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I. INTRODUCTION

The limitations of the independent claims of U.S. Patent No. 9,665,705 (“the
705 Patent”) can be divided as follows: 1) the preamble; 2) a memory with the
biometric signature database (representative clause 1(a));! 3) a transmitter subsystem
and its components involved in capturing and matching of biometric data
(representative clause 1(b)); 4) a receiver subsystem to give access to a device based
upon information received from the transmitter subsystem (representative clause
1(c)); 5) the transmitter subsystem to the extent it is involved in the capture and
registration of biometric data associated with a user (representative clause 1(d)); and
6) the device to be unlocked (representative clause 1(e)). Apple cobbles together a
single, three-reference challenge to the claims of the 705 Patent. Even with these
three references in hand, Apple must ignore its own characterization of the prior art

and its construction of the subject claims to mount an obviousness challenge.

! These clauses refer to the numbering system used by the Board to label the various
claim limitations in claim 1 of the 705 Patent. As the Board notes, the only
difference between claim 1 and claim 15 (the only other independent claim directed
to a “system for providing secure access to a controlled item’) is the phrase
“configured to” in the former and the phrase “capable of” in the latter. Paper No. 11

at 6. The distinction between those terms is addressed later herein.
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