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q wxuh qg vw jh ri surfhhglqjv

This Court issued claim construction orders on November 19, 2013, and January 30, 2014

(D.I. 104, 113), and fact discovery and expert discovery have closed. Defendants Sierra

Taj]d]kk Ff[, Yf\ Pa]jjY Taj]d]kk >e]ja[Y* Ff[, ([gdd][lan]dq* vPa]jjY Taj]d]kkw) fgo egn] ^gj

Summary Judgment of Non-Ff^jaf_]e]fl g^ Rfal]\ PlYl]k MYl]fl Kg, 6*.72*./. (vl`] x./.

MYl]flw)* l`] gfdq j]eYafaf_ MYl]fl-In-Suit.

vxpp u| ri ujxphqw

Sierra Wireless moves for summary judgment of non-infringement of the x./. MYl]fl

because none of the Accused Products af[dm\] Y vhjg_jYeeYZd] afl]j^Y[]w l`Yl ak \aj][ldq

programmable. Rather, it is undisputed that when commands are sent to the Accused Products,

the microprocessor first processes and executes the commands, and only then does the

microprocessor itself send control signals to indirectly configure basic settings on the interfaces

Y[[mk]\ g^ af^jaf_]e]fl (vl`] >[[mk]\ Ffl]j^Y[]kw),

Q`ak ak fgl vdirectly hjg_jYeeaf_w gj directly performing any operation on or by the

>[[mk]\ Ffl]j^Y[]k, Bn]f MdYafla^^yk ]ph]jl* Aj, K]lld]lgf* has plainly admitted that the

afl]j^Y[]k gfdq vaf\aj][ldqw j][]an] l`] >Q [geeYf\k, Q`]j]^gj]* al ak fgl \akhml]\ l`Yl l`]j] ak

no way to program, configure, or otherwise change settings on the Accused Interfaces directly

an element required by all the Asserted Claims as construed by the Court. Accordingly, because

the Accused Products cannot perform this function required by the claims, they do not infringe.

Sierra Wireless also moves for summary judgment of non-af^jaf_]e]fl gf l`] vh]jeall]\

[Ydd]jkw daealYlagf ZYk]\ gf MdYafla^^yk Y\eakkagfk l`Yl Pa]jjY Taj]d]kkyk >[[mk]\ Mjg\m[lk \g fgl

infringe that limitation. Accordingly, Plaintiff cannot meet its burden to prove infringement.
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