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Overview

Alleged Invention

Overview of the Prior Art

Undisputed Issues and Claim Elements

“most practically near [node/transponder]” – Elements 1[Diii] and 
6[G]

“communicating between at least one transponder to the mobile 
user and between at least one transponder” – Elements 
6[C]/29[C]/30[C]
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Alleged Invention

Overview of the Prior Art

Undisputed Issues and Claim Elements
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’203 patent’s system

Ex-1001 at Cover
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’203 patent’s multi-dimensional space inside a building

Ex-1001 at Fig. 19A (annotated)
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Alleged Invention

Overview of the Prior Art

Undisputed Issues and Claim Elements

“most practically near [node/transponder]” – Elements 1[Diii] and 
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“communicating between at least one transponder to the mobile 
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Grounds instituted for review

Inst. Dec. (Paper 9) at 9

Institution decision:
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Wrappe’s microcell beacons

Ex-1005 at Fig. 5 (annotated), cited at Petition (Paper 1) at 13 
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Belcea’s wireless routers and controllers

Ex-1006 at Fig. 3 (annotated), cited at Petition (Paper 1) at 15 
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Christopher’s devices in a “six story structure” 

Ex-1007 at Fig. 3 (annotated), cited at Petition (Paper 1) at 17 
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Overview
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Alleged Invention

Overview of the Prior Art

Undisputed Issues and Claim Elements

“most practically near [node/transponder]” – Elements 1[Diii] and 
6[G]
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Undisputed issues and claim elements 
Priority is not disputed

January 8, 2009

Motivations to combine are not disputed

No dispute as to combinability of Wrappe and Belcea

No dispute as to combinability of Wrappe, Belcea, and Christopher

No dispute as to combinability of Wrappe, Belcea, and Kinnunen

 Kinnunen was presented to replace Christopher as Ground 3, if PO attempted to dispute priority 

 This ground need not be reached, since there is no dispute on priority

Undisputed claim elements 

Undisputed elements of Claim 1: 1[pre]; 1[a]; 1[b]; 1[c]; 1[di]; 1[dii].

Undisputed elements of Claim 6, 29, and 30: 6/29/30[Pre]; 6/29/30[a]; 6/29/30[b]; 6/29/30[d]; 
30[di]; 6/29/30[e]; 6/29/30[f]; 29[g]; 6/29/30[h]; 6/29/30[i]; 6/29/30[j] 

Undisputed dependent Claims: 2-5, 7-28
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Element 1[Diii] – “... the most practically near node ...”

Ex-1001, Cl. 1
Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence
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Element 1[Diii] – “... the most practically near node ...”

Ex-1001, 6:55-67
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Wrappe-Belcea’s nodes in stores at different elevation levels

Ex-1005 at Fig. 5 (annotated), cited at Petition (Paper 1) at 13; Ex-1006 at Fig. 3 (annotated), cited at Petition (Paper 1) at 15 
Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence
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Wrappe-Belcea’s nodes in stores at different elevation levels

Petition (Paper 1) at  32 
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Belcea’s teaches to identify nodes on the same floor

Ex-1006, 11:25-38, cited at Petition (Paper 1) at  36 
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Belcea incorporates additional floor-scoring algorithms by reference

Ex-1006, 11:25-38, cited at Petition (Paper 1) at  36 
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Belcea’s incorporated floor-scoring algorithms

Ex-1006 at Fig. 3 (annotated), Ex-1008, ¶13 Petition (Paper 1) at 38
Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence
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Belcea’s incorporated floor-scoring algorithms

Ex-1008, Fig. 7 (modified to fit on page), ¶¶ 23, 48, cited at Petition (Paper 1) at  37Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence

Google Exhibit 1036, Page 21 of 31



22

Wrappe-Belcea’s “most practically near node” is 
the one nearest and on the same floor

Ex-1005 at Fig. 5 (annotated and duplicated)
Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence

Floor 1

Floor 2
Floor 3

Most practically near node
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The parties essentially agree on how the term should be understood

Reply (Paper 14) at 2
Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence

Google Exhibit 1036, Page 23 of 31



24

Patents Owner’s extra imported words are ambiguous, 
unnecessary to resolve the prior art issues, and do not distinguish the art

POR (Paper 11) at 7

? ?
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Patents Owner’s arguments are incorrect and do not distinguish the art

POR (Paper 11) at 20, Ex-1008, Fig 7 (excerpt), ¶65

POR:

Belcea ’926:
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Patent Owner makes no separate argument on “most practically near” 
aspect of Element 6[G] and Christopher

Christopher

BelceaWrappe

Added for undisputed aspects of claim 6 related 
to usage tracking and selective advertising

Teaches multi-floor scoring algorithms

Ex-1005 at Fig. 5 (annotated), Ex-1006 at Fig. 3 (annotated), Ex-1007 at Fig 2 (annotated)Demonstrative Exhibit Not Evidence
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Undisputed Issues and Claim Elements

“most practically near [node/transponder]” – Elements 1[Diii] and 
6[G]
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Element 6[C]– communicating between the transponders

Ex-1001, Cl. 6
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Patents Owner’s arguments are incorrect and do not distinguish the art

POR (Paper 11) at 25, Reply (Paper 14) at 12-13

POR:

Reply:
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Patents Owner’s arguments are incorrect and do not distinguish the art

POR (Paper 11) at 25, Reply (Paper 14) at 13-14

POR:

Reply:
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