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I. Overview and Executive Summary 

A. Assignment and Overview 
 

 The BlackBerry Group (“BlackBerry”) is a multinational company that designed, 

developed, and manufactured smartphones and tablets while providing software and other 

services.1   During the 2008-2010 period, BlackBerry earned a (pre-R&D) operating profit margin 

of 30.3 percent on sales of more than $32 billion.2  See Table 1 below.   

 

Table 1: Income Statements for BlackBerry: FY 2008-2010 

 

 
 

BlackBerry’s intangible assets3 were worth approximately $32 to $46 billion.  See Table 3 below. 

 

 
1  Retrieved July 28, 2023 from https://www.blackberry.com/us/en/company/overview.; Blackberry Limited v. His 

Majesty the King. (August 1, 2023). "Amended Notice of Appeal." Tax Court File No. 2019-1378(IT)G, p. 2. 

 
2  All figures are in U.S. dollars unless otherwise specified. 

 
3  I am using the terms intangible assets and intellectual property to reflect the same assets in this report, unless 

otherwise noted. 

 

($USD Millions) YE February 2008 2009 2010 Total Formula

Total Revenue $6,009.4 $11,065.2 $14,953.0 $32,027.6 a

Cost of Sales $2,928.8 $5,967.9 $8,369.0 $17,265.7 b

Gross Profit $3,080.6 $5,097.3 $6,584.0 $14,761.9 c = a-b

Operating Expenses

Research and development $359.8 $684.7 $965.0 $2,009.5 d

Selling, marketing and administration $881.5 $1,495.7 $1,907.0 $4,284.2 e

Amortization $108.1 $194.8 $310.0 $612.9 f

Litigation -- -- $164.0 $164.0 g

Impairment of goodwill -- -- -- $0.0 h

Total $1,349.4 $2,375.2 $3,346.0 $7,070.6 i = sum(d:h)

Operating Profit $1,731.2 $2,722.1 $3,238.0 $7,691.3 j = c-i

Operating Margin 28.8% 24.6% 21.7% 24.0% k = j/a

Pre-R&D Operating Margin 34.8% 30.8% 28.1% 30.3% l = (j+d)/a

https://www.blackberry.com/us/en/company/overview
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Table 3: BlackBerry’s Intangible Assets: FY 2008-2010 

 

 
 

 BlackBerry operates its global businesses through various subsidiary companies and a 

parent company, BlackBerry Limited (“BB CANADA”).  Blackberry has structured its asset 

ownership and transfer pricing system in such a way that nearly all of its intangible assets 

(intellectual property) are owned by BB CANADA.4   

 

 BB CANADA engaged BlackBerry Corporation and its subsidiaries—Arizan Corporation, 

Ascendant Telecommunications Inc., and Dash Navigation Inc—(collectively, “BB USA”) to 

perform certain contract research and development services.  At the related party transfer price set 

by BlackBerry, BB USA recorded an operating profit of $17.1 million on such operations in 2010.  

See Table 4 below. 

 

 
4  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, Schedule O, p. 10. 

 

$USD Billions 2008 2009 2010 Formula

Market Capitalization (Fiscal Yearly Average) /1/ $45.1 $50.4 $37.8 a

Book Value of Equity as of Fiscal Year End $3.9 $5.9 $7.6 b

Intangibles Recorded on Balance Sheet $0.5 $1.1 $1.3 c

Intangible Assets (Intellectual Property) /2/ $41.7 $45.6 $31.6 d = a-b+c

Intangible Assets as Percent of Market Cap 92.3% 90.5% 83.4% e = d/a

Notes:

/1/: Yearly market capitalization calculated using Toronto Stock Exchange prices.
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Table 4: Income Recorded by BB USA for R&D Services Provided to BB CANADA: FY 

2010 

 

 
 

 It is my understanding that the Canada Revenue Agency (“CRA”) has opined that BB 

USA’s recorded profit of $17.1 million would be classified as foreign accrual property income 

(“FAPI”) and included as taxable income for BB CANADA.5   

 

 I also understand that BlackBerry disagrees with CRA’s FAPI classification noted above.  

Among other submissions in this dispute, BlackBerry has engaged a transfer pricing economist, 

Brad Rolph, to write a report that opines on certain questions (“ROLPH REPORT”).6 

 

 The ROLPH REPORT creates four alternative structures that (presumably) BB CANADA 

and BB USA could have used instead of the R&D services format that was adopted—and resulted 

in this dispute.  The ROLPH REPORT (Mr. Rolph) opines that none of these four alternative 

scenarios would trigger a FAPI inclusion.7   The ROLPH REPORT also opines that the tax 

payments owed by BB CANADA would be lower in each alternative scenario than the taxes 

actually paid by BB CANADA.  The ROLPH REPORT implies that such a finding indicates that 

BB CANADA reported enough profits/paid enough tax under its actual potential FAPI structure.8   

 

The Department of Justice Canada (“DOJ”), counsel to CRA in this matter, has hired 

Precision Economics, LLC to critically evaluate the ROLPH REPORT, using my (Brian Becker’s) 

experience as a financial/valuation/transfer pricing economist.  In particular, I have been asked to 

comment on three issues from the ROLPH REPORT’s alternative scenarios analysis: (a) the 

 
5 Additionally, it is my understanding that the CRA has opined that BB CANADA was not entitled to a foreign accrual 

tax (“FAT”) deduction to counteract the inclusion of the FAPI.  BlackBerry Limited v. His Majesty the King. (August 

24, 2023). “Amended Reply to the Notice of Appeal.” Tax Court File No. 2019-1378(IT)G, pp. 9-10. 

 
6  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G. 

 
7  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, ¶ 20. 

 
8  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, ¶¶ 11-12. 

 

($USD Millions) YE February 27, 2010 Arizan Ascendent Dash

BlackBerry 

Corporation

Total 

BB USA

Revenue for R&D Services from BB CANADA $0.3 $16.9 $6.9 $206.8 $230.8

Cost of Services $0.3 $15.6 $6.4 $191.5 $213.7

Net R&D Profit $0.0 $1.2 $0.5 $15.3 $17.1

Markup on Costs 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0%
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relevance of potential lower tax payments under alternative structures as “proof” of appropriate 

tax payments/non-FAPI classifications; (b) the assumptions made in Mr. Rolph’s calculations in 

his four scenarios; and (c) Mr. Rolph’s opinion that the scenarios don’t trigger a FAPI inclusion.  

