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I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been retained by Uniloc to provide my expert opinions regarding 

validity of U.S. Patent No. U.S. Patent No. 7,653,508 (“508 Patent”). The ‘508 patent was 

granted January 26, 2010 based on from application 11/644,455 that was filed on 

December 22, 2006. 

2. I am being compensated for my time at my standard consulting rate of 

$300 per hour. I am also being reimbursed for expenses that I incur during the course of 

this work. My compensation is not contingent upon the results of my study or the 

substance of my opinions.  

II. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

3. I have 25+ years of experience in the computer science industry including 

extensive experience with computer security, computer programming, and computer 

networking.  I have authored 26 computer science books, including textbooks used at 

universities around the world. I hold a Doctor of Science in Cyber Security, as well as two 

masters (one in Applied Computer Science). I hold 44 different computer industry 

certifications, including many in networking subjects. I am experienced with multiple 

programming languages. I also have extensive experience in computer networking. I have 

extensive experience with mobile devices, including all aspects of mobile devices 

(hardware and software), mobile forensics, and programming for mobile devices.    I am 

a Distinguished Speaker for the Association of Computing Machinery (ACM), and a 

reviewer for the IEEE Security and Privacy journal, as well as a reviewer for the four 
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