
US008388501B2 

(12) Ulllted States Patent (10) Patent N0.: US 8,388,501 B2 
Myers et al. (45) Date of Patent: *Mar. 5, 2013 

(54) PLAY GYMS AND METHODS OF 1,826,810 A 10/ 1931 Morishita 
OPERATING THE SAME 2,065,225 A 12/1936 Kennedy 

2,402,861 A 6/1946 Winnick 
2,433,504 A 12/1947 Zimmermann 

(75) Inventors: Peter J. Myers, Wheaton, IL (US); 2,464,866 A 3/1949 Holtz 
Joseph Paul SejIIOWSkis North 2,475,515 A 7/1949 Potter 
Kingstown, RI (US) 2,498,203 A 2/1950 Fischer 

D158,030 S 4/1950 Wagner 
(73) Assignee: Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc., Chicago, IL 2,681,659 A 6/1954 Hnnsln 

Us) 2,699,794 A 1/1955 Potter 
( 2,820,468 A 1/1958 Park et a1. 

_ _ _ _ _ 2,927,331 A 3/1960 Ruiz 

( * ) Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this 2,943,287 A 6/ 1960 Kennedy, Jr, 
patent is extended or adjusted under 35 RE24,845 E 7/1960 Heffernan et a1. 

U.S.C. 154(b) by 0 days. (Continued) 

glatent is subject to a terminal d1s- FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS 

CN 2650639 10/2004 

(21) Appl. N0.: 13/589,777 CN 2689824 ‘"2005 
(Continued) 

(22) Filed: Aug. 20, 2012 
OTHER PUBLICATIONS 

(65) Prior Publication Data 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 

Us 2012/0309592 A1 Dec’ 6’ 2012 Chicco USA, Inc., “Complaint for Patent Infringement,”?ledwiththe 
. . United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case 

Related U‘s' Apphcatlon Data No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Jun. 3, 2009, 4 pages. 

(63) Continuation of application No. 12/062,670, ?led on C . d 
Apr. 4, 2008, noW Pat. No. 8,257,229, which is a ( Ommue ) 
continuation of application No. 10/725,071, ?led on 
Dec. 1, 2003, noW Pat. No. 7,376,993, Which is a Primary ExamineriJemmeWDonneHy 
continuation of application No. 10/431,079, ?led on (74) Attorney] Agent] or Firm iHanleya Flight & 
May 7, 2003, noW abandoned. Zimmerman, LLC 

(51) Int. Cl. 
A63B 21/00 (2006.01) (57) ABSTRACT 

(52) US. Cl. ...... .... ...... ... ....................... .. 482/35; 482/148 Play gyms and methods ofoperating the Same are disclosed 
(58) Field of Classi?cation Search .................. .. 482/35, A disclosed example includes a ?oor mat dimensioned to be 

432/148; 135/125’ 128: 135: 126>_127; 52/82 positioned Within a play yard and/or a bassinet. It also 
See aPPhCaUOn ?le for Complete Search hlstory- includes a play gym to suspend an object above the mat When 

_ the mat is positioned in the play yard and/or the bassinet, and 
(56) References Clted at least one connector to couple the play gym to the mat when 

US. PATENT DOCUMENTS 

2/ 1926 Ackermann 
Hood 

1,574,226 A 
1,630,941 A 5/1927 

the mat is removed from the play yard and/or the bassinet. 

20 Claims, 5 Drawing Sheets 

ARTSANA EXHIBIT 1001-1
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


US 8,388,501 B2 
Page 2 

US. PATENT DOCUMENTS 6,357,462 B1 3/2002 Laosunthara et al. 

2,948,287 A * 8/1960 Rupert ........................ .. 135/126 2332;; 5% 155885 gilcffllfno 
2,958,084 A 11/1960 Kenney ’ ’ 
2,962,034 A “A960 Finlayson 6,467,107 B1 10/2002 Glover et al. 

