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I. Introduction 

I, Dr. Christopher Jules White, a resident of Nashville, Tennessee over 18 

years of age, hereby declare as follows. 

1. My name is Dr. Christopher Jules White, and I am currently an 

Associate Professor in the Department of Computer Science, as well as the Associate 

Dean for Strategic Learning Programs at Vanderbilt University. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts and opinions set forth in this 

declaration, and, if called upon to do so, I would testify competently thereto. 

3. I have been asked by Patent Owner Daedalus Blue, LLC (“Daedalus”) 

to provide my opinions and analysis responsive to certain issues raised by the 

Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 8,671,132 (“Petition”) by 

Petitioner Microsoft Corporation (“Microsoft” or “Petitioner”) and the supporting 

Declaration of Dr. Erez Zadok (“Zadok Declaration”).  For this work I am being 

compensated at my normal hourly rate of $450 per hour plus reasonable expenses.  

The amount of my compensation is not dependent upon the substance of my opinions 

or upon the outcome of this matter.  I am working as a private consultant on this 

matter and the opinions presented here are my own. 

4. I have prepared this declaration at the request of Daedalus and its 

counsel.  For purposes of this declaration, I have been asked to provide my opinions 

on certain aspects of Petitioner’s theories regarding patentability of Claims 15-25 of 
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