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I, Dr. George T. Ligler, hereby declare as follows: 

I. Introduction 

A. Engagement 

1. I have been retained on behalf of Patent Owner Blackberry, Ltd.  

(“Blackberry”) to offer statements and opinions generally regarding the novelty 

and  understanding of a person of ordinary skill in the art (“POSA”) in the industry 

as it relates to U.S. Patent No. 8,745,149 (“the ’149 patent”), which is entitled 

“Handheld Electronic Device and Associated Method Providing Time Data in a 

Messaging Environment.” I understand that Petitioner Google (“Petitioner”) has 

challenged claims 1-17 of the ’149 patent as unpatentable over certain prior art.  I 

have been asked provide my opinion and analysis of the various references and 

opinions advanced in the Declaration of Dr. Dan R. Olsen, Jr., which I understand 

to be Exhibit 1002 to these proceedings (“Olsen Declaration”). 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts and opinions set forth in this 

declaration, and believe them to be true.  If called upon to do so, I would testify 

competently thereto.  I have been warned that willful false statements and the like 

are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both.  

3. I am being compensated for my time at the rate of $600 per hour for 

my work in connection with this matter. I am being reimbursed for reasonable and 

customary expenses associated with my work in this investigation.  This 
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