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Declaration of Thomas G. Matheson 
U.S. Patent No. 7,489,786 

 

 

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

1. I have been retained by counsel for Toyota Motor Corporation 

(“Toyota” or “Petitioner”), and asked to review and provide my opinion on the 

patentability of claims 1, 2, 4-8, 10, 13, 14, 23, 24, 44, 47, 57, 58, 60-65, 86, 88-

92, 94, 97, and 98 of U.S. Patent 7,489,786  (Ex. 1001, “the ʼ786 Patent”). I am 

being compensated for my time at my normal consulting rate of $350 per hour. My 

compensation is not contingent on the outcome of this proceeding or the content of 

my opinions.  

II. BACKGROUND AND QUALIFICATIONS 

A. Educational Background 

2. In 1974, I received a B.S. in Physics from Abilene Christian 

University. In 1976, I received an M.A. in Physics from the University of Oregon. 

In 1980, I received a Ph.D. from the University of Oregon in Physics. In 1998, I 

received an M.B.A. from The Wharton School of Business at the University of 

Pennsylvania.  

B. Relevant Professional Experience 

3. While working on my technical degrees I taught laboratory courses in 

Electronics and Instrumentation and published papers on applications of 

microcomputers to signal processing. The experimental apparatus that I developed 

as part of my thesis research in experimental Solid State Physics was a highly 

automated, multiple-computer instrumentation system capable of controlling 
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