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I. INTRODUCTION 

Patent Owner Immersion Corporation (“Immersion” or “Patent Owner”) 

submits this Response to the Board’s Decision – Institution of Inter Partes Review 

(Paper 7) (“Decision”), entered January 11, 2017 to institute Inter Partes Review 

of United States Patent No. 8,659,571 (“the '571 patent”) filed by Apple, Inc. 

(“Petitioner”). 

The ’571 claims recite applying a drive signal to a haptic output device 

according to a dynamic interaction parameter.  The dynamic interaction parameter 

is generated using a first gesture signal and a second gesture signal.  The Board 

determined that there was a reasonable likelihood that claims 1-4, 6, 23-26 and 28 

of the ’571 patent were obvious over Burrough.   

Burrough discloses a system where signals S are generated by a sensing 

device.  Each signal S merely represents a position of a finger (e.g. x/y position) at 

a moment in time.  These S signals are what Petitioner points to as the first and 

second gesture signals.  However, this mapping is at odds with the Board’s 

construction of “gesture signal” as “a signal indicating a movement of the body 

that conveys meaning or user intent.”  See Institution Decision at 12.  In particular, 

each signal S does not indicate a movement of the body that conveys meaning or 

user intent, because an x/y position, standing alone in Burrough’s system, does not 
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