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Independent claim 11

Claim 11 Limitation
[11P] Eyewear comprising:
[11A] an eyewear frame having a first temple and a second temple; and

[11B] an application module mechanically coupled to the eyewear frame, 
the application module including a wireless chip to communicate
with a wireless enabled device,

[11C] wherein the wireless enabled device is configured to recognize a
presence of a wearer of the eyewear based at least in part on 
communication with the wireless chip.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEX-1001 (‘960 patent), cl. 11
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‘960 patent eyewear application module

EX-1001 (‘960 patent), FIG. 3

EX-1001 (‘960 patent), FIG. 2A

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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Claim 11 is patentable

• Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and 
Rosenblatt)

• Lack of motivation to combine

• Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

• Non-analogous art

• Missing element – “application 
module”

• Lack of motivation to combine

EX-1005 (Jannard-740), FIG. 3

EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), FIG. 2

EX-1010 (Chen), FIG. 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 1 (Petition), 12; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 4-16  
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Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Rosenblatt describes many types of “keys”

EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), ¶7
EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), FIG. 5

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE



8

Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Different Rosenblatt “keys” have different components

EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), ¶30
EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), FIG. 1
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Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Some “keys” have wireless functionality

EX-2014 (Oliver Declaration), ¶49 (excerpted)
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Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Rosenblatt “keys” having wireless functionality are 
inappropriate for eyewear

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-2014 (Oliver Declaration), ¶50 (excerpted)
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Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Rosenblatt “keys” having wireless functionality are 
inappropriate for eyewear

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-2014 (Oliver Declaration), ¶54 (excerpted)
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Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Lack of motivation to combine

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1005 (Jannard-740), FIG. 3

EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), FIG. 5 (excerpted)

Paper 24 (Response), 17-23; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 4-10  



13

Ground 4 (Jannard-740 and Rosenblatt)

Petitioner did not raise Howell-158 in the Petition

Paper 28 (Reply), 11 (excerpted)

Paper 28 (Reply), 11 (excerpted)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 32 (Sur-reply), 9-11  
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Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

Lack of motivation to combine

EX-1010 (Chen), FIG. 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), FIG. 5 (excerpted)

Paper 24 (Response), 23-24; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 11  
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Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

Chen is not from the same field of endeavor as the ‘960 patent

EX-1001 (‘960 patent), Abstract

EX-1001 (‘960 patent), Background (excerpted)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 24 (Response), 24-27; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 12-15  
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Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

Chen is not from the same field of endeavor as the ‘960 patent

EX-1010 (Chen), Field of the Invention EX-1010 (Chen), FIG. 2

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 24 (Response), 24-27; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 12-15  
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Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

Chen is not reasonably pertinent to the problem solved by the 
inventor of the ‘960 patent

EX-1010 (Chen), 5:59-6:3

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 24 (Response), 24-27; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 12-15  
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Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

Missing element – the ‘960 patent’s “application module”

EX-1010 (Chen), 1:61-67

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 24 (Response), 27-28; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 15-16  
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Ground 7 (Chen and Rosenblatt)

Missing element – “application module”

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1010 (Chen), FIG. 2EX-1010 (Chen), FIG. 1

Paper 24 (Response), 24-27; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 12-15  
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Dependent claim 19

Claim 19 Limitation
[19P] The eyewear of claim 16,
[19A] wherein the wireless enabled device is configured to control a

functionality of the automobile to awake the wearer should the 
wearer fall asleep.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEX-1001 (‘960 patent), cl. 19
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Dependent Claim 19 (Grounds 5 and 8)

Gunaratne is non-analogous art

EX-1008 (Gunaratne), Abstract

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 24 (Response), 38-40; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 17-18  
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Dependent Claim 19 (Grounds 5 and 8)

Gunaratne provides no guidance for eyewear integration

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1008 (Gunaratne), FIG. 2

Paper 24 (Response), 40-41; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 18-19  
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Dependent Claim 19 (Grounds 5 and 8)

Gunaratne provides no guidance for eyewear integration

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1008 (Gunaratne), FIG. 10

Paper 24 (Response), 40-41; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 18-19  
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Dependent claim 24

Claim 24 Limitation
[24P] The eyewear of claim 22,
[24A] wherein the wireless enabled device is configured to adjust a

brightness and/or a volume of the computer.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEX-1001 (‘960 patent), cl. 24
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Dependent Claim 24 (Grounds 4 and 7)

Rosenblatt does not disclose display brightness control

EX-1007 (Rosenblatt), ¶52

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE
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Dependent Claim 24 (Grounds 4 and 7)

Turning “ON” a display does not disclose display brightness 
control

EX-1026 (Oliver Testimony), 34:22-35:20

Paper 28 (Reply), 20 (excerpted)

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 32 (Sur-reply), 20-21  



Dependent Claim 25 (Grounds 6 and 9)
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Dependent claim 25

Claim 25 Limitation
[25P] The eyewear of claim 22,
[25A] wherein the wireless enabled device is configured to adjust a font

size of an application in the computer.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEEX-1001 (‘960 patent), cl. 25



31

Dependent Claim 25 (Grounds 6 and 9)

Nielsen is non-analogous art

EX-1009 (Nielsen), Abstract

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCEPaper 24 (Response), 42-43; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 21-22  
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Dependent Claim 25 (Grounds 6 and 9)

Nielsen would result in an inoperable combination

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE

EX-1009 (Nielsen), FIG. 1A EX-1009 (Nielsen), FIG. 3A

Paper 24 (Response), 43-44; Paper 32 (Sur-reply), 23  
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