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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Identification of the ’833 Patent and Scope of Opinion 

1. My name is Dr. Jonathan Wells.  I have been retained by Apple Inc. (“Apple”) to 

investigate and opine on certain issues relating to U.S. Patent No. 8,102,833 (“’833 patent”). 

2. I understand that Optis Wireless Technology, LLC, Optis Cellular Technology, 

LLC, Unwired Planet, LLC, Unwired Planet International Limited, and PanOptis Patent 

Management, LLC (collectively, “Optis” or “Plaintiffs”) has asserted the ’833 patent in litigation 

against Apple in Optis Wireless Technology, LLC et al. v. Apple Inc., Case No. 2:19-cv-00066-

JRG (E.D. Tex.) (“the Litigation”).  In the Litigation, Optis has asserted claims 1 and 8 of the 

’833 patent (“the Asserted Claims”). 

3. Specifically, I have been asked to determine if any or all of the claims of the ’833 

patent are invalid based on, among other things, 35 U.S.C. §§ 103 and 112.  In this report, I 

explain the manner in which the prior art, known before the applicable priority date of the ’833 

patent, discloses each limitation of the Asserted Claims, and I explain how the known prior art 

would render the asserted claims obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

inventions were made. 

4. To support my opinions, I have further been asked to provide an overview of the 

technology.  In this report, I will discuss the technology related to the ’833 patent, including an 

overview of that technology as it was known at the time of the ’833 patent’s priority date. 

5. I have based my report on information currently available to me.  To the extent 

that additional information becomes available, I reserve the right to continue my investigation 

and study, which may include a review of documents and information that recently have been or 

may be produced, as well as testimony from depositions that may yet be taken in this case.  I 
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