3,223,098 A * 12/1965 Dole, Jr. ...................... .. 135/126 gilover et a1 
3 448 748 A 6/1969 Walrave ’ ’ - ' 
335463721 A l2/l970 Cleary 6,539,563 B1 4/2003 Hsla 
3,706,105 A 12/1972 Nicholas et al. g; 2588; $1811“? 31 
3,878,570 A 4/1975 Donnelly ’ ’ am son et ' 
3,978,610 A 9/1976 Stubbmann 6’604’844 B2 800% Hussey 

4,015,797 A 471977 Christin ggtggjg g} 15533;, $39 
jjg‘gjg‘llg A al' 6,702,643 B1 * 3/2004 Drosendahl et al. ........ .. 446/227 

4,188,745 A * 2/1980 Harvey et a1. ............... .. 446/227 g’zéé’zgg g; Z588: gg‘fler Jr et 31 
4,192,334 A 3/1980 Daws 6,785,921 B1 9/2004 Conforti ' ' 
4,556,391 A 12/1985 Tardivel 6‘ a1~ 6,810,545 B1 11/2004 Darlin et al. 
D285 880 S 9/1986 Grlesenbeck ’ ’ - g 
4627’588 A l2/l986 Block 7,036,161 B2 5/2006 Harrison et al. 
4’637’748 A V1987 Beavers 7,037,170 B2 5/2006 Pacella et al. 
4664640 A 5/1987 Shindo et al. 7’040’585 B2 5/2006 Cheng et 31' 

4,702,643 A 10/1987 Thilmony Z‘fgg?? E5 @5882 girshpmtl 1 
4722713 A 2/1988 Williams et al. ’ ’ enge 3' 
4’750’509 A @1988 Kim 7,376,993 B2 5/2008 Myers et al. 
D’298’768 S “A988 Dwosh et 31‘ 8,257,229 B2 9/2012 Myers et al. 
4 790’340 A l2/l988 Mahoney 2002/0023673 A1 2/2002 Hussey 
438113437 A 3/l989 Dinner et a1‘ 2008/0188355 A1 8/2008 Myers et al. 

2 griisen?eck FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS 
, , ee e , r. 

4,945,584 A 8/1990 LaMaTntia EP 0930035 A1 7/ 1999 
5,025,821 A 6/1991 Page et al. EP 0789526 10/2002 
5,069,572 A 12/1991 Niksic NL 8400112 8/1985 
5,076,520 A 12/1991 Bro 
5,161,269 A 11/1992 McLean et a1. OTHER PUBLICATIONS 

‘s JDuiaZ Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
D339:922 S 10/1993 Williams Chicco USA, Inc., “Local Rule 3.4 Notice of Claims Involving Pat 
5,293,890 A 3/ 1994 Park et al. ents,” ?led With the United States District Court for the Northern 
5,328,286 A 7/1994 Lee District ofIllinois, case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Jun. 3, 2009, 1 page. 

2 rsrilliiiie Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
533563132 A 10/1994 MCEWan et a1‘ Chicco USA, Inc., “Noti?cation of Docket Entry,” issued by the 
5,370,570 A 12/1994 Harris United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case 
D359,869 S 7/1995 Oren No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Jul. 9, 2009, 1 page. 
5,478,268 A 12/ 1995 All _ Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
13366978 S 2/1996 Manol Chicco USA, Inc., “Noti?cation of Docket Entry,” issued by the 
13361788 S 3/1996 Lawhon} United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case 

A 31332 Kali/{gm N0. 09-cv-03339, ?led Aug. 5, 2009, 1 page. 
D’374’692 S “V1996 Stroud et a1 Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
5586:345- A 12/1996 Nielsen et a'L Chicco USA, Inc., “Defendant Chicco USA, Inc.’s Answer, Af?rma 
5,672,088 A 9/1997 Chinnis tive Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint,” ?led With the 
5,6911 11 A 12/1997 Dinner et a1‘ United States District Court for the Northern District ofIllinois, case 
5,778,465 A 7/1998 Myers No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Aug. 20, 2009, 22 pages. 
5,819,342 A 10/ 1998 Williams Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
5,862,548 A l/l999 GefhaIT Chicco USA, Inc., “Defendant Chicco USA, Inc.’s Motion to Trans 
578677850 A 2/1999 Mafiol ferVenue,”?ledWiththe United States District Court forthe Northern 
134087192 S * 4/1999 Chiang ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~ 136/596 District of Illinois, case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Aug. 20, 2009, 10 
5,904,344 A 5/1999 Pope et al. pages‘ 

