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Sukegawa Teaches Away From The ANY TO ANY
Redundancy Scheme, And Therefore Would Not
Motivate A Person Having Ordinary Skill In The Art
To Adopt An Inter-Block Redundancy Scheme

The Petition Fails To Establish That Claim 5 Is Obvious
Over Sukegawa and Fujishima In View Of Walck Because
The Proposed Combination Does Not Teach All Elements Of

The Challenged Claim
1.

Walck Does Not Disclose The Claimed Control
Circuitry For Driving Memory Blocks Into A
Selected State

The Teachings Of Sukegawa, Fujishima, And Walck
Would Not Motivate A Person Having Ordinary Skill
In The Art To Arrive At The Claimed Memory
Device
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