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I. OVERVIEW OF PETITION 

Barco, Inc. and Barco, N.V. (collectively, “Barco” or “Petitioners”) request 

inter partes review of claims 25 and 26 of U.S. Patent No. RE39,470 (“the ’470 

patent,” Ex. 1001) under 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq.  The 

instant Petition demonstrates that there is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioners 

would prevail with respect to the challenged claims should the Board institute inter 

partes review. 

The ’470 patent discloses a digital information system that includes a 

computerized control center and display devices that are located at a plurality of 

locations.  Ex. 1001, 4:42-27.  The digital information system permits any 

authorized company or person to send control instructions for the display devices 

to the computerized control center by email.  Ex. 1001, 5:8-13, 5:18-23, 7:61-64, 

8:41-42; Ex. 1002, ¶ 15.  The ’470 patent refers to these external, authorized 

companies or persons as “information mediators” or “external information 

mediators.”  See Ex.1001, 5:8–10, 5:18.  The computerized control center uses the 

control instructions to create an exposure list.  Ex. 1001, 7:7-17.  The exposure list 

includes a series of instructions as to what shall be shown, where it shall be shown, 

when it shall be shown, and for how long.  Ex. 1001, 9:58-61.  The exposure list is 

then sent from the computerized control center to station computers that control the 

display devices according to the exposure list.  Ex. 1001, 9:55-62. 
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