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NATURE AND STAGE OF PROCEEDINGS 

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 Wireless 

Inc. and Sierra Wireless America, Inc. (XdaaZXi^kZan) tM^ZggV Q^gZaZhhu' cdl bdkZ [dg MjbbVgn 

DjY\bZci d[ CckVa^Y^in d[ Oc^iZY MiViZh JViZci Hd+ 5)-61)-.- &ti]Z v-.- JViZciu') i]Z dcan 

remaining Patent-In-Suit. 

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

Sierra Wireless moves for summary judgment for invalidity under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

WZXVjhZ &.' cdi V h^c\aZ ZbWdY^bZci d[ V tegd\gVbbVWaZ ^ciZg[VXZu ]Vh WZZc YZhXg^WZY ^c i]Z 

specificatioc) VcY &/' i]Z tegdXZhh^c\ bdYjaZu a^b^iVi^dc b^mZh VeeVgVijh VcY bZi]dY ZaZbZcih 

and is therefore invalid. 

Furthermore, under the new standard of Citrix, i]Z tegdXZhh^c\ bdYjaZ)u tegd\gVbbVWaZ 

^ciZg[VXZ)u VcY tbZbdgn bdYjaZu a^b^iVi^dch VgZ bZVch-plus-function claims and are indefinite 

for lack of disclosure of corresponding structure in the specification. 

12$2','-2!.(!3-&*1/32'&!($%21!

I. c)*) =.A2;A .@@2?A21 CLAIMS 

The v-.- JViZci YZhXg^WZh V YZk^XZ i]Vi ^h XVeVWaZ d[ eZg[dgb^c\ ]^\] aZkZa 

communication functions that are essentially relaying information between a sensor device and a 

remote monitoring device.  See Ex. A, v-.- JViZci) 57/2-9:10.  To perform these functions, the 

v-.- JViZci WVh^XVaan XaV^bh V XdaaZXi^dc d[ \ZcZg^X ZaZXig^XVa XdbedcZcih dg tbdYjaZhu hjX] Vh V 

(1) tegd\gVbbVWaZ ^ciZg[VXZ)u &/' V tegdXZhh^c\ bdYjaZ)u VcY di]Zgh i]Vi eZg[dgb i]ZhZ 

functions without disclosing any specific devices, interfaces, processors, or even any algorithms 

for performing these functions.  See Ex. A, v-.- JViZci) 570.-67. 
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