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I. INTRODUCTION 

This Petitioner’s Reply is responsive to the Patent Owner’s Response (the 

“Response”) filed by West View Research, LLC (“WVR”). 

As set forth in the Petition, the challenged claims of U.S. Patent No. 

8,781,839 (the “’839 patent”) are invalid in view of the prior art cited therein, 

including U.S. Patent No. 6,249,740 (Exhibit 1003, “Ito”), U.S. Patent No. 

6,201,544 (Exhibit 1004, “Ezaki”), U.S. Patent No. 6,091,956 (Exhibit 1005, 

“Hollenberg”), and U.S. Patent No. 5,574,443 (Exhibit 1006, “Hsieh”). 

WVR argues that the Petition fails to construe the terms “digitized speech 

input,” “identification of a location,” and “graphical or visual representation,” fails 

to perform an analysis under 35 U.S.C. 112, ¶ 6, and assumes unreasonable 

constructions for several terms. The Petition, however, stated that the challenged 

claims should be given their broadest reasonable construction in view of the 

specification. WVR does not dispute that the challenged claims should be given 

their broadest reasonable construction, nor does WVR dispute that the specification 

and prosecution history of the ’839 patent lack special definitions for these claim 

terms.  

WVR further argues that the prior art does not describe all of the limitations 

of the claims, that the Petition ignores an express teaching away, and that it relies 

on impermissible hindsight. However, WVR does not present any evidence of 
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