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FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORN
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17 PATRIOT SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION,
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Plaintiff,
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20 CHAES H. MOORE, TECHNOLOGY
PROPERTIES LTD., and DANL E.

21 LECKRONE,
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26 I, CHAES H. MOORE, declare that:

Defendants. Date: February 4, 2005
Time: 10:00 AM
Place: Courtoom 2

27 1. I am a named defendant in this lawsuit and a named inventor on United States Patents

28 Nos. 5,440,749; 5,530,890; 5,604,915; 5,659,703; 5,784,584; 5,809,336; and 6,598,148. I make this

DECLARTION OF CHARES H. MOORE IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS CHARES H. MOORE AND TECHNOLOGY

PROPERTIES, LTD.'S MOTION FOR DISQUALIFICATION OF PLAITIFF'S COUNSEL - 1 -
CASE NO. C04 0618 JF/HRL



1 declaration based on my personal knowledge and, if called as a witness by the cour, I could and

2 would be competent to testify to the matters set forth below.

3 2. On approximately August 2, 1989, I executed a document entitled Declaration and

4 Power of Attorney in which I designated Wilis Higgins to represent me in prosecuting a patent

5 application pertaining to the Sh-Boom Microprocessor on behalf of myself and Russell Fish, III. I

6 understood at all times durng my contact with Mr. Higgins and prosecution ofthe applications

7 leading to the patents listed in paragraph 1 that Mr. Higgins was my attorney for puroses ofthese

8 applications.

9 3. Durng prosecution of the applications that resulted in the patents listed in paragraph 1,

10 Mr. Higgins forwarded to me correspondence between himself and the Untied States Patent Office

11 ("USPTO"), and I understood that he was acting on my behalf in his interactions with the USPTO.

12 4. I do not recall Mr. Higgins ever suggesting that he was not my attorney during the

13 years he prosecuted these applications. Nor do I recall Mr. Higgins ever taking actions durng

14 prosecution of these patents that led me to doubt he was acting as my attorney in relation to the

15 prosecution of these applications. Therefore, I continued to believe that Mr. Higgins was acting as my

16 attorney for the purposes of prosecuting the patents listed in paragraph 1.

17 5. I provided Mr. Higgins with information pertaining to the patent applications that I

18 believed to be confidential, and understood that he would treat the information as confidentiaL.

19 6. Mr. Higgins has never asked me to waive the attorney-client privilege pertaining to my

20 communcations with him, nor have I knowingly provided any such waiver.

21 7. Mr. Higgins has never asked my permission to divulge any of my communications

22 with him to Patriot Scientific Corporation or those working on its behalf in this lawsuit, nor have

23 knowingly I provided any such permission.

24 8. Mr. Higgins has never asked for my consent to his assisting Patriot Scientific

25 Corporation in any dispute related to the patents listed in paragraph 1, nor have I knowingly provided

26 any such consent.

27 9. Mr. Higgins has never asked for my consent to his representing any pary adverse to me

28 in connection with any dispute pertaining to the patents listed in paragraph 1, nor have I knowingly
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1 provided any such consen t.

10. Mr. Hïggins has not reqvested that L release him from any duly he owes EO me by virtu!',

3 of his proseculjng the patents list in paaaph 1 on my behaJf.. nor have I kuowiog1y provided any

4 snell release.

5 I declare. under penalty ofpcrjUJ)' imde.1' the ~a\'\rs oftne United Statf. of Arnerica that the

6 fon..-going is b'ue: and correct.
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E;.ccu((;d this i 6tl)~ d.ay of Dee-embe 2004 ~ ac Slt;fiA City. Califcrna.

~~.#~
Charles H.Moore

-

Ðl~CI~.'!.RA.1tON OF C1IARLES n MOORE J. 6t)P.~t)--. ø't'in:J1ND\J"' aIARLm.H. ¡o1()O:: ..N'u '!'£-eITOLOGY

i'JtO¡¡J:R'I:£.s, L't.1S MO'N FO DISQL!i\t.Ul(:A.T£tJN iOF'P...1NTIFi"S C0SEL ~ 3-
t:..~r. Ko.on4 1)6(8 IF


