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ll6l.- 

116.3—

(8) Claim 6 - The portable cell phone as recited in claim 1

wherein said location sensing subsystem or said power

governing subsystem is embodied in an integrated circuit.

1 l64. Baiker’s “control element 17” and/or or “sensor electronics” are embodied in an

integrated circuit. Baiker describes that “[u]nder the control of the control element 17. the power

regulation device 16 selects one or various antennas and adjusts their transmit power as a

function of the data produced by the detector 18.”).

-498—
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