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Sir:

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.915(b)(8), the Real Parties in Interest, HTC Corporation and
HTC America, Inc. (the “Requester”) hereby respectfully request reexamination pursuant to 35
U.S.C. §§ 311 et seq. and 37 C.F.R. § 1.902 et seq., of original Claims 1, 5, 7, 10-12, 14, 15, 18,
21, 24-26, 28, 29, 33, 37, 40, 43-48, 54, 57-59 and 61 of United States Patent Number 7,123,208
to Baliarda et al. (“the ‘208 Patent”) filed April 8, 2005 and issued October 17, 2006. See
Appendix Al.

I. STATEMENT  OF SUBSTANTIAL NEW  QUESTIONS OF
PATENTABILITY

Requester respectfully submits that substantial new questions of patentability are
presented in this Request. The ‘208 Patent has 117 claims with eight independent claims.
Twenty-nine of those claims, including four independent claims, are the subject of this Request
(Claims 1, 5, 7, 10-12, 14, 15, 18, 21, 24-26, 28, 29, 33, 37, 40, 43-48, 54, 57-59 and 61) These
claims do not disclose anything new or nonobvious, and are therefore invalid.

The ‘208 Patent describes two supposed “advantages” of its claimed antennas: (1) “the
antennas may operate simultancously in several frequencies,” and (2) “[their] size can be
substantially reduced.” ‘208 Patent at Abstract. The 208 Patent states that prior art “fractal or
multifractal type antennae . . . presented a multifrequency behavior and in certain cases a small
size.” ‘208 Patent at col. 1, 11. 42-45. The ‘208 Patent goes on to suggest that the problems with
these antennas were “of a practical nature which limit the behavior of said antennas and reduce
their applicability in real environments.” [d. at 1l. 50-53. The ‘208 Patent also discloses
“[m]ultitriangular structures” operable in multiple frequency bands. Id. at col. 2, 1. 16-20. The
problem with these antennas, according to the Patent Owner, is that they “did not provide the
flexibility and versatility required to deal with other antennae designs for other environments.”
Id. at 1l. 20-23. However, the Patent Owner has shown no way in which the alleged invention is
novel over the antennas of the prior art. In fact, the Patent Owner has attempted to broadly claim
these prior art antennas, thus removing them from the public domain. Furthermore, the broad

claims of the ‘208 Patent also cover several other types of prior art antenna, as discussed below.
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