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The undersigned, Michael D. Sidman, Ph.D., resident at 6120 Wilson Road 

Colorado Springs, Colorado, declares the following: 

I. Scope of Work and Summary of Opinions 

1. I am an expert in the interdisciplinary field of “mechatronics” which 

encompasses mechanical, electronic, software, signal processing, and control 

systems technologies. 

2. I have been asked to provide my opinion concerning the patentability 

of certain claims of United States Patent No. 7,950,978 (“the ’978 patent”) (“the 

challenged claims”) and whether they would have been anticipated or obvious to 

one of ordinary skill in the art as of February 12, 2001.  As explained below, I have 

concluded that each of the challenged claims would have been obvious in view of 

the combination of U.S. Patent No. 5,859,509 (“Bienz”) and U.S. Patent No. 

4,634,941 (“Klimo”) (“Ground 1”) and the combination of Bienz, Klimo, and U.S. 

Patent No. 5,994,853 (“Ribbe”) (“Ground 2”). 

II. Qualifications 

3. My current curriculum vitae is being filed contemporaneously with 

this Declaration as Exhibit (“Ex.”) 1018. 

4. I completed my undergraduate studies at Northeastern University, 

where I earned a Bachelor’s and a Master’s degree in Electrical Engineering 

concurrently in 1975. 
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5. I earned my Ph.D. from Stanford University in 1986 as a Digital 

Equipment Corporation Fellow and University Resident.  At Stanford, I developed 

an adaptive digital control system for a lightly-damped mechanism in the Stanford 

Aero/Astro Robotics Laboratory. 

6. I am a named inventor on eighteen U.S. patents relating to 

technologies including: control of head positioning actuators, active damping of 

mechanical resonances, servo correction for shock and vibration, runout correction, 

solid-state relay design, digital control systems, analog and digital electronics, 

sensing and position control, adaptive control, among other things.  A complete list 

of those patents is attached to this Declaration in Appendix A.   

7. I have more than 40 years of experience in product design and applied 

research in mechatronics in a wide variety of commercial and other products and 

systems.  Mechatronic products and systems often include an electric motor or 

actuator, a sensor, an embedded microcontroller, and power and signal processing 

electronics.  I have authored numerous publications relating to these fields, and a 

list of selected publications is also attached to this Declaration in Appendix B.    

8. I am a member of professional organizations dedicated to mechatronic 

and control systems technology.  I am a Senior Member of the Institute of 

Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) where I am a member of the Control 

Systems Society.  I am also a member of the American Society of Mechanical 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


