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I. INTRODUCTION 

U.S. Patent No. 6,059,576 (“the ’576 Patent,” FTBT-1001) is generally 

directed to monitoring an individual’s motion with a portable electronic device. 

The ’576 Patent issued with 29 claims covering the portable device, a system 

including the device, and a method of using the device. Almost fourteen years after 

issuance, however, Patent Owner requested reexamination of the ’576 Patent in 

order to add over 150 new dependent claims. During the course of reexamination, 

the original independent claims were deemed unpatentable, forcing Patent Owner 

to add additional limitations to each. These added limitations—directed to 

detecting whether body motion meets a threshold—were well-known to persons of 

ordinary skill in the art before the earliest alleged priority date of the ’576 patent. 

In fact, the ’576 Patent itself acknowledges that it was previously known for 

portable electronic devices to detect when a human exceeds “a predetermined 

angle of flexion or extension.” FTBT-1001, 1:39-41. Additionally, U.S. Patent No. 

5,293,879 (FTBT-1011, “Vonk”) describes a wrist-based tremor detection device 

that differentiates tremors from normal arm motion based upon user-defined 

criteria. Moreover, U.S. Patent No. 5,803,740 (FTBT-1013, “Gesink”) describes a 

wearable electronic device that detects walking motion and determines if a user’s 

heading exceeds a user-defined veer amount. Both Vonk and Gesink, in 

combination with respective secondary references disclose every element of the 
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method recited in the ’576 Patent.      

Accordingly, the evidence in this petition demonstrates that claims 20, 25, 

26, 104, 105, 108, 110, 113, 114, 118, 119, 123-125, 128-132, and 134-138 of the 

’576 Patent are unpatentable under (pre-AIA) 35 U.S.C. § 103. Fitbit, Inc. 

(“Petitioner”) therefore respectfully requests that these claims be held invalid and 

cancelled. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

The real party-in-interest is Fitbit Inc. 

B. Related Matters 

As of the filing date of this petition, the ’576 Patent has been asserted in 

LoganTree LP v. FitBit Inc., Case No. 2:15-cv-01575 (“related litigation”), which 

was filed in the Eastern District of Texas on October 2, 2015 and transferred to the 

Northern District of California on May 5, 2016, Case No. 3:16-cv-02443. 

Additionally, due to word count limitations and given the voluminous number of 

dependent claims asserted in the related litigation, Petitioner is concurrently filing 

a second IPR petition challenging claims of the ’576 Patent. 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Lead Counsel  
Andrew S. Ehmke 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 

 
Phone: (214) 651-5116 
Fax: (214) 200-0853 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


