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I. INTRODUCTION

1. I have been retained by Emerson Electric Co. (“Emerson” or

“Petitioner”) to provide my opinions on certain issues related to U.S. Patent No. 

7,746,887 (the “’887 patent,” which I understand has been designated as Exhibit 

1001) in connection with the above-captioned inter partes review (IPR) proceeding. 

In particular, I have been asked to provide my insights, analysis, and opinions 

regarding whether claims 1, 3-8, 14-15, and 18 of the ’887 patent (“Challenged 

Claims”) are obvious over the prior art references identified below and as to whether 

persons interested and ordinarily skilled in the subject matter or art exercising 

reasonable diligence could have located these references. 

2. I understand the ’887 patent is titled “Dynamic Value Reporting for

Wireless Automated Systems,” identifies as its named inventor Norman R. 

McFarland, and is currently owned by Ollnova Technologies Ltd. I have considered 

the ’887 patent.  

3. I understand that the file history of the ’887 patent has been designated

as Exhibit 1003. I have considered this file history, and I will refer to it as the “’887 

File History” or by its exhibit number. 

4. I understand that the ’887 patent was filed as U.S. Patent Application

11/402,743 on April 12, 2006. 

5. I have considered the prior art cited in my declaration, including:
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