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OVERVIEW OF INSTITUTED GROUNDS

Challenged Claims

Ground 1A: 9, 10, 12-14 obvious over Walker, Kim
Ground 1B: 14 obvious over Walker, Kim, Dixit
Ground 2: 15 obvious over Walker
Ground 3A: 9-14 obvious over Zellner, Kim
Ground 3B: 14 obvious over Zellner, Kim, Dixit
Ground 4A: 9, 10, 12-14 obvious over Martin, Kim
Ground 4B: 14 obvious over Martin, Kim, Dixit
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OVERVIEW OF DISPUTED ISSUES

• The disputed issues:

1. Walker & Martin disclose or suggest “transmitting owner 
identification information along with emergency information” 
(Claims 9, 13, 15)

2. Walker, Zellner, and Martin disclose transmitting the emergency 
information to a “specified location.” (Claims 9, 13, 15)

3. Martin discloses “send[ing] the emergency information and the 
specific information … when the panic button is activated” (Claims 
9, 13)
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1.Walker & Martin disclose or 
suggest “transmitting owner 

identification information along 
with emergency information” 

(Claims 9, 13, 15) 
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at vii
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Petition, Paper No. 2, at vii-viii
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at viii
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Walker
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 13

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Walker ¶[0097], referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 13

Walker:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Institution Decision, Paper No. 11 at 29-30, referenced at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17 at 4

Institution decision:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

EX1037 at 69:17-70:1, referenced at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17 at 4-5

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Dr. Edwards
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 13-14

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 6

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 6

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 7

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Walker ¶[0041], referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 13

Walker:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 14

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 9-10

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Koninklijke Philips N.V. v. Google LLC, 
948 F.3d 1330, 1337 (Fed. Cir. 2020), 
cited at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 
17 at 10. 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

“Google properly alleged that a skilled artisan would 
have known about pipelining and been motivated to 
combine pipelining with SMIL 1.0 …. the Board 
relied on expert evidence, which was corroborated by 
Hua, in concluding that pipelining was not only in the 
prior art, but also within the general knowledge of a 
skilled artisan. Moreover, Philips offered no evidence 
to rebut the conclusion that a skilled artisan would 
have known about pipelining.”
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 57

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Martin, 4:34-45, referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 57

Martin:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

c
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Martin, Claim 43, referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2 at 57

Martin:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
c

c
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Patent Owner Response, Paper No. 15, at 2

Patent Owner Response:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 1: “OWNER IDENTIFICATION INFORMATION”

Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 16

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

c

c

c
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OVERVIEW OF DISPUTED ISSUES

• The disputed issues:

1. Walker & Martin disclose or suggest “transmitting owner 
identification information along with emergency information” 
(Claims 9, 13, 15)

2. Walker, Zellner, and Martin disclose transmitting the emergency 
information to a “specified location.” (Claims 9, 13, 15) 

3. Martin discloses “send[ing] the emergency information and the 
specific information … when the panic button is activated” (Claims 
9, 13)
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1.Walker, Zellner, and Martin 
disclose transmitting the 

emergency information to a 
“specified location.” (Claims 9, 

13, 15)
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Petition, Paper No. 2 at vii

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”
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Petition, Paper No. 2, at vii-viii
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Petition, Paper No. 2, at vIii
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

’404 Patent, 6:20-43, cited at 
Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22

’404 Patent:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Institution Decision, Paper No. 11, at 33 

Institution Decision:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

EX2001 ¶[0062], referenced at PO Sur-Reply, Paper No. 19, at 5

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Dr. Edwards

Dr. Edwards Declaration:
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Resonate Inc. v. Alteon Websystems, Inc., 338 F.3d 1360, 1364 (Fed. Cir. 2003), cited at Petitioners’ Reply, 
Paper No. 17, at 10-11. 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

“[T]he written description is not a substitute 
for, nor can it be used to rewrite, the chosen 
claim language.”
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Resonate Inc. v. Alteon Websystems, Inc., 338 F.3d 1360, 1364 (Fed. Cir. 2003), cited at Petitioners’ Reply, 
Paper No. 17 at 10-11. 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

“ARM points to passages of the patent 
specification that describe specific embodiments 
that have fully-enclosed structures. But ARM 
ignores other embodiments in the specification, 
which clearly show that a ‘brewing chamber’ is not 
fully enclosed.”

Eko Brands, LLC v. Adrian Rivera Maynez Enterprises, Inc., 946 F.3d 1367, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 2020), cited at 
Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 12
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

’404 Patent:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

’404 Patent, 6:54-59, cited at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 12
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Resmed, Inc. v. New York University, IPR2022-00989, Paper 69 n.9 (Dec. 4, 2023), cited at Petitioners’ Reply, 
Paper No. 17, at 13. 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

“To be clear, Patent Owner could have filed a 
motion to amend the claim language, but did not 
do so. … ‘[C]onstruing claim language does not 
equate to rewriting the claim.’)”
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

The Board “is not required to accept a patent 
owner’s arguments as disclaimer when deciding 
the merits of those arguments.”