2 glisém et a1 Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
5’95l’360 A 9/l999 Fearon et a1" Chicco USA, Inc., “Defendant Chicco USA, Inc.’s Memorandum of 
5’987’822 A 1l/1999 McNiff et a1‘ Law in Support of its Motion to Transfer Venue,” With exhibits A-C, 
539913943 A 1 H1999 Morris ?led With the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
6,041,455 A 3/2()()() Raffo et 31‘ Illinois, case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Aug. 20, 2009, 22 pages. 
6,067,676 A 5/2000 Carnahan et a1, Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
6,109,280 A 8/ 2000 Custer Chicco USA, Inc., “Docket Entry Text,” issued by the United States 
6,113,455 A 9/2000 Whelan et a1. District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case No. 09-cv 
6,123,091 A 9/2000 Flynn er 41 03339, ?led Aug. 26, 2009, 1 page. 
134357883 S * 1/2001 Laosunthara et a1~ ~~~~~ ~~ 132N834 Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
6,178,978 B1 V2001 Rleber Chicco USA, Inc., “Plaintiffs Response to Chicco’s Counterclaims,” 

£211?’ Jr‘ et 31' ?led vvith the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
6’200’060 Bl 30001 Vernay Illlnols, case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Aug. 31, 2009, 7 pages. 
632503837 Bl 60001 Mariol et a1‘ Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
6,296,415 B1 10/2001 Johnson et a1‘ Chicco USA, Inc., “Plaintiffs Response to Defendant’s Motion to 
6,301,731 B1 10/2001 Jakubowski et a1‘ Transfer,” case 1:09-cv-03339, document 30, ?led Sep. 11, 2009, 9 
6,305,037 B1 10/2001 Cheng PageS~ 
6,336,234 B1 1/2002 Kuo Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
6,345,639 B2 2/2002 Rousselle et al. Chicco USA, Inc., “Declaration of Thomas N. Koltun Support of 

ARTSANA EXHIBIT 1001-2
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


US 8,388,501 B2 
Page 3 

Plaintiffs Response to Defendant’ s Motion to Transfer,” ?led with the 
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case 
No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Sep. 11, 2009, 3 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Con?dentiality Stipulation and Protective Order,” 
?led with the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois, case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Sep. 14, 2009, 10 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Opinion and Order,” issued by the United States 
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois,case No. 09-cv 
03339, ?led Oct. 23, 2009, 8 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Defendant Chicco USA Inc.’s Motion to Stay the 
Proceedings Pending Reexamination of the Patent Suit,” ?led with 
the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, 
case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Nov. 4, 2009, 2 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Notice of Motion,” ?led with the United States 
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case No. 09-cv 
03339, ?led Nov. 4, 2009, 1 page. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Defendant Chicco USA, Inc.’s Memorandum of 
Law in Support of its Motion to Stay the Proceedings Pending Reex 
amination of the Patent Suit,” ?led with the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case No. 09-cv-03339, 
?led Nov. 4, 2009, 11 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Exhibits A and B,” ?led with the United States 
District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case No. 09-cv 
03339, ?led Nov. 5, 2009, 6 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Noti?cation of Docket Entry,” issued by the 
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case 
No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Nov. 13, 2009, 1 page. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” ?led with the United 
States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 120 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit A, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 12 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit B, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 10 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit C, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 13 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit D, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 36 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit E, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 7 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit F, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 16 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit G, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 7 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit H, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 17 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit I, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 10 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit J, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 23 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit K, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 12 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit L, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 6 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit M, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 1 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit N, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 8 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit O, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 21 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit P, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 12 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit Q, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 14 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit R, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 7 pages. 