This report completes that assignment with opinions that are contemporaneous with the date on 

the cover page.  I have been compensated at the rate of $950 (USD) per hour.9 

B. Materials Relied Upon 
 

In preparing this report, I relied upon a number of documents supplied by the CRA as well 

as publicly available documents.  Some of the documents relied upon are listed below:10 

◼ Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.”; 

◼ BlackBerry Limited v. His Majesty the King. (August 24, 2023). “Amended 

Reply to the Notice of Appeal.” Tax Court File No. 2019-1378(IT)G.; and 

 

◼ Blackberry Limited v. His Majesty the King. (August 1, 2023). "Amended 

Notice of Appeal." Tax Court File No. 2019-1378(IT)G. 

C. Qualifications 
 

My name is Brian C. Becker.  I am the founder and President of Precision Economics.  A 

copy of my current curriculum vitae, which includes a complete listing of my publications, 

teaching experience, and expert testimony, is attached to this report as Appendix A. 

 

I have been employed as a consulting and expert witness economist for 31 years.  Prior to 

founding Precision Economics in 2001, I gained experience while employed by several consulting 

firms.  My primary areas of focus in these positions have been transfer pricing, business valuation, 

international trade, intellectual property, and financial damages.  During this time, I have testified 

in approximately 60 depositions and 60 trials.   

 

In the transfer pricing area, I have been engaged as an expert witness on behalf of taxpayers 

as well as tax authorities in Australia, Canada, New Zealand, New York State, Papua New Guinea, 

and the United States.  In total, this includes more than 500 economic valuation reports.  I have 

testified in 11 transfer pricing trials, including those involving Chevron, Coca-Cola, General 

Electric, McKesson, Medtronic, Roche, and SNF. 

 

 
9  Employees and contractors have assisted with this report under my direction. 

 
10  Appendix B contains a complete listing of the documents I relied upon in these analyses. 
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My academic background includes teaching positions and a number of publications.  

Specifically, I taught Corporate Finance, Derivative Securities, Statistics, and Operations 

Management at Johns Hopkins University, Marymount University, and George Washington 

University.  Most of my publications have been within the transfer pricing and valuation area, in 

books and journals, including: Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Corporate Business 

Taxation Monthly, Business Valuation Review, and Transfer Pricing Handbook. 

 

I received my Ph.D. in Applied Economics from the Wharton School of the University of 

Pennsylvania. I received my B.A. as a double major in Applied Mathematics and Economics from 

Johns Hopkins University.   
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II. Summary of the ROLPH REPORT 

A. Context and Assignment 
 

The ROLPH REPORT devises four hypothetical structures for BB CANADA. They differ 

somewhat, but all follow the characteristics below: 

 

◼ The ROLPH REPORT (Mr. Rolph) opines that none of these four structures 

would trigger a FAPI inclusion for BB CANADA.11 

 

◼ They require movement of intellectual property ownership and/or research 

and development personnel from or to BB CANADA.12 

 

◼ The ROLPH REPORT estimates/opines some changes in revenues and 

costs.13 

 

◼ The ROLPH REPORT offers no valuations of the arm’s length price that 

would be paid to or by BB CANADA for the intellectual property to be 

transferred in any of the scenarios.  That is, the ROLPH REPORT analyzes 

the scenarios financially as if the intellectual property transfer was priced at 

zero.  See Table 5 below. 

 

 
11  Rolph, Brad. (24 July 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, p. 5. 

 
12  Rolph, Brad. (24 July 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, pp. 11, 19, 27, 37. 

 
13  Rolph, Brad. (24 July 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, pp. 13, 20, 29, 39. 
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Table 5: Intellectual Property Transfers Not Quantified in ROLPH REPORT 

 

 
 

◼ The ROLPH REPORT offers no financial analysis to support the 

assumption that all requested R&D personnel would move from (for 

example) Palo Alto, California to Waterloo, Ontario at the same cost to 

BlackBerry.  That is, the ROLPH REPORT analyzes the scenarios 

financially as if the personnel shift would be costless with full compliance.  

See Table 6 below. 

 

Table 6: Personnel Transfers Not Quantified in ROLPH REPORT 

 

 
 

 

 

Proposed 

Alternative

Transfer of

Intellectual Property

Value Quantified by the 

ROLPH REPORT

1
(U.S. Owned) 

BB USA to BB CANADA
Not Quantified/Applied as Zero

2 None N/A

3

(Canada-Owned, U.S. Share of 

Worldwide Sales) 

BB CANADA to BB USA

Not Quantified/Applied as Zero

4 BB CANADA to BB IRELAND Not Quantified/Applied as Zero

Proposed 

Alternative

Transfer of

Personnel

Value Quantified by the 

ROLPH REPORT

1
All R&D

BB USA to BB CANADA

Not Quantified/Applied as 

Costless with Full Compliance

2
Some R&D

BB USA to BB CANADA

Not Quantified/Applied as 

Costless with Full Compliance

3 None N/A

4 None N/A
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III. Critical Analysis of the ROLPH REPORT’s Alternative Transfer Pricing 

Structures 

A. Relevance of Lower Tax Payments Under Other Hypothetical 

Structures 
 

The ROLPH REPORT suggests that if a company can show that it would have paid lower 

taxes under a different structure, this implies that its current structure pays enough taxes and is not 

subject to FAPI.  That is, if (presumably) non-FAPI structures yield lower taxes, then the current 

structure is enhancing the Canadian tax base and should not be subject to FAPI.14   

 

This legal/tax opinion offered in the ROLPH REPORT, however, is not economic.  Rather, 

whether a company can avoid FAPI by showing/devising other hypothetical alternatives is 

(presumably) dependent on the FAPI rules, as opposed to this type of analysis.  As a transfer 

pricing economist, I offer no opinion on the interpretation of FAPI or tax rules.  More generally, I 

have not seen this logic—that other structures yielding lower taxes is a form of proof that 

appropriate taxes have been paid (or that there would be no FAPI inclusion)—previously presented 

in an economic report.  In that sense, it is difficult to understand why such legal/tax topics are the 

subject of an economic expert report.15   

 

While I can offer no interpretation of the FAPI rules, I can confirm the ROLPH REPORT 

has not proven either of its two premises that these other scenarios result in: (a) lower taxes; and 

(b) no FAPI inclusions.  As noted below, the ROLPH REPORT misses the key elements in its 

incomplete valuation/tax analysis while offering nothing beyond Mr. Rolph’s opinion as an 

economist regarding the tax law trigger of FAPI inclusion. 

B. ROLPH REPORT’s Incomplete Valuation/Tax Analysis Misses the 

Most Important/Driving Factors in Each Scenario 
 

The ROLPH REPORT has failed to show that its other scenarios would lead to lower taxes.  

In fact, the ROLPH REPORT has not attempted to quantify the largest valuation issues present in 

these four alternative scenarios.   

 

As seen in Table 5, Mr. Rolph creates structures that transfer intellectual property in three 

of his scenarios.  However, in all cases, the ROLPH REPORT fails to quantify these transfers 

when computing taxes.  That is, effectively and mathematically, these transfers are assumed to be 

at a price of zero.     

