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I. INTRODUCTION 

Patent Owner’s Response (“PO Resp.”) presents identical arguments, 

worded in almost the exact same way, as Patent Owner’s Preliminary Response. 

The Board already considered and dismissed these arguments in its Institution 

Decision for this case, see Paper #7, Institution Decision at 11-14, and Patent 

Owner does not even attempt to rebut the Board’s preliminary findings. Patent 

Owner has presented no basis for the Board to reach a different outcome in its 

Final Written Decision. 

Just as in the preliminary response, Patent Owner argues that the Petition 

provides no reason to modify Poulin without hindsight. PO Resp. at 20-24.  

However, as the Board found in the Institution Decision, the Petition provides a 

reason to modify Poulin that does not rely on hindsight.  Institution Decision at 13-

14 (“Thus, we do not agree with Patent Owner’s argument that modification of 

Poulin relies on hindsight or lacks a persuasive reason for the modification of 

Poulin”) (citing to the Petition at 20-21, Ex. 1002 at ¶¶66-68 and Ex. 1005 at ¶¶2, 

22, 23 and 67).  

The PO Resp. does not meaningfully address, let alone overcome, any of the 

evidence supporting the grounds for obviousness provided in the Petition and cited 

by the Board in the Institution Decision. Indeed, Patent Owner did not depose Mr. 

Denning, Petitioner’s expert, to challenge the testimony he provided for why the 
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