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I. INTRODUCTION 
Patent Owner’s Response demonstrates that there are only two issues in 

dispute: (i) whether the Ben-Ze’ev reference teaches the “broadcasting” limitation 

recited in the independent claims of the ’018 Patent, and (ii) whether the Petition 

provides sufficient motivation to combine the Ben-Ze’ev and the Idiot’s Guide 

references.   

With respect to the first issue, there is no dispute over the plain and ordinary 

meaning of “broadcasting”—sending a singular message receivable by multiple 

devices.  In that regard, Ben-Ze’ev explicitly teaches that its remote controller 

sends a singular interrogation signal to all appliances in the vicinity. APPL-1007, 

10:57-58 (“The interrogation signal is generally sent periodically to all 

appliances…”).  Ben-Ze’ev further teaches that the purpose of the signal is to 

discover the existence of nearby appliances—not communicate with individual, 

already-known recipients.  Patent Owner attempts to avoid this explicit disclosure 

by instead focusing solely on the word “interrogation.”  This strategy fails because 

it was well known in the art that an “interrogation” signal could be broadcast, and 

Patent Owner’s citations to evidence not in the record do not outweigh the explicit 

teachings of Ben-Ze’ev.   
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