 
14  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, pp. 8-9. 

 
15  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, p. 6. 
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While economists can and often do make assumptions in their analyses, it is commonly 

understood that such assumptions would: (a) be otherwise proven in court through other 

witnesses/documents; or (b) pass a test of reasonableness.  Mr. Rolph’s assumption/application of 

zero-priced intellectual property transfers do not satisfy either of these criteria.  

 

The ROLPH REPORT provides no reference to—nor indication of—any other witnesses 

or documents quantifying the intellectual property prices noted in Tables 5 as having zero value.  

Implicitly assuming and applying zero values for the transfers noted above is not reasonable.  For 

example, the transfer of the bulk of BlackBerry’s intellectual property to Ireland (scenario 4) would 

be worth far more than zero.  As seen in Table 3, BlackBerry’s intellectual property was worth at 

least $32 billion between 2008 and 2010.16  BB CANADA would expect to receive a significant 

payment to induce it to transfer some of such intellectual property.17 

 

I have not performed any tax calculations, but the incremental taxes associated with 

receiving tens of billions of dollars would likely be significant.  More important than the ultimate 

value is the concept that such a significant intercompany transfer could not be ignored/applied as 

zero to attempt to show a premise.   

 

The ROLPH REPORT has also not addressed this “elephant in the room” of the value of 

transferred intellectual property in scenarios 1 and 3.  While the alternative prices would be 

different for transferring some—as opposed to all—intellectual property in different “directions,” 

ignoring this price means that the ROLPH REPORT is not actually/fully comparing the actual 

world with these hypothetical alternative worlds that it has proposed.18  Put more specifically, 

these transfers in Table 5 are not minor issues that can be approximated by a zero value.  They are 

key elements of the BlackBerry business.  See Table 3. 

 

To be complete, the ROLPH REPORT addresses the intellectual property transfers by 

stating that Mr. Rolph believes the intellectual property would have been transferred before 2010 

when values might have been lower.  However, the ROLPH REPORT does not define such a date 

nor how that would have impacted BB CANADA or the business in general over the intervening 

 
16  This report is not providing any affirmative values of the intellectual property, or otherwise.  These figures derive 

from a market type of intellectual property valuation.  World Intellectual Property Organization. (Undated). “Module 

11 – IP Valuation,” pp. 19-22. 

 
17  The ROLPH REPORT’s vague suggestion that BlackBerry might somehow transfer such intellectual property 

earlier is at best incomplete.  That is, it is difficult to analyze the hypothetical if the ROLPH REPORT does not clearly 

define when, how, and why such intellectual property moved in this scenario.   
18  To be complete, it is also not clear that the ROLPH REPORT correctly priced and thoroughly identified all of the 

other required changes in his calculations (transfer prices, etc.). 
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years.  That is, this is the ROLPH REPORT’s hypothetical scenario, and it is admitted created in 

an incomplete fashion. 

 

 The ROLPH REPORT also makes certain assumptions about the transfer of R&D 

personnel from BB USA to BB CANADA in scenarios 1 and 2.  See Table 6.  Mr. Rolph implicitly 

assumes/applies a model where all of the required/relevant R&D personnel in his scenarios would 

agree to relocate (for example) from Palo Alto, California to Waterloo, Ontario—despite 

differences in weather, citizenship, and other factors.19  In addition, Mr. Rolph opines that BB 

CANADA would incur the exact same costs as BB USA did related to this transferred research 

and development.20  Mr. Rolph notes that his analysis has “not considered” the financial costs BB 

CANADA would incur from moving this staff, severance costs BB USA may have incurred to pay 

workers who did not want to relocate, nor the “potentially adverse financial impact” BlackBerry 

may have faced because its most skilled personnel did not want to relocate.21  While Mr. Rolph 

admits to most of the factors he failed to consider, Mr. Rolph chose not to mention that these 

factors relate to the key activities of BlackBerry.  That is, it is not clear why the ROLPH REPORT 

would choose to create hypothetical scenarios like this where Mr. Rolph admittedly could not 

quantify the key inputs.   

C. Definition of Non-FAPI Triggers 
 

Beyond the overall logic of its analysis and the missing “elephants in the room” in its 

calculations, the ROLPH REPORT premises its assignment on Mr. Rolph’s opinion that none of 

its four alternatives would trigger a FAPI inclusion.22  The ROLPH REPORT does not state these 

conclusions as assumptions.  Whether Mr. Rolph makes such conclusions based on his legal 

interpretations of FAPI is unclear, but the ROLPH REPORT provides no economic basis for these 

opinions.  In that sense, this economic analysis in the ROLPH REPORT has not shown that any of 

the four scenarios would avoid FAPI inclusion.   

 

 

 
19  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, ¶¶ 22, 30. 

 
20  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, ¶¶ 23, 31. 

 
21  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, ¶¶ 29, 37. 

 
22  Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, ¶¶ 11. 
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Table 1:

($USD Millions) YE February 2008 2009 2010 Total Formula

Total Revenue $6,009.4 $11,065.2 $14,953.0 $32,027.6 a

Cost of Sales $2,928.8 $5,967.9 $8,369.0 $17,265.7 b

Gross Profit $3,080.6 $5,097.3 $6,584.0 $14,761.9 c = a-b

Operating Expenses

Research and development $359.8 $684.7 $965.0 $2,009.5 d

Selling, marketing and administration $881.5 $1,495.7 $1,907.0 $4,284.2 e

Amortization $108.1 $194.8 $310.0 $612.9 f

Litigation -- -- $164.0 $164.0 g

Impairment of goodwill -- -- -- $0.0 h

Total $1,349.4 $2,375.2 $3,346.0 $7,070.6 i = sum(d:h)

Operating Profit $1,731.2 $2,722.1 $3,238.0 $7,691.3 j = c-i

Operating Margin 28.8% 24.6% 21.7% 24.0% k = j/a

Pre-R&D Operating Margin 34.8% 30.8% 28.1% 30.3% l = (j+d)/a

Source:

(1) Research In Motion Ltd. (2 April 2010). Form 40-F for the Fiscal Year Ended February 27, 2010.

