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Issue Presented 

 The challenged patent was recently asserted in patent infringement lawsuits 

against mobile smartphones that transmit photo images over wireless cellular 

networks, such as Apple’s iPhone 4S and Samsung’s Galaxy SIII. A search of the 

prior art reveals that the claims are obvious over two patent publications that both 

disclose a combination camera-phone that transmits digital photos over wireless 

cellular networks. Simply put, what the challenged patent claims as an invention was 

already known in the prior art. 
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