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1

I. INTRODUCTION

Patent Owner’s Motion to Amend is fatally deficient. Most notably, Patent

Owner’s Motion is deficient because it fails to comply with the statutory and

regulatory requirements for motions to amend and the Board’s explicit Order in

Paper No. 19 in this proceeding. That Order made clear that to carry its burden of

proof, Patent Owner was required to provide arguments and explanations of why

the proposed amended claims are patentable over the prior art. Patent Owner not

only provided no such argument or explanation, it told the Board it refused to do

so. The Motion to Amend should be denied for this reason alone.

Further, Patent Owner fails to provide any meaningful analysis of how the

cited portions of the original disclosure support the proposed claims or why the

proposed amendments are responsive to the instituted grounds. Again, both are

clearly required by the Rules. Moreover, in attempting to amend the claims of the

’282 Patent, Patent Owner fails to provide even a single proposed construction for

critical new claim terms, thus failing to provide the Board with adequate

information to determine whether the Patent Owner has demonstrated patentability.

Consequently, Patent Owner fails to carry its burden of demonstrating patentability

as required by 37 C.F.R. § 42.20(c).

Finally, even if Patent Owner had met all of the requirements necessary to

amend the claims of the ’282 Patent (which it clearly has not), the claim
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