Income Statements for BlackBerry: FY 2008-2010

Precision Economics, LLC



Table 2:

($USD Millions) YE February 2008 2009 2010

Assets

Current Assets

Cash and cash equivalents $1,184.4 $835.5 $1,551.0

Short-term investments $420.7 $682.7 $361.0

Accounts receivable $1,174.7 $2,112.1 $2,594.0

Other recievables $74.7 $157.7 $206.0

Inventory $396.3 $682.4 $660.0

Income taxes receivable -- -- --

Other current assets $135.8 $187.3 $247.0

Deferred income tax asset $90.8 $183.9 $194.0

Assets held for sale

Total $3,477.4 $4,841.6 $5,813.0

Long-term investments $738.9 $720.6 $958.0

Property, plant and equipment, net $706.0 $1,334.6 $1,957.0

Goodwill $114.5 $137.6 $151.0

Intangible assets, net $470.0 $1,066.5 $1,326.0

Deferred income tax asset $4.5 $0.4 --

Total Assets $5,511.2 $8,101.4 $10,205.0

Liabilities and Stockholders' Equity

Current Liabilities

Accounts payable $271.1 $448.3 $615.0

Accured laibilities $690.4 $1,238.6 $1,638.0

Income taxes payable $475.3 $361.5 $96.0

Deferred revenue $37.2 $53.8 $68.0

Deferred income tax liability $13.1 $15.0

Current portion of long-term debt $0.3

Total $1,474.4 $2,115.4 $2,432.0

Deferred income tax liability $65.1 $87.9 $141.0

Income taxes payable $30.9 $24.0 $29.0

Long-term debt note $7.3 -- --

Stockholders' Equity

Preferred stock

Common stock $2,169.9 $2,208.2 $2,372.0

Additional paid-in capital $80.3 $119.7 --

Accumulated other comprehensive loss $30.3 $0.5 $51.0

Retained earnings $1,653.1 $3,545.7 $5,274.0

Treasury stock -$94.0

Total $3,933.6 $5,874.1 $7,603.0

Total Liabilities and Stockholders' Equity $5,511.2 $8,101.4 $10,205.0

Sources:

(1) Research In Motion Ltd. (29 March 2011). Form 40-F for the Fiscal Year Ended February 26, 2011.

(2) Research In Motion Ltd. (2 April 2010). Form 40-F for the Fiscal Year Ended February 27, 2010.

(3) Research In Motion Ltd. (7 April 2009). Form 40-F for the Fiscal Year Ended February 28, 2009.

Balance Sheets for BlackBerry: FY 2008-2010

Precision Economics, LLC



Table 3:

$USD Billions 2008 2009 2010 Formula

Market Capitalization (Fiscal Yearly Average) /1/ $45.1 $50.4 $37.8 a

Book Value of Equity as of Fiscal Year End $3.9 $5.9 $7.6 b

Intangibles Recorded on Balance Sheet $0.5 $1.1 $1.3 c

Intangible Assets (Intellectual Property) /2/ $41.7 $45.6 $31.6 d = a-b+c

Intangible Assets as Percent of Market Cap 92.3% 90.5% 83.4% e = d/a

Notes:

/1/: Yearly market capitalization calculated using Toronto Stock Exchange prices.

Sources:

(2) See Table 2.

BlackBerry's Intangible Aseets: FY 2008-2010

(1) Retrieved September 15, 2023 from 

https://www.capitaliq.spglobal.com/web/client#company/report?id= 4230120&keypage=349840.

Precision Economics, LLC



Table 4:

($USD Millions) YE February 27, 2010 Arizan Ascendent Dash

BlackBerry 

Corporation

Total 

BB USA

Revenue for R&D Services from BB CANADA $0.3 $16.9 $6.9 $206.8 $230.8

Cost of Services $0.3 $15.6 $6.4 $191.5 $213.7

Net R&D Profit $0.0 $1.2 $0.5 $15.3 $17.1

Markup on Costs 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0%

Source:

(1)1.	Blackberry Limited v. His Majesty the King. (August 1, 2023). "Amended Notice of Appeal." Tax Court File No. 2019-

1378(IT)G, p. 4.

Income Recorded by BB USA for R&D Services Provided to BB CANADA: FY 2010

Precision Economics, LLC



Table 5:

Proposed 

Alternative

Transfer of

Intellectual Property

Value Quantified by the 

ROLPH REPORT

1
(U.S. Owned) 

BB USA to BB CANADA
Not Quantified/Applied as Zero

2 None N/A

3

(Canada-Owned, U.S. Share of 

Worldwide Sales) 

BB CANADA to BB USA

Not Quantified/Applied as Zero

4 BB CANADA to BB IRELAND Not Quantified/Applied as Zero

Sources:

Intellectual Property Transfers Not Quantified in ROLPH REPORT

(1) Rolph, Brad. (24 July 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, pp. 9-47.

Precision Economics, LLC



Table 6:

Proposed 

Alternative

Transfer of

Personnel

Value Quantified by the 

ROLPH REPORT

1
All R&D

BB USA to BB CANADA

Not Quantified/Applied as 

Costless with Full Compliance

2
Some R&D

BB USA to BB CANADA

Not Quantified/Applied as 

Costless with Full Compliance

3 None N/A

4 None N/A

Sources:

Personnel Transfers Not Quantified in ROLPH REPORT

(1) Rolph, Brad. (24 July 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 2019-1378(IT)G, pp. 9-47.

Precision Economics, LLC
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September 23, 2013 Supplement, October 12, 2013 Second Supplement. 

77. “Economic Analysis of Intercompany Transactions Between DeCoro USA and DeCoro Ltd.:  

2004-2007.” United States Bankruptcy Court, Middle District of North Carolina In Re:  

DeCoro USA, Ltd., Debtor, Chapter 11 Bankruptcy Case No. 09-10846, September 11, 2012, 

Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, November 2, 2012, Trial Testimony, Greensboro, 

NC, September 24, 2013. 

78. “Expert Report in Eastman Kodak Company, Plaintiff v. Ricoh Company, Ltd., Defendant,” 

United States District Court, Southern District of New York, Case No. 12-CV-3109, July 8, 

2013, Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, August 8, 2013. 
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79. “141 Repellent, Inc., Plaintiff v. International Flavors & Fragrances, Inc., Defendant and 

Counterclaim Plaintiff v. Dennis Tracz, Counterclaim Defendant” United States District 

Court, District of Western Virginia, Between 141 Repellent, Inc., Plaintiff, and International 

Flavors & Fragrances, Inc., Defendant, Case No. 6:12-00054 (NKM), June 14, 2013. 

80. “Altana Pharma AG and Wyeth vs. Teva Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., et al., Altana Pharma 

AG and Wyeth vs. Sun Pharmaceuticals Industries, Ltd., et al.” United States District Court, 

District of New Jersey Between Altana Pharma AG, and Wyeth, Plaintiffs, and Teva 

Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., et al., Defendants, Civil Action No.: 04-2355 (JLL), May 4, 2012 

Supplement, Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, May 10, 2012. 

