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I. INTRODUCTION 

With respect to claim 3, the Response (Paper 13, “Resp.”) of Patent Owner 

Limestone Memory Systems LLC (“Limestone”) attacks only the motivation to 

combine the amplifiers of U.S. Patent No. 5,267,214 to Fujishima et al. 

(“Fujishima”) with the dynamic random access memory (“DRAM”) of U.S. Patent 

No. 5,487,040 to Sukegawa et al. (“Sukegawa”).  Limestone does not dispute that: 

• Sukegawa discloses each of the limitations found in claims 1 and 2 of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,233,181 (“the ‘181 patent”). 

• Fujishima discloses each of the additional sense amplifier limitations 
found in claim 3 of the ‘181 patent. 

• The alternate shared sense amplifiers claimed in claim 3 in fact have the 
known benefits set forth in Fujishima.      

By admitting that the alternate shared sense amplifier arrangement of 

Fujishima possesses the benefits described therein (Paper 13, at 27-28), Limestone 

has effectively conceded that claim 3 of the ‘181 patent represents the 

incorporation of a known sense amplifier scheme having known benefits into the 

any-to-any redundant DRAM of Sukegawa to achieve the expected result.  This is 

the epitome of an obvious combination.  KSR Intern. Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. 

398, 401 (2007) (“If a person of ordinary skill in the art can implement a 

predictable variation, and would see the benefit of doing so, §103 likely bars its 

patentability”).  Fujishima itself provides the motivation to use the alternate shared 

sense amplifiers claimed in claim 3.  
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