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I. INTRODUCTION 

 This is the preliminary response of Patent Owner, Sauder Manufacturing 

Company, to the Petition for Inter Parties Review filed on March 27, 2015 by J 

Squared, Inc. d/b/a University Loft Company (hereinafter “ULC”).  Patent Owner 

has already responded to the Petition filed by the same party on the same patent in 

February, 2014 

 Patent Owner asserts that the Petition should be denied for the following 

reasons: 

1. The claim constructions proffered by Petitioner are 

unreasonable as inconsistent with the patent disclosure, the plain meaning of 

the terms in the claims, and the content and prosecution histories of closely 

related patents;  

2. Petitioner’s obviousness analysis is incomplete insofar as it 

fails to deal with a “means plus function” limitation in claim 12;  

3. When properly construed, none of the claims in the ‘136 patent 

under attack is obvious in view of the prior art; and 

4. There is strong objective evidence of non-obviousness, 

including marketplace recognition and Petitioner’s deliberate act of copying 

the product disclosed and claimed in the ‘136 patent. 
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II. THE INVENTION 

 

 The invention disclosed and claimed in the ‘136 patent consists of two parts:  

a “floor rocker” 100 and a pedestal type stool base 300.  The floor rocker can be 

securely joined or “coupled” to the base to define a “desk chair”; spec. col. 8, ll 36-

38.  This is referred to in claim 1 as the “first configuration.”  By manually 

opening a latch 160, the floor rocker may be decoupled from the base 300 and 

placed next to the base such that the base saddle 310 can serve as a writing surface; 

spec. col. 8, line 18.  This is the “second configuration” and is shown in Figs 18 

and 19 in the drawings. 

 The floor rocker is made up of a seat 134, a backrest 114, and a unitary 

frame “assembly” which is integral with the rockers 106, 180 “positioned below” 

the seat surface so as to permit the floor rocker to rock in the “second 

configuration.” 

 Coupling of the chair and base is achieved in part by the use of a claw 110, 

142 on the front of the seat to “capture” the front edge of the base saddle 310; i.e., 

by fitting into a pair of notches.  Coupling further involves a spring-biased latch 

160 capturing the rear of the saddle by way of another notch; See FIGS. 10-14 of 

the patent drawings, and the specification in col. 9, beginning at line 7.  When fully 

“coupled,” relative movement between and/or inadvertent separation of the floor 

rocker from the base is prevented and the two components become a unit.  The 
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