81. “Altana Pharma AG and Wyeth vs. Teva Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., et al., Altana Pharma 

AG and Wyeth vs. Sun Pharmaceuticals Industries, Ltd., et al.” United States District Court, 

District of New Jersey Between Altana Pharma AG, and Wyeth, Plaintiffs, and Teva 

Pharmaceuticals USA, Inc., et al., Defendants, Civil Action No.: 04-2355 (JLL), March 15, 

2012, Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, May 10, 2012. 

82. “Economic Analysis of Arm’s Length Service Fees Between General Atlantic Service 

Company LLC and M/s General Atlantic Private Limited:  2006-2007,” Income Tax 

Appellate Tribunal “K” Bench, Mumbai, Between General Atlantic Private Limited, 

Appellant, and The Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax (OSD), Respondent, I.T.A. No. 

7638/Mum/2011, India, February 9, 2012. 

83. “Rebuttal Economic Analysis of Receivables Transactions Involving McKesson Canada 

Corporation and McKesson International Holdings III S.ar.l.:  Fiscal Year 2003,” Tax Court 

of Canada Between McKesson Canada Corporation, Appellant, and Her Majesty the Queen, 

Respondent, Court Files No. 2008-2949(IT)G and 2008-3471(IT)G, May 18, 2011, Trial, 

Toronto, Canada, November 1-16, 2011. 

84. “Economic Analysis of Receivables Transactions Involving McKesson Canada Corporation 

and McKesson International Holdings III S.ar.l.:  Fiscal Year 2003,” Tax Court of Canada 

Between McKesson Canada Corporation, Appellant, and Her Majesty the Queen, Respondent, 

Court Files No. 2008-2949(IT)G and 2008-3471(IT)G, April 4, 2011, Trial Testimony, 

Toronto, Canada, November 1-16, 2011. 

85. “Brief of Dr. Brian C. Becker, Dr. Sara Fisher Ellison, and Dr. Joseph R. Mason as Amici Curiae in 

Support of Petitioners,” In the Supreme Court of the United States, No. 10-1173, April 25, 2011. 

86. “Valuation Expert Report,” DDRA CAPITAL, INC. and JOHN BALDWIN, Plaintiffs v. 

KPMG, LLP, Defendant, Civil Action No. 2004/0158, BEFORE THE UNITED STATES 

DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS, DIVISION OF ST. 

CROIX, October 8, 2010, Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, November 10, 2010, 

Declaration, March 11, 2011. 

87. "Valuation of Nortel Networks U.K. Limited and Nortel Networks Corporation as of June 30, 2008," 

In the Matter of a Plan of Compromise or Arrangement of Nortel Networks Corporation, et. al., 
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Ontario Superior Court of Justice, Court File No. 09-CL-7950, Toronto, Canada, November 30, 2010. 

88. “Valuation Expert Report,” United States District Court, Southern District of Florida, Miami 

Division, Marine Hose Antitrust Litigation, Master Docket No. 08-MDL-1888-

GRAHAM/TURNOFF, June 16, 2010, Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, July 9, 2010. 

89. “Second Statement of Brian Charles Becker,” Federal Court of Australia, New South Wales 

District Registry, Between Devereaux Holdings Pty Limited, Applicant, and The 

Commissioner of Taxation of the Commonwealth of Australia, Respondent, June 30, 2010.  

90. “Statement of Brian Charles Becker,” Federal Court of Australia, New South Wales District 

Registry, Between Devereaux Holdings Pty Limited, Applicant, and The Commissioner of 

Taxation of the Commonwealth of Australia, Respondent, March 31, 2010.  

91. “Economic Analysis of the Transfer Prices Between Weekend Warrior Trailers, Inc. and 

Leading Edge Designs, Inc.:  2002-2004,” United States Tax Court, Weekend Warrior Trailer, 

Inc. et. al., Petitioner, v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Respondent, Docket Numbers 

6984-08, 6997-08, and 15166-08, January 22, 2010, Trial Testimony, San Diego, CA, 

February 23, 2010. 

92. “Third Statement of Brian C. Becker,” Federal Court of Australia, Victoria District Registry, 

Between SNF (Australia) PTY Limited, Applicant, and The Commissioner of Taxation of the 

Commonwealth of Australia, Respondent, May 15, 2009, VID 132 of 2008, 2011 ATC 20-

265, Trial Testimony, Melbourne, Australia, July 29-30, 2009. 

93. “Second Statement of Brian C. Becker,” Federal Court of Australia, Victoria District Registry, 

Between SNF (Australia) PTY Limited, Applicant, and The Commissioner of Taxation of the 

Commonwealth of Australia, Respondent, March 23, 2009, VID 132 of 2008, 2011 ATC 20-

265, Trial Testimony, Melbourne, Australia, July 29-30, 2009. 

94. “Statement of Brian C. Becker,” Federal Court of Australia, Victoria District Registry, 

Between SNF (Australia) PTY Limited, Applicant, and The Commissioner of Taxation of the 

Commonwealth of Australia, Respondent, March 2, 2009, VID 132 of 2008, 2011 ATC 20-

265, Trial Testimony, Melbourne, Australia, July 29-30, 2009. 

95. “Economic Analysis of the Taxpayer’s Expert Reports in the Matter of Guarantees Made by 

General Electric Capital Corporation to General Electric Capital Canada, Inc.: 1996–2000,” 

General Electric Capital Canada Inc. v. Her Majesty the Queen, Tax Court of Canada, 2006-

1385(IT)G, May 7, 2009, Trial Testimony, Toronto, Canada, June 17, 2009. 

96. “Economic Analysis of the Guarantees Made by General Electric Capital Corporation to 

General Electric Capital Canada, Inc.: 1996–2000,” General Electric Capital Canada Inc. v. 

Her Majesty the Queen, Tax Court of Canada, 2006-1385(IT)G, April 14, 2009, Trial 

Testimony, Toronto, Canada, June 17, 2009. 
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97. “Damages Rebuttal Expert Report,” United States District Court, Southern District of Florida, 

Case No. 07-80826, June 16, 2008, Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, June 27, 2008. 

98. “Statement of Brian C. Becker,” Roche Products Pty. Ltd. vs. Federal Commissioner of 

Taxation, Administrative Appeals Tribunal, Taxation Appeals Division, New South Wales 

District Registry, NO NT7 AND NT56-65 OF 2005, August 30, 2007, Trial Testimony, 

Sydney, Australia, February 20-21, 2008. 

99. “Leslie J. Leff et. al., v. Morgan Lewis & Bockius, LLP:  Valuation Expert Report”, JAMS 

Arbitration Hearing, March 15, 2007, Testimony, Philadelphia, PA, April 19, 2007. 

100. “Assessing the Impact of Revoking Antidumping Orders on Canned Pineapple Fruit from 

Thailand on the Domestic Industry,” in Canned Pineapple Fruit from Thailand, Investigations 

No. 731-TA-706 (Second Review), United States International Trade Commission, with A. 

