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I. INTRODUCTION 

The inventions disclosed in the ’803 Patent are not at all like the cited prior 

art (U.S. Patent Publication 2004/00117858, “Boudreau”) (EX1003), and Petitioner 

fails to establish otherwise.  While the ’803 Patent is directed to the synchronization 

of the audio and video for content being displayed on a television, Boudreau’s 

disclosure relates to manipulation of an entirely separate audio signal.  More 

specifically, Boudreau describes its invention as a multi-device system involving a 

television and a separate device (a doll), which can be used to supplement a 

television program by coordinating the television’s audio and video with the doll’s 

audio.  EX1003, ¶0016.  Controlling the processing for the main television audio (as 

in the ’803 Patent) is not equivalent to processing separate audio for a doll. 

Petitioner muddles this distinction and builds its arguments on top of an 

unsupported assumption that the doll’s audio and the television’s audio in Boudreau 

can be relied upon interchangeably.  Petitioner’s attempt to map these two distinct 

and separate audio signals (the doll’s audio and the television’s audio) to the single 

audio signal claimed in the ’803 Patent should be rejected.  Further, because the 

audio signal that Petitioner maps in Boudreau is handled separately from the 

television video, Petitioner has failed to show that Boudreau discloses the claimed 

“switching unit,” which selects a path for both the video signal and the audio signal.  

Patent Owner therefore respectfully requests that the Board deny institution of the 
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Petition. 

II. BACKGROUND 

A. Overview of the ’803 Patent 

The ’803 Patent is directed to an apparatus and methods for synchronizing 

audio and video signals that are input to a digital television, particularly in scenarios 

where one or both of the audio and video signals are subsequently routed out of the 

television to an external device.  EX1001, 1:12-23, FIG. 4 (annotated and reproduced 

below) (illustrating audio input and video input in red boxes and audio output and 

video output in a yellow box). 
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