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I. INTRODUCTION 

The patent owner Parthenon Unified Memory Architecture LLC (“Patent 

Owner”) respectfully requests that the Board deny the Petition for Inter Partes 

review (“Petition”) filed by HTC Corporation and HTC America, Inc. 

(“Petitioner”) regarding certain claims of U.S. Patent No. 5,812,789 (“`789 

Patent”) because the Petition fails to demonstrate a reasonable likelihood that the 

Petitioner would prevail as to at least one of the challenged claims, as required 

under 34 U.S.C. § 314(a). 

The Petition proposes four grounds challenging claims 1–8 and 11–14 

(“challenged claims”).  Specifically, the Petitioner contends that certain challenged 

claims are invalid as obvious in view of Bowes, TMS, and Thomas (Ground A). 

The Petitioner also contends that certain dependent challenged claims are obvious 

in view of Bowes, TMS, Thomas, and Gove (Ground B) or Ran (Ground C) or Celi 

(Ground D). 

For the reasons discussed below, Bowes, TMS, and Thomas do not render 

claim 1 obvious.  Because they depend on claim 1, claims 2–8 and 11–14 are 

allowable for at least the same reasons.  Therefore, there is no reasonable 

likelihood that the Petitioner would prevail with respect to any of the claims 

challenged in Grounds A–D, and the Petition should be denied. 
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