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As authorized by the Board’s Order in Paper No. 10, Quest USA Corp.
(“Petitioner”) submits this preliminary reply to provide its proposed constructions
of the terms “lock” and “secure” as recited in claims 1, 9, 15, and 16 of U.S. Patent

No. 9,958,107 B1 (“the ‘107 patent). (See also, Ex. 1021, Conf. Call Trans.)

I. Legal Principles
This Board is very familiar with claim construction principles, which are not
repeated here. See 37 C.F.R. § 42.100(b); Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303

(Fed. Cir. 2005) (en banc).

II. Argument

Petitioner has requested that the plain and ordinary meaning be applied to all
terms for the purposes of IPR. (Paper 2, p. 23.) Claims 1-16 of the ‘107 patent are
unpatentable for the reasons set forth in the petition under the plain and ordinary
meaning of the terms.

PO asserts that “lock” and “secure” now require construction, but proposes a
construction of “lock” and applies a construction of “secure” that do not reflect the
plain and ordinary meaning of those terms. Petitioner offers constructions that do.

A. The ordinary and customary meaning of “lock” is “a mechanism
in which a projection is secured in a recess.”

Petitioner’s Proposed PO’s Proposed Construction
Construction
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“a mechanism in which a projection | “a mechanism when engaged
is secured in a recess” causes the button and the platform
to maintain a fixed distance from
each other”

The parties agree that a “lock,” as used in the ‘107 patent, is a mechanism.
Petitioner submits a lock is further defined by the components of that mechanism.
Both the intrinsic and extrinsic evidence support such a structural definition.

PO defines “lock” in terms of how it affects external components specific to
the claimed “expandable socket.” Such a construction does not reflect the
“ordinary and customary meaning” of lock, but is instead a highly specialized
definition that is not supported by the record. Moreover, the specification and the
claims both define a lock in terms of its structure, and then separately recite the
function of the lock. Claim 1 recites “a lock configured to releasably secure the
button to the platform,” and claim 16 recites “a lock for selectively coupling the
button to the platform.” These expressly claimed functions should not be restricted
by an overly narrow definition of the term “lock.”

1. The specification provides two examples of locks, both of
support Petitioner’s proposed construction.

The ‘107 patent describes multiple embodiments of “expandable sockets.”
Figures 2 and 3 are both described as including locks.
With respect to the Figure 2 embodiment (reproduced below), the

specification states, “[t]he expandable socket 200 generally includes ... a lock 214
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configured to releasably secure the expandable socket 200 in a collapsed
configuration that is not shown ....” (Ex. 1001, 4:37-48.)! The specification
further explains that “the first projection 210, the second projections 208, and the
recess 216 define or form the lock 214 that locks the expandable socket 200 in the
collapsed configuration.” (ld., 6:2—5, emphasis added.) Thus, in this embodiment,

the lock is expressly defined by a projection and a recess.

200 110

1 JI
! I
222 120 216

‘107 Patent (Ex. 1001), Fig. 2

While the specification states that the lock 214 will “secure” or “lock[]” the
expandable socket 200 in a collapsed configuration in the Figure 2 embodiment
(id., 4:43-48 and 6:2-5), it does not require a lock to fix the distance between the
button 204 and the platform 206. Instead, it states, “[b]y virtue of the shape and
size of the first projection 210 and the second projections 208, the first projection

210 is securely retained in the recess 216.” (ld., 5:66-6:2.) PO cites to this same

I PO asserts that reference numeral 214 in Figure 2 is an error. (Paper No. 8 at 5,

n.1.) No certificate of correction has been filed. (See Ex. 1002.)
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