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I. Introduction 

Neither Petitioner’s (“Qualcomm’s”) original Petition evidence nor the new 

Reply evidence demonstrate that U.S. Patent No. 5,600,605 to Schaefer (“Schaefer”) 

discloses a memory that provides a non-interruptible burst, as required by all 

challenged claims of U.S. Patent No. 6,651,134 (“the ’134 Patent”- Ex-1001). 

Even Mr. Murphy, Qualcomm’s expert, admits that Schaefer discloses 

interrupting bursts before a burst has been completed using a variety of burst 

termination options.  For example, Mr. Murphy admitted that Schaefer discloses a 

BURST TERMINATE command, a PRECHARGE command, or a new READ or 

WRITE command.  See e.g., Ex-2009, 118:14-22. 

Because Qualcomm cannot dispute Schaefer’s explicit teaching of multiple 

options for interrupting a burst before completion, Qualcomm instead manufactures 

a scenario based on Schaefer’s AUTO-PRECHARGE command according to which 

Schaefer prevents interruptions of a burst during the entire length of the burst.    

But, as was explained in the Patent Owner’s Response (“POR”) and is further 

explained herein, Qualcomm continues to misread or mischaracterize Schaefer, 

which discloses prohibiting user commands only during the time necessary to 

perform and complete a precharge operation and to argue that the prohibition on 

issuing user commands applies to the entire burst transfers as well.  But Schaefer’s 

disclosure is clear—and Qualcomm runs away from it.  Schaefer explicitly defines 
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when the precharge operation is initiated and until when the used is prohibited from 

issuing another command, i.e., until the precharge time is completed:  

The AUTO-PRECHARGE command insures that the precharge is 

initiated at the earliest, valid stage within a burst cycle. The user is not 

allowed to issue another command until the precharged time (tRP) is 

completed. 

Ex-1017, 7:40-44. 

That is, the prohibition of issuing another command is limited to the 

precharged time (tRP).  Accordingly, before the precharge has been initiated, the user 

can issue another command, which would interrupt the existing burst.  Neither 

Qualcomm nor Mr. Murphy dispute that the issuance of another command would 

interrupt the existing burst.  Because Qualcomm cannot get away from this reality, 

the Reply resorts in mischaracterizations of Monterey’s arguments, Dr. Brogioli’s 

testimony, and Schaefer’s disclosures, in an apparent attempt to create distraction 

and confusion.  But these attempts cannot and should not derail the focus from 

Schaefer’s explicit disclosure that bursts are interruptible, except only during 

precharge. 

II. Schaefer Does Not Disclose “Wherein Said Generation Of Said 
Predetermined Number Of Internal Address Signals Is Non-
interruptible” 

Schaefer does not disclose the “wherein said generation of said predetermined 

number of internal address signals is non-interruptible” limitation recited by 
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