“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit S, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 16 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit T, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 15 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit U, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 8 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit V, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 7 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit W, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 3 pages. 
“Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit X, ?led with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Nov. 2, 2009, 4 pages. 
“Boppy 5-in-1,” from Sensational Beginnings catalog, p. 43 (1 page). 
“Gymini DeluxeiBlack White Red,” from http://www. 
babyuniverse.com/pro.asp?id:5268 
&rc:qDTeQF8fpnOZAnH8OSY@&siteid:0041024721, May 
2004 (1 page). 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Stipulation for Stay Proceedings Pending Out 
come for Reexamination,” ?led with the United States District Court 
for the Northern District ofIllinois, case No. 09-cv-03339, ?led Dec. 
3, 2009, 3 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Noti?cation of Docket Entry,” issued by the 
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois, case 
No. 09-cv03339, ?led Dec. 10, 2009, 1 page. 
“Defendant Chicco USA, Inc.’s Identi?cation of Known Prior Art,” 
?led with the United States District Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois on Dec. 21, 2009, 8 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play Bassinet and Canopy,” Owners Manual, 1999, 
10 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play,” Owners Manual, 2000, 15 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play,” Owners Manual, 2001, 20 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play,” Owners Manual 2002, 44 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play Canopy,” Owners Manual, 2003, 8 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play Playard,” Owners Manual, Oct. 2003, 28 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play Playard,” Owners Manual, Dec. 2005, 36 
pages. 
Century, “Fold ’N Go Deluxe Bassinet,” Instruction Manual, Sep. 
2000, 12 pages. 
Century, “Fold ’N Go,” retrieved Dec. 14, 2009, 1 page. 
Fisher Price, “Bounce and Play,” Instuction Manual, 12 pages. 
Babytrend Products, “Nursery Care Center and Playard,” retrieved 
Dec. 15, 2009, 1 page. 
Babytrend Products, “B. Trend Nursery Center,” retrieved Dec. 15, 
2009, 1 page. 
Tiny Love Products, “Gymini 3-D Activity Gym,” retrieved Dec. 15, 
2009, 1 page. 
Kids II, “Play to Learn Toys,” retrieved Dec. 15, 2009, 3 pages. 
Kids II, “Pooh Play Gym,” retrieved Dec. 15, 2009, 2 pages. 
Fisher Price, Kick ’n Crawl Barn, retrieved Dec. 15, 2009, 2 pages. 
Baby Product Research, “Essential Baby Products,” retrieved Aug. 
25, 2009, 24 pages. 
Six Innovative New Products Now Available from Even?o, Business 
Wire, Dec. 3, 2002, 2 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Notice of Failure to 
Comply with Inter Partes Reexamination Request Filing Require 
ments,” mailed Dec. 11, 2009, 6 pages. 
Fisher Price, “Motion and Music Jungle Gym,” Model No. 74067, 
2003, 8 pages. 
Graco, “Pack ’N Play,” Owners Manual, Nov. 2001, 21 pages. 
Century, “Playard with Bassinet/Changer,” Fold-n-Go Care Center, 
Instruction Manual, Jan. 1998, 12 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Notice of Allowance,” 
issued in connection with US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, mailed Feb. 26, 
2008, 6 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Final Of?ce Action,” 
issued in connection with US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, mailed Aug. 
21, 2007, 14 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Non-Final Of?ce 
Action,” issued in connection with US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, 
mailed Nov. 30, 2006, 11 pages. 

ARTSANA EXHIBIT 1001-3
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


US 8,388,501 B2 
Page 4 

United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Non-Final Of?ce 
Action,” issued in connection With US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, 
mailed May 2, 2006, 11 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Non-Final Of?ce 
Action,” issued in connection With US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, 
mailed Nov. 8, 2005, 10 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Non-Final Of?ce 
Action,” issued in connection With US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, 
mailed Apr. 4, 2005, 17 pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” ?led With the United States Patent and Trade 
mark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination 
control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 15 pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit A, ?led With the United States Patent 
and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexami 
nation control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 17 
pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit B, ?led With the United States Patent 
and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexami 
nation control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 9 
pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit C, ?led With the United States Patent 
and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexami 
nation control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 26 
pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit D, ?led With the United States Patent 
and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexami 
nation control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 22 
pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit E, ?led With the United States Patent and 
Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination 
control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 8 pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit F, ?led With the United States Patent and 
Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination 
control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 16 pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit G, ?led With the United States Patent 
and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexami 
nation control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 9 
pages. 
“Respondent Brief,” Exhibit H, ?led With the United States Patent 
and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 15, 2012, in connection With reexami 
nation control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 8 
pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Notice of Allowance,” 
issued in connection With US. Appl. No. 12/062,670, mailed Jul. 26, 
2012,56 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Non-Final Of?ce 
Action,” issued in connection With US. Appl. No. l2/062,670, 
mailed Dec. 29, 2011, 31 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Restriction Require 
ment,” issued in connection With US. Appl. No. l2/062,670, mailed 
Jan. 24, 2011, 9 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Restriction Require 
ment,” issued in connection With US. Appl. No. l2/062,670, mailed 
Apr. 28, 2010, 6 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Inter Partes Reexami 
nation Of?ce Action Closing Prosecution” issued in connection With 
reexamination control No. 95000514, mailed on Nov. 2, 2011, 50 
pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Inter Partes Reexami 
nation Of?ce Action Closing Prosecution” issued in connection With 
reexamination control No. 95000514, mailed on Jul. 16, 2010, 59 
pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Decision Dismissing 
Petition” issued in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, mailed on Jul. 25, 2011, 6 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Of?ce communication 
concerning application control No. 95000514” mailed on Jul. 1, 
2011, 2 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Notice of Inter Partes 
Reexamination Request Filing Date” issued in connection With reex 
amination control No. 95000514, mailed on Jan. 15, 2010, 1 page. 

