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1. Introduction. 

 Petitioner challenges the patentability of claims 1-3, 5, 9, and 17-21 of 

U.S. Patent 6,012,007 (the “’007 Patent”). For at least the reasons explained 

below, the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (“PTAB” or “Board”) should not 

institute inter partes review of the ‘007 Patent because Petitioner has not 

met its burden to show a reasonable likelihood that the challenged claims of 

the ‘007 Patent are unpatentable. 

 

 

2. Overview of the ‘007 Patent. 

The ‘007 Patent discloses a method of controlling airbag deployment 

using pressure sensors to allow or inhibit airbag deployment based on 

passenger weight.1 According to the specification, air bag deployment is 

inhibited when a seat is empty or occupied by a small child. Deployment is 

allowed when the seat is occupied by a larger passenger.2  

Figure 1 of the ‘007 patent (below) shows a typical airbag (or 

supplemental inflatable restraint -- “SIR”) system:3 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
1 Ex. 1001 at Abstract. 

2 Id. at 2:55-58. 

3 Id. at 1:15-16, 2:18-19. 
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An accelerometer (15) senses an impending crash and a microprocessor (16) 

receives signals from the accelerometer and determines whether to deploy an 

air bag.4 On the other side of the figure, seat occupant sensors (26, 28) 

communicate with a separate microprocessor (22), which determines 

whether airbag deployment should be inhibited.5 The occupant sensors are a 

series of voltage dividers made of resistors (26) in series with a pressure 

sensor or variable resistor(28).6 The seat occupant detector microprocessor 

(22) analyzes seat occupant sensor voltage in order to derive passenger 

weight information.7  

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
4 Id. at 2:46-49. 

5 Id. at 3:4-7. 

6 Id. at 2:64-3:2. 

7 Id. at 2:61-3:7. 
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