Parsons, January 5, 2007. 

101. “Economic Analysis of Transfer Prices and Royalties for Licensed Pharmaceutical Products 

Between Glaxo, Inc. and Related Entities:  July 1, 1988 - December 31, 2000,” 

GlaxoSmithKline Holdings (Americas) Inc., Petitioner v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 

Respondent, United States Tax Court, 117 T.C. No. 1, August 29, 2006. 

102. “Affidavit of Brian C. Becker, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiffs’ Initial Discovery Plan,” in 

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT SYSTEM, On Behalf of Itself and 

All Others Similarly Situated vs. THE NEW YORK STOCK EXCHANGE, INC., et. al., 

United States District Court, Southern District of New York, Civil Action No. 03-CV-9968-

UA, May 23, 2006. 

103. “Affidavit of Brian C. Becker” and “Economic Analysis of Sales Dispersion And “Make-Up” 

Sales,” in Re Appraisal Between, DUANE READE, INC., and ST. PAUL FIRE AND 

MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY, December 16, 2004, Appraisal Panel Hearing, Trial 

Testimony, New York, NY, No. 02 Civ. 7676(JSR), April 27, 2005. 

104. “The Steel Industry:  An Automotive Supplier Perspective,” in Certain Hot-Rolled Flat-Rolled 

Carbon-Quality Steel Products from Brazil, Japan, and Russia, Investigations Nos. 701-TA-

384 and 731-TA-806-808 (Review), United States International Trade Commission, 

Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, March 2, 2005. 

105. “Affidavit of Brian C. Becker, Ph.D., Submitted in Support of Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss 

the Indictment and Inspect the Grand Jury Minutes,” in THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF 

NEW YORK, against THEODORE C. SIHPOL, Indictment No. 1710/2004, Supreme Court 

of the State of New York, County of New York, February 9, 2005. 

106. “Fair Market Value Estimate of the But-For Commissions Earned by Maitake Products, Inc. 

from August 17, 2001 Through April 10, 2006,” in MAITAKE PRODUCTS, INC., AND 

SUN MEDICA CO., LTD., v. TRANS-HERBE, INC., Superior Court of New Jersey Law 
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Division – Bergen County, Docket No:  L-9476-02, December 10, 2004, Deposition 

Testimony, Newark, NJ, January 28, 2005. 

107. “Affidavit of Brian C. Becker,” in KEITH PARKS, et. al., Individually, and on Behalf of 

Others Similarly Situated, v. GOLD KIST, INC., et. al., Superior Court of Dekalb County, 

Georgia, Civil Action Case No. 04-CV-7263-4, August 10, 2004, Deposition Testimony, 

Washington, DC, August 24, 2004. 

108. “Economic Analysis of Colortyme’s Lost Profits,” in DL KING, LLC D/B/A COLORTYME, 

v. KEVIN COLEMAN AND ABC TELEVISION & APPLIANCE RENTAL, INC., D/B/A 

PRIME TIME RENTALS, Circuit Court of Halifax County, Virginia, Case No. CH02000102-

00, August 18, 2004. 

109. “Punitive Damages Report,” in KATHLEEN McCORMACK et al. v. WYETH et al., Superior 

Court of the District of Columbia, Civil Case No. 02-CA-6082, Deposition Testimony, 

Washington, DC, May 20, 2004. 

110. “Third Affidavit of Brian C. Becker, Ph.D.,” in CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ 

RETIREMENT SYSTEM, On Behalf of Itself and All Others Similarly Situated vs. THE 

NEW YORK STOCK EXCHANGE, INC., et. al., United States District Court, Southern 

District of New York, Civil Action No. 03-CV-9968-UA, April 6, 2004. 

111. “Second Affidavit of Brian C. Becker, Ph.D.,” in CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ 

RETIREMENT SYSTEM, On Behalf of Itself and All Others Similarly Situated vs. THE 

NEW YORK STOCK EXCHANGE, INC., et. al., United States District Court, Southern 

District of New York, Civil Action No. 03-CV-9968-UA, January 16, 2004. 

112. “Affidavit of Brian C. Becker, Ph.D.,” in CALIFORNIA PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ 

RETIREMENT SYSTEM, On Behalf of Itself and All Others Similarly Situated vs. THE 

NEW YORK STOCK EXCHANGE, INC., et. al., United States District Court, Southern 

District of New York, Civil Action No. 03-CV-9968-UA, January 6, 2004. 

113. “Assessing the Impact of Imported Frozen Basa and Tra Fillets from Vietnam on the U.S. 

Frozen Catfish Fillet Industry,” United States International Trade Commission, Inv. No. 731-

TA-1012 (Final, with A. Salzberg), submitted June 11, 2003, Testimony at Hearing, 

Washington, DC, June 17, 2003. 

114. “Valuation of Estate of Josephine Thompson’s Shares in Thomas Publishing Company as of 

May 2, 1998,” submitted February 14, 2003 and “Rebuttal Valuation of Estate of Josephine 

Thompson’s Shares in Thomas Publishing Company,” submitted May 27, 2003 in Estate of 

Josephine T. Thompson v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, U.S. Tax Court, No. 4939-02.  

Trial Testimony, New York, NY, June 4-5, 2003. 

115. “Analysis of Xentex’s Expenses,” in Xentex Technologies, Inc., Chapter 11 Reorganization, 

Motion of TMB, LLC for an Order Appointing a Chapter 11 Trustee, United States 
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Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division, Deposition 

Testimony, Washington, DC, April 23, 2003.   

116. “Insolvency Analysis Regarding Xentex Technologies, Inc. as of February 7, 2003,” in Xen 

Investors, LLC v. Xentex Technologies, Inc., C.A. NO. 19713 NC In the Court of Chancery 

for the State of Delaware in and for New Castle County, Report Submitted February 7, 2003; 

Deposition Testimony, Washington, DC, February 27, 2003; Trial Testimony, Georgetown, 

DE, March 4, 2003. 

117. “Economic Testimony,” United States International Trade Commission, Inv. Nos. 731-TA-

986 and 987 (Final), Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, November 22, 2002. 

118. “The State of Venture Capital Investment in the U.S. Telecommunications Sector,” White 

Paper Submission to the Federal Communications Commission Regarding Spectrum Auction 

46, Washington, DC, September 20, 2002. 

119. “Economic Damages Report,” In:  Jerry Brown vs. Education Services International, Judicial 

Arbitration and Mediation Services, Inc. (JAMS) Arbitration, Washington, DC, April 4, 2002 

(written testimony). 

120. “Economic Testimony,” United States International Trade Commission, Inv. Nos. 731-TA-

986 and     987 (P), Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, December 17, 2001. 