CUPP Computing AS v. Trend Micro Inc., 53 F.4th 1376, 1383-84 (Fed. Cir. 2022), cited at Petitioners’ Reply, 
Paper No. 17, at 12
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22 

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22 

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Walker ¶[00134], referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22

Walker:

EX1023, referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

’404 Patent, 6:20-43, cited at 
Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22

’404 Patent:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 22 

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Zellner, 10:3-8, referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 47

Zellner:
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

PO Response, Paper No. 15, at 19-20

PO Response:
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Martin
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 62 

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Martin, 2:23-27, referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 62

Martin:

Martin, FIG. 5 (step 502), referenced at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 62
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ISSUE 2: “SPECIFIED LOCATION”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

PO Response, Paper No. 15, at 24

PO Response:
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54

OVERVIEW OF DISPUTED ISSUES

• The disputed issues:

1. Walker & Martin disclose or suggest “transmitting owner 
identification information along with emergency information” 
(Claims 9, 13, 15)

2. Walker, Zellner, and Martin disclose transmitting the emergency 
information to a “specified location.” (Claims 9, 13, 15)

3. Martin discloses “send[ing] the emergency information and the 
specific information … when the panic button is activated” (Claims 
9, 13)

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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1.Martin discloses “send[ing] the 
emergency information and the 
specific information … when the 

panic button is activated” 
(Claims 9, 13)
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”
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Petition, Paper No. 2, at vii

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”
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Petition, Paper No. 2, at viii

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 61-62 

Petition:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Martin:

Martin, FIG. 3 (annotated), cited at Petition, 
Paper No. 2, at 61-63; EX1002 ¶324
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Martin:

Martin, FIG. 3 (annotated), cited at Petition, 
Paper No. 2, at 61-63; EX1002 ¶324
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Martin:

Martin, FIG. 3 (annotated), cited at Petition, 
Paper No. 2, at 61-63; EX1002 ¶324
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

PO Response, Paper No. 10, at 16-17

PO Preliminary Response:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

Institution Decision, Paper No. 11, at 45 

Institution Decision:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

PO Response, Paper No. 15, at 25

PO Response:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

EX2002 at 64:21-65:8, referenced at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 19

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Dr. Michalson

Dr. Michalson:
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ISSUE 3: “EMERGENCY INFO & SPECIFIC INFO WHEN THE PANIC 
BUTTON IS ACTIVATED”

EX2002 at 65:10-65:21, referenced at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 17, at 19

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00113

Dr. Michalson

Dr. Michalson:
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68

OVERVIEW OF INSTITUTED GROUNDS

Challenged Claims

Ground 1: 1-8 obvious over DiPerna in view of Strack

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

• The sole disputed issue: claims 1-8 are not entitled to priority before 
January 30, 2019
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Institution Decision, Paper No. 10, at 16

Institution Decision:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Institution Decision, Paper No. 10, at 27

The Board made similar a substantive finding with respect to each of dependent claims 2-8.  See Institution Decision, Paper 10, at 28-31

Institution Decision:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114
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71

NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

EX1004 at 122, cited at 
Petition, Paper No. 2, at 6 

Prosecution 
History of ’404 
Patent (EX1004)

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Exhibit 1038 
Page 71 of 86



72

Petition:

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 6

NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114
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Petition:

Petition, Paper No. 2, at 6

NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

EX1006 at 13, cited at Petition, Paper No. 2, at 9 

’353 Application (EX1006):

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Institution Decision: 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Institution Decision, Paper No. 10, at 17
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Patent Owner Response: 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Patent Owner Response, Paper No. 14, at 6
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Petitioner Reply, Paper No. 16, at 6
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Patent Owner Response: 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Patent Owner Response, Paper No. 14, at  8
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

To satisfy the written description requirement, 
“one skilled in the art, reading the original 
disclosure, must immediately discern the limitation 
at issue in the claims.”

Purdue Pharma L.P. v. Faulding Inc., 230 F.3d 1320, 1323 (Fed. Cir. 2000),  cited at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 
16, at 9
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

“While the meaning of terms, phrases, or 
diagrams in a disclosure is to be explained or 
interpreted from the vantage point of one 
skilled in the art, all the limitations must appear 
in the specification.” 

Lockwood v. Am. Airlines, Inc., 107 F.3d 1565, 1572 (Fed. Cir. 1997),  cited at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 16, at 
9
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Petitioner Reply, Paper No. 16, at 6
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Petitioner Reply, Paper No. 16, at 6
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

’404 Patent: 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

EX1001 at 3:59-64, cited at Petitioners’ Reply, Paper No. 16, at 8-9
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Institution Decision: 

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Institution Decision, Paper No. 10, at 17
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NO SUPPORT FOR “READY ITSELF” LIMITATION

Petitioners’ Reply:

DEMONSTATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

IPR2024-00114

Petitioner Reply, Paper No. 
16, at 10
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. and Samsung 
Electronics America, Inc.

v.
FENDGO, LLC

Hearing Date: February 19, 2025
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