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Issues to be Argued
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The ‘129 Patent – Independent Claim 1
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Wyon

‘129 Patent – Claim 1 Wyon(Ex. 1007)
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Wyon
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”

Q Earlier you testified that the only claim construction that you provided an opinion on was with
respect to the term "spacer." Is that still to be the case?
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”

Q This language, "an opening for receiving air from the air mover," would you agree that for
receiving air from the air mover, that that's functional language?

Q And what is it you believe is the structure?

Q And the opening is illustrated as element 49 in Figure 3, right?

IGB 1016, Page 8 of 36 
IPR2014-00666, IGB v. Gentherm



“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”

Q in Figure 3. Is it fair to say that, you know, with this opening 49, that the opening 49 will
receive air when the fan 50 is a pressurized fan, a positive flow fan?

Q And would you also agree that it's fair to say that 49, hole 49, if 50 is a suction mode fan, 49 also
would receive air?

QWe'll get to that. You will agree that the opening will receive air?
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”

Q Okay. In this column 5, lines 29 through 34, it says, "If a fan 50 is used which is not directly
coupled to the vehicle's air conditioning system, it is preferred that the fan be reversible to
operate in a pressurizing or suction mode and that the fan be multispeed, having at least low,
medium and high settings."

Q The question is: Why would it be preferred to permit the fan to operate in a reversible mode?

Q But you don't dispute that the language that we just read into the record says that it's actually
preferred that the fan be reversible?

Q And you're not aware of anything in the prosecution history that affirmatively would limit claim
1 to what we are calling the pressure mode?

Q I just want to confirm that you don't have any additional information outside of your report that
you're relying upon for your position that claim 1 is limited to what we call the pressure mode.
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“an opening for receiving air from the air mover”

Q And so what does that mean when you say the flow may be reversed?

Q So you don't agree with, you don't agree that the '129 you could have bidirectional flow, and you
don't agree that the '220 you could have bidirectional flow?

Q But you could do it?

Q But it does teach that you could reverse it?
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The ‘129 Patent – Independent Claim 1
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Wyon in view of Spitalnick

‘129 Patent – Claim 1 Wyon(Ex. 1007)
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Wyon in view of Spitalnick

‘129 Patent – Claim 1 Spitalnick(Ex. 1014)
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Wyon in view of Spitalnick
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

Q All right, and then when we look at Wyon, it's basically the reverse. It's primarily focused on, I
think you said emphasized

Q Suction, but that it also has this concept of the reverse?

Q And so what does that mean when you say the flow may be reversed?

IGB 1016, Page 22 of 36 
IPR2014-00666, IGB v. Gentherm



Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

Q Today we talked a lot about what we call the pressure mode and the suction mode. I think it's
fair to say in your report that you characterize this as a pressure mode system?

Q Is it possible that one could use a suction mode on the Spitalnik disclosure?

Q But it's possible?

Q In order to add a suction mode system, you wouldn't then use the air conditioning system of the
vehicle?

Q So let's set aside the, the air conditioning aspect of this design. What if you were to remove that
and put a fan in there that permitted for suction? You could possibly do that?

Q A separate, yes.

Q So that probably would be easier to do than modify the air conditioning unit to reverse the flow;
is that fair to say?
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

Q So a larger diameter hole in comparison with the others could do either more or less?

Q 46 through had 42 are all the same size?

Q Okay.

Q Under what conditions would it not be true?
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

Q As we discussed this '129 patent, you said that, you know, it sounds like a good idea to use a variable
hole design.

Q And so I'm just, I just want to make sure I understand that, you know, your view, which is "sounds like
a good idea," applies, the same principle would apply to the pressure mode and the suction mode.
Just the general statement that, you know, "sounds like a good idea." That's what I'm looking to make
sure I understand. Does that make sense?

Q Okay, thanks. I'm not sure if you were saying yes, it doesn't make sense or yes, this, this principle of
sounding like a good idea would apply to both the pressurized mode and the suction mode. Can you
clarify?

Q To make sure it's clear for the record, what are you saying yes to?

Q All right. Just one further question on this. Why, why would it be a good idea in your view for both
suction and pressure mode? Again, I'm asking a general question.
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

QWhat if one were to modify the size of the holes as shown on Figure 2? Howwill that change the
functioning of the overall system? And I know we talked a lot about this earlier today, but I just want
to hear it as it would apply to this particular embodiment here.

Q Do you agree with that?

QWhat would happen I'll do it in layperson's terms. What would happen if you increase the size of
the holes as you get further away from the inlet?

Q And why do you believe that?

Q And I might not be quoting you exactly, but earlier you said it could be a good thing.
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

IGB 1016, Page 29 of 36 
IPR2014-00666, IGB v. Gentherm



Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon
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Spitalnick is Combinable with Wyon

Q So it's, it's fair to say that you haven't conducted any testing on any seat inserts?
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Dependent Claims 4 & 5

‘129 Patent – Claim 4 Larsson(Ex. 1009)
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Dependent Claims 4 & 5

‘129 Patent – Claim 5 Larsson(Ex. 1009)

IGB 1016, Page 33 of 36 
IPR2014-00666, IGB v. Gentherm



Dependent Claims 4 & 5

IGB 1016, Page 34 of 36 
IPR2014-00666, IGB v. Gentherm



Dependent Claims 4 & 5
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Dependent Claims 4 & 5
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