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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Petition, relying on Dr. Phinney’s expert testimony, provides detailed 

reasons why a person of skill in the art (“POSITA”) would have found claims 1-3, 

11, 12, 16, 18, and 20 of the ’706 patent obvious over Guthery in view of Nozawa. 

Patent Owner’s Response (Paper 17, “Response”), which relies entirely upon 

attorney argument, fails to refute this evidence-based showing.  

With respect to Ground 1, Patent Owner attacks a strawman version of the 

proposed combination—one that relies on the wrong embodiment of Guthery. With 

respect to Grounds 2 and 4, Patent Owner bases its argument on the notion that 

Guthery’s RAM “could not possibly be subject to segmentation.” Response, 19. 

Guthery, however, expressly states that its RAM “is logically partitioned into a 

plurality of memory blocks.” Ex.1005, 4:1-8. 

Accordingly, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Board find each of the 

challenged claims unpatentable.  

II. THE PETITION ESTABLISHES THAT A POSITA WOULD HAVE 
BEEN MOTIVATED TO COMBINE GUTHERY WITH NOZAWA 

 Patent Owner’s arguments fail because they rely on a strawman version of 

the combination proposed by the Petition and ignore the actual teachings of 

Guthery. Guthery explains that to select an application, the host/reader sends a 

“Request-to-Send packet” to the smart card. Ex.1005, 8:65-9:2; Petition, 28. Then, 
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