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I. Introduction 

Patent Owner moves to cancel Claims 1, 3, 5, 8, 9, 22, 27, 28, and 30, and to 

substitute Claims 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, and 40 in their place, respectively, 

per the Appendix to this Motion to Amend. 35 U.S.C. § 316; 37 C.F.R. § 42.121.  

Patent Owner also proposes the addition of new Claim 37 (no existing 

counterpart), per previous PTAB guidance: “If the additional proposed substitute 

claim is patentably distinct from the first substitute claim, given the first substitute 

claim as prior art, that likely would be sufficient justification.” Toyota Motor 

Corporation v. American Vehicular Sciences LLC, IPR2013-00419, Paper 32 at 3 

(March 7, 2014).   Patent Owner submits that new Claim 37 is patentably distinct 

(discussed infra), and is properly included with the other proposed claims. 

 Proposed substitute Claim 35 is included solely for consistency (i.e., since 

extant Claim 9 depends on Claim 8, which is the subject of substitute Claim 34). 

II. Proposed Claim Construction 

Patent Owner provides proposed claim constructions under the standard 

applicable for Inter Partes Reviews for the following terms used in the proposed 

substitute claims. Patent Owner’s construction should not be deemed limiting 

outside of the context of Inter Partes Review. Specifically: 
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