United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Notice of Assignment of 
Inter Partes Reexamination Request” issued in connection With reex 
amination control No. 95000514, mailed on Jan. 15, 2010, 1 page. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Decision Dismissing 
Petition Under 37 C.F.R. 1.182” issued in connection With US. 
patent No. 7,376,993 B2, mailed on Oct. 28, 2010, 6 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Decision Granting Peti 
tion for Extension ofTime [37 C.F.R. 1.956(c)]” issued in connection 
With US. Patent No. 7,376,993, mailed Jul. 28, 2010, 3 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Of?ce communication 
concerning Inter Partes Examination” issued in connection With reex 
amination control No. 95000514, mailed on May 12, 2010, 2 pages. 
“Corrected Third Party Inter Partes Reexamination Requester’s 
Comments Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.947” ?led With the United States 
Patent and Trademark Of?ce on May 27, 2010 in connection With 
reexamination control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 
7,376,993, 52 pages. 
“Corrected Third Party Inter Partes Reexamination Requester’s 
Comments Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.947” ?led With the United States 
Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 18, 2011 in connection With 
reexamination control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 
7,376,993, 50 pages. 
“Third Party Inter Partes Reexamination Requester’s Emergency 
Petition Under 37 CFR 1.183 Requesting Waiver of the Page Limi 
tation Requirement Under 37 CFR 1.943(B)” ?led With the United 
States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jul. 5, 201 1 in connection With 
reexamination control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 
7,376,993, 117 pages. 
“Third Party Inter Partes Reexamination Requester’ s Comments Pur 
suant to 37 CFR 1.947” ?led With the United States Patent and 
Trademark Of?ce on Feb. 23, 2011, in connection With reexamina 
tion control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 117 
pages. 
“Third Party Inter Partes Reexamination Requester’ s Comments Pur 
suant to 37 CFR 1.947” ?led With the United States Patent and 
Trademark Of?ce on Apr. 12, 2010, in connection With reexamina 
tion control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 65 
pages. 
“Response to the Of?ce Action dated Jul. 16, 2010,” ?led With the 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Sep. 16, 2010, in 
connection With reexamination control No. 95000514, correspond 
ing to patent 7,376,993, 29 pages. 
“Rule 131 Declaration of Edward Bretschger ?led in the Response to 
the Of?ce Action dated Jul. 16, 2010,” ?led With the United States 
Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Sep. 16, 2010, in connection With 
reexamination control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 
7,376,993, 32 pages. 
Response to Inter Party Reexamination Of?ce action dated Dec. 22, 
2010, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jan. 24, 2011, in connection With US. Appl. No. 95/000,514, corre 
sponding to US. Patent 7,376,993, issued from US. Appl. No. 
10/725,071, 22 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce Inter Party Reexamina 
tion Of?ce action issued in connection With US. Appl. No. 
95/000,514, corresponding to US. Patent 7,376,993, issued from 
US. Appl. No. 10/725,071, mailed Dec. 22, 2010, 52 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Report on the Filing of Determination of an 
Action Regarding a Patent or Trademark,” ?led With the United States 
District Court, Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, on Apr. 
6, 2012, Case:1:09-cv-03339, Document #:114, referencing reex 
amination control No. 950005 14, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 
1 page. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Statement,” ?led With the United States District 
Court, Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, on Apr. 5,2012, 
Case:1:09-cv-03339, Document #:113, referencing reexamination 
control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 2 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicco USA, Inc., “Notice of Issuance of Right to Appeal Notice in 
Reexamination,” ?led With the United States District Court, Northern 
District of Illinois, Eastern Division, on Apr. 4, 2012, Case: 1 :09-cv 

