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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.9594
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No. 10 pp. 1097-1116 (Oct. 1995) (“Hsu”)

1009 MCGRAW-HILL  DICTIONARY OF SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL TERMS,
Fifth Ed. (1993) (excerpts)

1010 M ICROSOFT PRESS COMPUTER DICTIONARY� Third Ed. (1997)
(excerpts)

1017 U.S. Patent No. 9,054,728 (“the ’728 patent”)

1027
William Underwood, Extensions of the UNIX File Command and
Magic File for File Type Identification, Technical Report
ITTL/CSITD 09-02, Georgia Tech Research Institute (Sept. 2009).

1028 AT&T UNIX® PC UNIX System V User’s Manual, Volume 1 (1986)

1029 File(1): FreeBSD General Commands Manual (Dec. 8, 2000)

1030 U.S. Patent No. 6,253,264 to Sebastian (“Sebastian”)
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