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Declaration of Stuart Lipoff Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.68 in Support of
Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,752,650

I, Stuart Lipoff, do hereby declare as follows:
L INTRODUCTION

1. I have been retained as an expert witness on behalf of Samsung
Electronics Co., Ltd. and Samsung Electronics America, Inc. (“Petitioner”)
for the above-captioned Petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of U.S.
Patent No. 7,752,650 (“the 650 Patent). I have reviewed the 650 Patent
and relevant excerpts of the prosecution history of the 650 Patent.
Additionally, I have reviewed the following: U.S. Patent No. 4,789,895 to
Mustafa, et al. (“Mustafa”), International Pub. No. WO 81/02961 to
Campbell et. al., (“Campbell-1A”), U.S. Patent No. 4,536,791 to Campbell
et. al. (“Campbell-1B”), U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 06/135,987 to
Campbell et. al. (“Campbell-1C”), and U.S. Patent No. 4,302,775 to
Widergren, et al. (“Widergren™). 1 am being compensated for my time in
connection with this IPR at my standard consulting rate of $375 per hour.
My compensation is not affected by the outcome of this matter.

2. I have been asked to provide my opinions regarding whether or not Claims
1, 2, 4, 18, 32, and 33 of the 650 Patent (“the Challenged Claims”) are
invalid as obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of
the alleged invention.

3. The *650 Patent issued on July 6, 2010, from U.S. Patent Appl. No. 08/460,
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Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,752,650

The 650 Patent alleges to be a continuation of a series of applications dating
back to U.S. Patent Appl. No. 07/096,096 filed on September 11, 1987, now
U.S. Patent No. 4,965,825 (“the ‘096 Application™). The ‘096 Application
alleges to be a continuation-in-part of a series of applications dating back to
U.S. Patent Appl. No. 06/317,519, now U.S. Patent No. 4,694,490 (“the 519
Application”).

4. For the purposes of my Declaration, I have been asked to assume that the
priority date of the alleged invention recited in the 650 Patent is September
11, 1987, as well as considering an earliest possible priority date of
November 3, 1981.

5. The face of the 650 Patent names John Christopher Harvey and James
William Cuddihy as the named inventors, and identifies Personalized Media
Communications, LLC as the named assignee. (Ex. 1002 at cover).

6. In preparing this Declaration, I have reviewed the *650 Patent, the file
history of the 650 Patent, numerous prior art references, and technical
references from the time of the alleged invention.

7. I understand that claims in an IPR are given their broadest reasonable
interpretation in view of the patent specification and the understandings of
one having ordinary skill in the relevant art.

8. In forming the opinions expressed in this Declaration, I relied upon my

edncation and exnerience in the relevant field af the art and have concidered
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I1.

_ ARM

the viewpoint of a person having ordinary skill in the relevant art, as of

the priority date. My opinions are based, at least in part, on the following

references in view of the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art as of

September 11, 1987, but my analysis and opinions in this Declaration would

still be the same even if the priority date is found to be earlier, back to the

earliest possible priority date of November 3, 1981:

Reference

Date of Public Availability

U.S. Patent No. 4,789,895 to
Mustafa, et al. (“Mustafa”)

Filed April 30, 1987; Issued and
Published on December 6, 1988 (Ex.
1009 at Face)

U.S. Patent No. 4,215,369 to lijima
(“Iyjima™)

Filed December 15, 1978; Issued
and Published on July 29, 1980 (Ex.
1010 at Face)

International Publication No.
WO81/02961 (“Campbell-
1A99)

Published October 15, 1981 (Ex.
1033 at Face)

U.S. Patent No. 4,536,791 to
Campbell, et al. (“Campbell-
IB”)

Filed November 27, 1981; Issued
and Published on August 20, 1985
(Ex. 1011 at Face)

U.S. Patent No. 4,302,775 to
Widergren, et al. (“Widergren™)

Filed December 15, 1978; Issued
and Published November 24, 1981
(Ex. 1012 at Face)

BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS

My name is Stuart Lipoff. [ am currently the president of IP Action Partners

Inc. and have over 40 years of experience in a wide variety of technologies

and industries relating to data communications, including data

communications over wireless and cable systems networks.
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10. I have been retained by Petitioner in connection with its request for inter
partes review of the 650 Patent. A copy of the 650 Patent has been

designated Ex. 1002. I have reviewed and am familiar with the 650 Patent.

11. T have been asked to provide my opinion regarding the validity of certain
claims of the 650 Patent. This Declaration includes a detailed discussion of
my background and qualifications, the background of the technologies
involved in and related to the 650 Patent that would have been understood
by a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the filing of the *650
Patent, various prior art references that disclose—either alone or in
combination with each other—all of the relevant features of the Challenged
Claims. The bases and reasons for my opinions are set forth in this
Declaration.

A.  Educational Background

12. Tearned a B.S. degree in Electrical Engineering in 1968 from Lehigh
University and a second B.S. degree in Engineering Physics in 1969, also
from Lehigh University. I also earned a M.S. degree in Electrical
Engineering from Northwestern University in 1974 and a MBA degree from

Suffolk University in 1983.

B. Career History and Relevant Industry Participation

13. I am currently the president of IP Action Partners Inc., which is a consulting

practice serving the telecommunications, information technology, media,
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