ARTSANA EXHIBIT 1001-4
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


US 8,388,501 B2 
Page 5 

03339, Document #: l l l, referencing reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 2 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicc0 USA, Inc, “Notice of Issuance of Right to Appeal Notice in 
Reexamination,” Exhibit 1, ?led With the United States District 
Court, Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, on Apr. 4, 2012, 
Case: 1 :09-cv-03339, Document #: l 1 1-1, referencing reexamination 
control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 51 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicc0 USA, Inc., “Revised Discovery Plan,” ?led With the United 
States District Court, Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, 
on Mar. 9, 2012, Case: l:09-cv-03339, Document #:97, referencing 
reexamination control No. 95000514, corresponding to patent 
7,376,993, 6 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Graco Children ’s Products, Inc. and 
Chicc0 USA, Inc., “Noti?cation of Docket Entry,” issued by the 
United States District Court, Northern District of Illinois, Eastern 
Division, on Mar. 7, 2012, Case: 1 :09-cv-03339, Document #:96, 
referencing reexamination control No. 95000514, corresponding to 
patent 7,376,993, 1 page. 
“Notice of Appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences” 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Apr. 18, 
2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 95000514, cor 
responding to patent 7,376,993, 9 pages. 
United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce, “Right of Appeal 
Notice,” issued in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, mailed Mar. 21,2012, 
50 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jun. 15, 
2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 95000514, cor 
responding to patent 7,376,993, 57 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 4167,” 
Exhibit 1, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 13 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 2, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 9 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 3, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 4 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 4, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 15 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 5, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 26 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 6, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 17 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 7, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 8 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 8, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 22 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 9, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on 
Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 13 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 10, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce 
on Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 9 pages. 

“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 1 l, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce 
on Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 8 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 12, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce 
on Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 16 pages. 
“Appeal Brief of Third Party Requester Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.67,” 
Exhibit 13, ?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce 
on Jun. 15, 2012, in connection With reexamination control No. 
95000514, corresponding to patent 7,376,993, 8 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc. d/b/a Artsana USA 
Inc., “Plaintiffs Final Response to Defendant’s Final Invalidity Con 
tentions,” ?led With the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Illinois Eastern Division, case No. l:09-cv-03339, ?led 
Sep. 25, 2012, 9 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc. d/bla Artsana USA 
Inc., “Artsana’s Final Invalidity Contentions,” ?led With the United 
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois Eastern 

Division, case No. l:09-cv-03339, served Aug. 28, 2012, ?led Sep. 
25,2012, 19 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc. d/bla Artsana USA 
Inc., “Plaintiffs Final Response to Defendant’s Final Invalidity Con 
tentions,” Exhibit A, ?led With the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois Easter Division, case No. l :09 -cv-03339, 
?led Sep. 25, 2012, ll pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc. d/bla Artsana USA 
Inc., “Plaintiffs Final Response to Defendant’s Final Invalidity Con 
tentions,” Exhibit B, ?led With the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois Easter Division, case No. l :09 -cv-03339, 
?led Sep. 25, 2012, 9 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc., “Defendant’s Brief in 
Support of the Terms of US. Patent 7,376,993 that Require Construc 
tion,” ?led With the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Illinois Eastern Division, case No. l:09-cv-03339, docu 
ment #146, ?led Nov. 13, 2012, 30 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc., “Defendant’s Brief in 
Support of the Terms of US. Patent 7,376,993 that Require Construc 
tion,” Exhibit A, ?led With the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division, case No. l:09-cv 
03339, document #l46-l, ?led Nov. 13, 2012, 3 pages. 
Kolcraft Enterprises, Inc. v. Chicc0 USA, Inc., “Defendant’s Brief in 
Support of the Terms of US. Patent 7,376,993 that Require Construc 
tion,” Exhibit B, ?led With the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division, case No. l:09-cv 
03339, document #146-2, ?led Nov. 13, 2012, 6 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” ?led With 
the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 2010, 131 
pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit A, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 12 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit B, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 10 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit C, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 13 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit D, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 36 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit E, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 7 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit F, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 16 pages. 
“Replacement Request for Inter Partes Reexamination,” Exhibit G, 
?led With the United States Patent and Trademark Of?ce on Jan. 8, 
2010, 7 pages. 

ARTSANA EXHIBIT 1001-5
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


