Each of these books contains an extensive chapter on cellular text messaging 

technology. I have been issued 29 patents myself on telecommunications networking 

technology. I have been hired as a consultant by the CTIA, as well as by many 

wireline and wireless telecommunications companies, including Bell Laboratories, 

McCaw Cellular, AirTouch, AirTouch International, AT&T Wireless, AT&T 

Mobility, Lucent, Nokia, Ericsson, Motorola, Samsung, Siemens, Nextwave, MCI, 

Daewoo, Globalstar, T-Mobile, Sprint, U.S. Cellular, Teleglobe Canada, Teledesic 
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