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I. Introduction 

As explained in the Patent Owner’s Response, Petitioner’s Grounds 1 and 2 

challenges to independent claims 1 and 11, as well as the claims depending 

therefrom, fail because a POSITA would not have been motivated to modify 

Guthery’s smart card system in view of Nozawa.  A POSITA would understand that 

the proposed combination would be detrimental to Guthery because, for example, it 

contradicts Guthery’s stated goal of tightly coupling the execution of applications 

and thereby communication with them with efficient management of the smart 

card’s limited RAM memory.  To process multiple-packet inputs requested by a 

host, a requisite aspect of the operation of Guthery’s smart card, an application 

determines “how many packets to expect and therefore how many permissions to 

send it must grant to the host to receive the entire message.”  Ex. 1005, 13:1-4.  

Because Petitioner’s proposed combination with Nozawa would deprive the 

application of the ability to make this determination, the proposed combination 

renders Guthery’s smart card system inoperable for its intended purpose.  A POSITA 

would thus not have been motivated to make the proposed combination.   

Petitioner’s Ground 2 challenge to dependent claim 16 and the Ground 4 

challenge to independent claim 20 also fail because a POSITA would not have been 

motivated to modify Guthery’s smart card system in view of RFID Handbook.  The 

Petition generically asserts that Guthery’s smart card would benefit from improved 
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