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I, Samuel H. Russ, declare as follows: 
 
I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been asked by Roku, Inc. (“Roku”) to provide expert opinions 

in the above-captioned Inter Partes Review proceeding involving U.S. Patent No. 

9,716,853 (“the ’853 patent”), which is entitled “System And Method For 

Optimized Appliance Control.” 

2. I am being compensated by Roku on an hourly basis for the time I 

spend in connection with this proceeding. My compensation is not dependent in 

any way on the substance of my opinions or in the outcome of this proceeding. 

II. QUALIFICATIONS 

3. My qualifications for forming the opinions set forth in this declaration 

are summarized here and explained in more detail in my curriculum vitae, which is 

attached as Exhibit 1004. Exhibit 1004 also includes a list of my publications and 

the cases in which I have testified at deposition, hearing, or trial during the past 

four years. 

4. I received a Bachelor’s degree in Electrical Engineering from the 

Georgia Institute of Technology (“Georgia Tech”) in 1986 and a Ph.D. in 

Electrical Engineering from Georgia Tech in 1991.  

5. From 2007 to the present, I have been a member of the faculty of the 

University of South Alabama as an Assistant and Associate Professor in the 
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