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I. Introduction 

I, Joseph Paradiso, Ph.D., declare: 

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

of the Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 6,059,576 (“the ’576 Patent”) to 

Brann.  

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

hourly rate. I am also being reimbursed for reasonable and customary expenses 

associated with my work and testimony in this matter.  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 ’576 Patent, Exhibit FTBT-1001;  

(2) The prosecution history of the ’576 Patent, Exhibit FTBT-1002; 

(3) The Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate of the ’576 Patent, Exhibit 

FTBT-1003; 

(4) The reexamination file history of the ’576 Patent (Reexam No. 

90/013,201); Exhibit FTBT-1004; 

(5) U.S. Patent No. 5,919,149 (“Allum”), Exhibit FTBT-1007;  

(6) U.S. Patent No. 5,027,824 (“Dougherty”), Exhibit FTBT-1008;  
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(7) U.S. Patent No. 5,573,013 (“Conlan”), Exhibit FTBT-1009;  

(8) U.S. Patent No. 4,883,063 (“Bernard”), Exhibit FTBT-1010;  

(9) U.S. Patent No. 5,293,879 (“Vonk”), Exhibit FTBT-1011; 

(10) Third Edition of the American Heritage Dictionary of the English 

Language (1996), Exhibit FTBT-1015; and 

(11) U.S. Patent No. 6,018,705 (“Gaudet”), Exhibit FTBT-1016. 

4. In forming the opinions expressed below, I have considered: 

(1)  The documents listed above, and 

(2) My own knowledge and experience, including my work experience in 

the sensor and wireless communication fields, as described below.  

II. Qualifications and Professional Experience 

5. My complete qualifications and professional experience are described 

in my curriculum vitae, a copy of which can be found in FTBT-1006. The 

following is a brief summary of my relevant qualifications and professional 

experience. 

6. I am the Alexander W. Dreyfoos (1954) Professor of Media Arts and 

Sciences at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT).  My academic 

credentials include a Ph.D in Physics from MIT in 1981 and a Bachelor of Science 
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