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I. INTRODUCTION 

Patent Owner filed a Revised Motion to Amend (“Revised Motion,” Paper 

28) with substitute claims 21, 22, and 23. The Revised Motion should be denied 

because Patent Owner’s substitute claims are no more novel than the original 

claims or the substitute claims in its original Motion to Amend. The Kato reference 

again renders obvious Patent Owner’s added limitations as well as the original 

limitations under 35 U.S.C. § 103.   

II. SUBSTITUTE CLAIMS 21-23 ARE UNPATENTABLE AS OBVIOUS 
UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Board should deny Patent Owner’s Revised Motion because substitute 

claims 21-23 are obvious in view of Kato (Ex.1017).     

A. Kato Renders Obvious Substitute Claims 21-23  

1. Substitute Claim 21 

[21.0] A wireless power receiver, comprising: 

To the extent the preamble is limiting, Kato discloses a wireless power 

receiver. Like the ’740 patent, Kato discloses “a noncontact power-transmission 

coil for use in power transmission in a noncontact manner using electromagnetic 

induction.” Ex.1017, [0003]. Fig. 3 of Kato, annotated below, illustrates a mobile 

phone unit 2 having a “secondary power-transmission coil 21” (wireless power 

receiver) that wirelessly receives power from “primary power-transmission coil 

10” within a cradle 1. Ex.1017, [0049]-[0052], [0058] (“[W]hen an alternating 
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