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I. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

1. My name is Bruce McNair, and I am over 21 years old and otherwise 

competent to make this Declaration. I make this Declaration based on facts and 

matters within my own knowledge and on information provided to me by others, 

and, if called as a witness, I could and would competently testify to the matters set 

forth herein. 

2. I have been retained as a technical expert witness in this matter by 

Counsel for the Petitioner, Unified Patents, LLC (“Petitioner”) to provide my 

independent opinions on certain issues requested by Counsel for Petitioner relating 

to the accompanying Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 6,993,658 

(“the ’658 Patent”), challenging Claims 1 and 3-6 (the “Challenged Claims”). My 

compensation in this matter is not based on the substance of my opinions or on the 

outcome of this matter. I have been informed that Dynapass IP Holdings LLC 

(“Patent Owner”) is the purported owner of the ’658 Patent. I note that I have no 

financial interest in Petitioner or Patent Owner, and I have no other interest in the 

outcome of this matter. 

3. I received my Bachelors of Engineering and Masters of Engineering - 

Electrical Engineering from the Stevens Institute of Technology in 1971 and 1974, 

respectively. I also completed qualifiers and course work for a Ph.D. in computer 

science. 
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