121. “COMPAS Economic Analysis of Various Quota Remedies for Hot Bar/Light Shaped Steel, 

Rebar, and Welded Tubular Products (Products 9, 11, and 20),” United States International 

Trade Commission, Inv. No. TA-201-73, Pre-hearing report filed October 29, 2001, 

Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, November 8, 2001, Post-hearing report filed 

November 14, 2001. 

122. “Expert Report of Brian C. Becker, Ph.D.,” In:  Muze, Inc. vs. Alliance Entertainment Corp; 

Matrix Software, Inc., and Eric Weisman; and Michael Erlewine; and Does 1 through 10, 

inclusive, March 2, 2001, United States District Court, Central District of California, Western 

Division, Case No. 00 – 00620 RSWL (CWx), Deposition Testimony, Los Angeles, CA, April 

3, 2001. 

123. “Economic Expert Report In:  William A. Clutter d/b/a BC Transportation Consultants, 

Petitioner v. Transportation Services Authority of Nevada, Respondent,” December 11, 2000, 

District Court, Clark County, Nevada, Case No. A387827, Dept. No. VII, Docket No. P. 

(written report and affidavit). 

124. “Economists’ Expert Report on Uzbekistan Imports, An Economic Assessment of the Impact 

of Termination of the Investigation of Uranium Imports from Uzbekistan,” United States 

International Trade Commission, Inv. Nos. 731-TA-539-C, E and F (Review), Report filed 

June 5, 2000, Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, June 13, 2000 (with A. Wechsler). 
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125. Economic Witness on Uranium from Kazakhstan, United States International Trade 

Commission, Inv. No. 731-TA-539-A (Final), United States International Trade Commission, 

Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, June 9, 1999 (with A. Wechsler). 

126. “Expert Report In the Matter of Dumped Certain Prepared Baby Foods Originating in or 

Exported from The United States of America,” The Canadian International Trade Tribunal 

Public Interest Inquiry No. PB-98-001, August 10, 1998.  Trial Testimony, Ottawa, Canada, 

September 15, 1998. 

127. Economic Witness on Changed Circumstances Review for Titanium Sponge from Japan, 

Kazakhstan, Russia, and Ukraine, United States International Trade Commission, Testimony 

at Hearing, Washington, DC, Investigations Nos. 751-TA-17-20, June 8, 1998. 

128. Witness on Economic Methodologies Panel for Proposed Amendments to Rules of Practice 

and Procedure; Five-Year Reviews, United States International Trade Commission, 

Testimony at Hearing, Washington, DC, February 26, 1998. 

129. “An Economic Analysis of the Compensation paid to Executives of the Dexsil Corporation 

1989-1990,” executive compensation case # 1349-93, United States Tax Court, June 8, 1994 

(written testimony, with G. Godshaw). 

PUBLISHED PAPERS AND BOOKS  

1) Unpardonable, 2019. ISBN 978-1-54399-344-8, eBook 978-1-54399-345-5, Audiobook 978-1-

667891163. (Historical fiction). 

2) “A Way Forward in Cost Sharing:  Considering Payments and Benefits from Future 

Intangibles,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 23, No. 10, September 18, 

2014, pp. 684-690. 

3) “How Transfer Pricing Disputes are Resolved with Tax Authorities:  Lack of Publicly 

Available Information,” Financier Worldwide:  Global Reference Guide Corporate Tax 

2011, July 2011, pp. 4-6. 

4) “Projected and Actual Profits’ Impact on Licensees,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing 

Report, Vol. 17, No. 11, October 9, 2008, pp. 461-466. 

5) “The Economics of Cost Sharing Buy-Ins:  Questions and Answers,” Tax Management 

Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 16, No. 24, April 24, 2008, pp. 950-953. 

6) “Benchmarking Manufacturing or Distribution Entities Against the Profits of Consolidated 

Companies,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 13, No. 5, July 7, 2004, pp. 

236-237. 

7) “An Examination of Goodwill Valuation Methodologies,” Corporate Governance Advisor, 

Vol. 10, No. 4, July/August 2002, pp. 35-40 (with M. Riedy and K. Sperduto). 
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8) “Comparable Profits Method:  Accounting for Margin and Volume Effects of Intangibles,” 

Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 10, No. 19, February 6, 2002, pp. 831-833. 

9) “Cost Sharing Buy-Ins,” Chapter in Transfer Pricing Handbook, 3rd Edition, and Transfer 

Pricing International, edited by Robert Feinschreiber, John Wiley & Sons, 2002, pp. A-3 - 

A-16. 

10) “Cost Sharing Buy-Ins,” Corporate Business Taxation Monthly, Vol. 3, No. 3, December 

2001, pp. 26-35. 

11) “Further Thoughts on Cost Sharing Buy-Ins:  A Review of the Market Capitalization and 

Declining Royalty Methods,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 10, No. 6, July 

11, 2001, pp. 195-197. 

12) “Valuing In-Process R&D for Acquisitions:  Economic Principles Applied to Accounting 

Definitions,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 9, No. 10, September 20, 2000, 

pp. 323-326. 

13) “Should a Blockage Discount Apply?  Perspectives of Both A Hypothetical Willing Buyer 

and A Hypothetical Willing Seller,” Business Valuation Review, Vol. 19, No. 1, March 2000, 

pp. 3-9 (with G. Gutzler). 

14) “Does a Small Firm Effect Exist when Using the CAPM?  Not Since 1980 and Not when 

Using Geometric Means of Historical Returns,” Business Valuation Review, Vol. 18, No. 3, 

September 1999, pp. 104-111 (with I. Gray). 

15) “Transfer Pricing and Foreign Exchange Risk,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, 

Vol. 8, No. 6, July 14, 1999, pp. 251-256 (with M. Bajaj and J. Neuberger). 

16) “The Control Premium:  An Initial Look Into a Strict Monetary Value Approach,” Business 

Valuation Digest, Vol. 5, No. 1, July 1999, pp. 12-15. 

17) “Using Average Historical Data for Risk Premium Estimates:  Arithmetic Mean, Geometric 

Mean, or Something Else?,” Business Valuation Review, December 1998, Vol. 17, No. 4, pp. 

136-140 (with I. Gray). 

18) “The Cost of Carry:  An Inflation Adjustment to Assure Consistent Real Profit Margins,” Tax 

Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 7, No. 17, December 23, 1998, pp. 639-643 (with 

B. Brooks). 

19) “The Peculiar Market for Commercial Property: The Economics of ‘Improving’ a Rental 

Property,” The Southwestern Journal of Economics, July 1998, Vol. II, No. 2, pp. 104-121. 

20) “The Effects of Inflation on Cross-Country Profit Comparisons,” Tax Management Transfer 

Pricing Report, Vol. 7, No. 3, June 3, 1998, pp. 77-82 (with B. Brooks). 

