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I. INTRODUCTION 

1. I have been retained by counsel for ZTE Corporation and ZTE (USA) 

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

patentability of claims 1-3, 6-8, 10, 15-17, and 20 (“the challenged claims”) of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,748,317.  (EX1001, “’317 Patent”).  This declaration accompanies the 

petition for inter partes review of the ‘317 Patent (“Petition”).   

2. I am being compensated at an hourly consulting rate for time actually 

spent reviewing materials and performing my analysis of the technical issues 

relevant to this matter. My compensation is not contingent on the outcome of this 

proceeding or the content of my opinions. 

II. BACKGROUND 

3. I have over 30 years of professional experience in the field of 

automotive technologies and systems, including vehicle information systems and 

vehicle safety and control systems.  Further, I have authored numerous published 

technical papers and am a named inventor on 11 U.S. and foreign patents. 

4. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Electrical Engineering 

from University of California, Irvine in 1977 and a Master of Science degree in 

Electronic Engineering from Stanford University in 1982. 

5. From 1977 to 1979, I worked at Ford Aerospace where I designed, 

tested and delivered microwave radar receiver systems. 

ZTE Exhibit 1002 - 4f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Declaration of Dr. Scott Andrews  U.S. Patent No. 6,748,317  

2 

6. From 1979 to 1983, I worked at Teledyne Microwave, where I 

developed high reliability microwave components and developed CAD tools. 

7. From 1983 to 1996, I worked at TRW, Inc., having held various 

positions.  From 1983 to 1985, I was a Member of the technical staff and a 

Department Manager in the Space Electronics sector. Between 1985 and 1990 I 

was a project manager working on various communications systems projects 

including the US DoD Advanced Research Projects Administration (ARPA) 

MIMIC Program. Between 1990 and 1993 I was the Manager of MMIC 

(monolithic-microwave-integrated-circuit) Products Organization. In this role, I 

developed business strategy and managed customer and R&D programs. During 

this time, I also developed the first single chip 94 GHz Radar, used for automotive 

cruise control and anti-collision systems.  In 1993, I transferred to the TRW 

Automotive Electronics Group, and managed about 30 engineers in the Systems 

Engineering and Advanced Product Development organization. In this role, I 

managed advanced development programs such as automotive radar, adaptive 

cruise control, occupant sensing, automatic crash notification systems, in-vehicle 

information systems, and other emerging transportation products. 

8. During this time, I also worked with various types of accelerometers. 

For example, I developed a system that sampled the acceleration signal over time, 

and applied this time series of samples as inputs to a neural network. We then 

ZTE Exhibit 1002 - 5f 

 

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.


