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I. Introduction

Pursuant to the Board's July 30, 2014 e-mail, Patent Owner hereby provides

observations on the August 22, 2014 deposition of Vincent A. Thomas.

II. Observations

A. Mr. Thomas's Legal Opinions Should Be Given No Weight

In Exhibit 2099, on page 12, lines 8-9, Mr. Thomas testified:

 
This testimony is relevant to the Declaration of Vincent Thomas Regarding

Commercial Success (the ”Thomas Declaration”) filed as Exhibits 1110 and 1116

on at least paragraphs 10-12. The testimony is relevant because it shows that the

legal opinions from the Thomas Declaration should be given no weight if

admissible.

B. Mr. Thomas Did Not Consider Limitations Recited In The

Independent Claims Portion Of The Dependent Claims

Mr. Thomas testified:
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