21) “Quantifying Comparability for Applications in Economic Analysis:  The Weighted Distance 

Method,” The Southwestern Journal of Economics, Vol. 2, No. 1, April 1997, pp. 128-141 

(with K. Button). 
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22) “Minority Interests in Market Valuation: An Adjustment Procedure,” Business Valuation 

Review, Vol. 16, No. 1, March 1997, pp. 27-31. 

23) “Capital Adjustments:  A Short Overview,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, Vol. 

5, No. 19, January 29, 1997, pp. 613-619. 

24) “Multiple Approaches to Valuation: The Use of Sensitivity Analysis,” Business Valuation 

Review, Vol. 15, No. 4, December 1996, pp. 157-160. 

25) “The Robin Hood Bias:  A Study of Biased Damage Awards,” The Journal of Forensic 

Economics, Vol. 9, No. 3, Fall 1996, pp. 249-259. 

26) “Three Technical Aspects of Transfer Pricing Practice:  Distinguishing Methods, Using 

Statistical Ranges, and Developing Data Sets,” Tax Management Transfer Pricing Report, 

Vol. 5, No. 4, June 19, 1996, pp. 97-103. 

27) “The Final Transfer Pricing Regulations:  The More Things Change, the More they Stay the 

Same,” Tax Notes, Vol. 64, No. 4, July 25, 1994, pp. 507-523, (with G. Carlson, et. al.). 

28) “The causes and consequences of over entry: Modeling and empirical testing,” UMI 

Dissertation Services Order Number 9321354, for the Graduate Group in Managerial Science 

and Applied Economics, University of Pennsylvania, 1993. 

29) “Philadelphia’s Luxury Hotels:  Boom or Bust?,” The Cornell Hotel and Restaurant 

Administration Quarterly, Vol. 33, No. 2, April 1992, pp. 33-42. 

RECENT PROFESSIONAL SEMINARS 

1) “Topics in Transfer Pricing Litigation,” Tax Institute of Australia, Sydney, Australia, October 18, 

2023 (scheduled). 

2) “Economic Disputes in Transfer Pricing Litigation,” King & Wood Mallesons, Melbourne, Australia, 

December 5, 2022. 

3) “Is Whistleblowing Under the Federal False Claims Act Over?” Panelist, Cut to the Chase Podcast, 

Miami, Florida (virtual), October 18, 2022. 

4) “Using Experts in State Tax Matters,” Panelist, ABA Tax Section, 2022 Fall Meeting, Dallas, Texas, 

October 14, 2022. 

5) “Recent Transfer Pricing Litigation Around the World,” Mayne Wetherell, Auckland, New Zealand 

(virtual), October 26, 2021. 

6) “Recent Transfer Pricing Litigation,” Johnson Winter & Slattery, Melbourne, Australia (virtual), May 

31, 2021. 

7) “Valuation Disputes,” Australian Taxation Office, Melbourne, Australia, March 3, 2020. 

8) “Valuations of Financial Products, Intangible Assets and Contractual Rights in Transfer Pricing 

Disputes,” Inland Revenue, Auckland, New Zealand, March 2, 2020. 

http://www.precisionecon.com/


I.    

  

 

BRIAN C. BECKER, Ph.D. 
    

 

 

A17 

PRECISION ECONOMICS, LLC 
www.precisionecon.com  

 

9) “Valuation Disputes in Transfer Pricing Litigation Around the World,” Russell McVeigh Tax 

Seminar Series, Auckland, New Zealand, March 2, 2020. 

10) “Current Topics in Transfer Pricing,” Slaughter and May, London, United Kingdom, June 7, 2019. 

11) “Transfer Pricing Reporting in 2019: Navigating Challenges and Solutions LIVE Webcast,” The 

Knowledge Group, April 12, 2019. 

12) “Litigation Disputes in Transfer Pricing,” Guest Lecturer at George Washington University Law 

School, Washington, DC, March 21, 2019. 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

CRITERION FINANCE, L.L.C., Washington, DC, (2001-2001)  

Senior Vice President 

LECG, LLC, Washington, DC, (1999-2001)  

Senior Managing Economist, Managing Economist 

ECONOMIC CONSULTING SERVICES INC., Washington, DC, (1995-1999) 

Senior Economist, Economist 

ARTHUR ANDERSEN, L.L.P., Washington, DC, (1994-1995)  

Manager 

DELOITTE & TOUCHE, Washington, DC, (1992-1994)  

Senior Consultant 

TEACHING EXPERIENCE 

JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY, Washington, DC, (1997-2002)  

Visiting Professor (Corporate Finance, Derivative Securities) 

MARYMOUNT UNIVERSITY, Arlington, VA, (1993-1995)  

Visiting Professor (Statistics) 

GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY, Washington, DC, (1992-1993)  

Visiting Professor (Production and Operations Management) 
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1. Blackberry Limited v. His Majesty the King. (August 1, 2023). "Amended Notice 

of Appeal." Tax Court File No. 2019-1378(IT)G. 

2. BlackBerry Limited v. His Majesty the King. (August 24, 2023). “Amended Reply 

to the Notice of Appeal.” Tax Court File No. 2019-1378(IT)G.  

3. Rolph, Brad. (July 24, 2023). “Expert Report of Brad Rolph.” 

 External Documents 

 

1. Retrieved September 15, 2023 from 

https://www.capitaliq.spglobal.com/web/client#company/report?id=4230120&ke

ypage=349840.  

2. Retrieved July 28, 2023 from 

https://www.blackberry.com/us/en/company/overview.  

3. Research In Motion Ltd. (29 March 2011). Form 40-F for the Fiscal Year Ended 

February 26, 2011. 

4. Research In Motion Ltd. (2 April 2010). Form 40-F for the Fiscal Year Ended 
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TAX COURT OF CANADA 

 

BETWEEN: 

 

BLACKBERRY LIMITED, 

 

Appellant 

and 

 

 

HIS MAJESTY THE KING 

 

Respondent 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE CONCERNING CODE OF CONDUCT FOR EXPERT WITNESSES 

(pursuant to Rule 145(2)) 

 

 

I, Brian Becker, having been named as an expert witness by the respondent, certify that I have read 

the Code of Conduct for Expert Witnesses set out in Schedule III of the Tax Court of Canada Rules 

(General Procedure) and agree to be bound by it.  

 

DATED at Washington, D.C.,this 22nd day of September 2023. 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Brian Becker 

Precision Economics 

 

1901 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, suite 200 

Washington, D.C.  20006 

 

Tel: 202-530-1113 

 

 


	I. Overview and Executive Summary

	II.  Summary of the ROLPH REPORT

	III. Critical Analysis of the ROLPH REPORT's Alternative Transfer Pricing Structures


