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I. INTRODUCTION 

Patent Owner’s entire argument for why Hasegawa does not render the 

challenged claims obvious hinges on its assertion that the claimed connecting unit 

must be “separate and discrete” from the other components of the claimed wireless 

power receiver.  But neither the claims nor the intrinsic record contains any such 

requirement. Patent Owner’s arguments to the contrary commit the “cardinal sin” 

of reading the embodiments described in the specification into the claims and 

therefore fail.   

Because each of Patent Owner’s arguments is premised on incorrect claim 

constructions, its Response fails to rebut the prima facie case of obviousness 

presented in the Petition.  Accordingly, Petitioner respectfully requests that the 

Board find each of the challenged claims unpatentable.   

II. PATENT OWNER’S PROPOSED CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 
UNDULY LIMITS THE CLAIMS 

Patent Owner asks the Board to construe the challenged claims to require 

that the claimed “connecting unit” be “separate and distinct” from the “coil unit”—

which it contends includes a “coil,” a “first connection terminal,” and a “second 

connection terminal”—because embodiments described in the specification include 

“coil units” that are purportedly “distinct” from the connecting units described in 

those embodiments.  Patent Owner’s Response (“Response,” Paper 17), 8.  But the 
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