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Apple Inc. (“Apple” or “Petitioner”) hereby petitions for inter partes review 

of U.S. Patent No. 8,659,571 (the “’571 patent”).  Ex. 1001.  The’571 patent 

generally relates to providing “dynamic” haptic feedback in response to signals 

representing user gestures on a user interface device, such as a touchscreen or 

joystick.  The claims of the ’571 patent challenged in this Petition are invalid in 

view of Apple’s patent, U.S. Patent Application No. 2010/0156818 to Burrough et 

al. (“Burrough”).  Most of the challenged claims also are invalid in view Patent 

Owner Immersion’s (“Patent Owner” or “Immersion”) earlier patents, U.S. Patent 

No. 5,734,373 to Rosenberg et al. (“Rosenberg ’373”), which issued over a decade 

before the ’571 patent was filed.  The remaining claims directed to on-screen 

gesture signals are invalid in view of Rosenberg ’373 in combination with another 

of Immersion’s patents from the same lead inventor, U.S. Patent No. 6,429,846 to 

Rosenberg et al. (“Rosenberg ’846”).   

I. COMPLIANCE WITH FORMAL REQUIREMENTS 

A. Mandatory Notices Under 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.8(b)(1)-(4) 

1. Real Party-In-Interest 

 Apple is the real party-in-interest. 

2. Related Matters 

The ’571 patent is subject to the following actions:  1) Certain Mobile 

Electronic Devices Incorporating Haptics (Including Smartphones and 

Smartwatches) and Components Thereof, U.S. International Trade Commission 
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