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I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I, Dr. Peter Lawrence Reiher, submit this declaration to state my 

opinions on the matters described below. 

2. I have been retained on behalf of Petitioners as an independent expert 

for the above-identified inter partes review proceeding involving U.S. Patent No. 

6,993,658 (“the ’658 Patent”). Although I am being compensated for my time in 

connection with this IPR at my standard hourly consulting rate and reimbursed for 

reasonable out-of-pocket expenses, no part of my compensation depends on the 

outcome of this proceeding, and I have no other interest in this proceeding. 

3. I have been asked to provide my technical review, analysis, insights, 

and opinions regarding the ’658 Patent and the above-noted references that form 

the basis for the invalidity grounds set forth in the Petition for Inter Partes Review 

of the ’658 Patent. 

II. QUALIFICATIONS  

4. I believe that I am well qualified to serve as a technical expert in this 

matter based upon my educational and work experience. 

5. I received a BS in Electrical Engineering, specializing in computer 

science, from the University of Notre Dame in 1979. I received my MS in 

Computer Science from UCLA in 1983, and my Ph.D. in Computer Science from 

UCLA in 1987. After spending five years working on an operating systems project 
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