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I. INTRODUCTION

The Board should deny the request for inter partes review of U.S. Patent No.
RE39,470 because the Petition is based on prior art that fails to disclose each claim
element, alone or in combination.

For these reasons, as expressed more fully below, the Petitioner has failed to
demonstrate that there is a reasonable likelihood of prevailing with respect to at
least one of the challenged claims. Accordingly, the Board should deny the
Petition.

II. TECHNOLOGY BACKGROUND

At the time of the invention, there were significant problems with digital
control systems for digital signage. A primary concern of the patent is the problem
of how to provide a flexible system in which external information mediators are
able to dynamically control the transmission of display instructions to a larger
public in different places situated at any chosen distance apart through displays.
Ex. 1001 at 2:40-45. For instance, the patent describes that, at the time of the
invention, “information media is not coordinated, but is in the form of individual
items which are controlled and updated separately, often manually.” Ex. 1001 at
1:34-36. The patent further explains that “[a]lthough the administration of
information is often processed manually with the aid of modern computer

technology, the available display time will nevertheless contain ‘dead time,’
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