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I. Introduction 

The Petition and trial record provide detailed reasons why a person of skill 

in the art (“POSITA”) would have understood Bowes and Christiansen to teach or 

suggest an arbiter included in the “memory interface circuit” of the decoder, as 

recited in claims 7-10 and 12 of the ’753 Patent.  None of Patent Owner’s 

arguments overcome the express teachings of Bowes and Christiansen, and Patent 

Owner’s Response does not provide a persuasive rebuttal of Petitioner’s 

unpatentability showing.  Accordingly, the Board should confirm unpatentability 

of claims 7-10 and 12 in its Final Written Decision. 

The record shows that a POSITA would have understood that bus arbitration 

unit logic 240 in Bowes’ MCA 200 controls whether the DSP 20 or another agent 

has access to shared memory via the memory bus.  See, e.g., Ex. 1003, p. 110.  

Accordingly, that arbiter logic and its associated request/grant signaling paths are 

“hardware, including signaling paths to or from … an arbiter, to coordinate 

communication via a memory bus,” and are in the “memory interface circuit”1 of 

                                           

1 See Institution Decision (Paper 7), pp. 13-14 (adopting construction of 

“memory interface circuit” to mean “hardware, including signaling paths to or 

from a competing device or an arbiter, to coordinate communication via a 

memory bus”).  
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