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1 

I. Introduction  

I, Anthony Wechselberger, declare as follows: 

1. I make this declaration based upon my own personal knowledge and, if 

called upon to testify, would testify competently to the matters stated herein. 

2. I have been asked by DISH Network L.L.C. to provide technical 

assistance in connection with the inter partes review of U.S. Patents No. 8,799,468 

and 9,465,925 (which I refer to as the “’468 Patent” and “’925 Patent,” respectively).  

This declaration is a statement of my opinions on issues related to the patentability 

of claims 1, 6, 13, 15, 19, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, and 41 of the ’468 Patent 

and claims 1, 25, 29, 36, 38, 40, and 41 of the ’925 Patent (collectively, the 

“challenged claims”) 

3. My compensation is not based on the content of my opinions or the 

resolution of this matter.   

II. Summary of Opinions 

4. With respect to the ’468 Patent, it is my opinion that: 

a. Claims 1, 23, 24, 25, and 30 are obvious over Hoang ’980. 

b. Claims 6 and 28 are obvious over Hoang ’980 in view of 

Venkatesh. 

c. Claims 13 and 27 are obvious over Hoang ’980 in view of 

Hoang ’267. 
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