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I. Introduction 

The Petition challenges the claims of U.S. Patent No. 8,581,706 (“the ’706 

Patent”) under four grounds of unpatentability: 1 

• Ground 1. Claims 1–3, and 11–12 are obvious over U.S. Patent No. 

6,824,064 (“Guthery,” Ex. 1005) in view of Japanese Patent 

Application No. 2000-163539 (“Nozawa,” Ex. 1006). 

• Ground 2. Claim 16 is obvious over Guthery in view of Nozawa and 

the textbook by Klaus Finkenzeller, the first named inventor of the ’706 

Patent, entitled RFID Handbook: Radio-Frequency Identification 

Fundamentals and Applications (“RFID Handbook,” Ex. 1007). 

• Ground 3. Claim 18 obvious over Guthery in view of the textbook 

entitled Smart Card Handbook: Third Edition (“Smart Card 

Handbook,” Ex. 1008) 

• Ground 4. Claim 20 is obvious over Guthery in view of the RFID 

Handbook. 

 
 
1 Although this Response does not address claim 18 as addressed by the Petition with 
respect to Ground 3, Petitioner nevertheless bears the burden of proof in this 
proceeding, and Patent Owner does not concede that Ground 3 renders challenged 
claim 18 invalid. 
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