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I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

The claimed “gaming machine” of U.S. Patent No. 8,298,064 (“the ’064 

Patent”) purports to add an inventive feature that bonus symbols remain in place 

while the reels are re-spun.  Claims 1 and 13, the sole independent claims, were 

granted on the basis that the prior art did not disclose this feature.  

But, Legato, which was not before the Examiner during prosecution of the 

’064 Patent, discloses three different video slot machines that employ “scatter-pay” 

bonus symbols and “wild symbols” that remain in place for subsequent re-spins of 

the reels.  (Ex. 1003, Legato, “World of Slots,” Casino Journal, Sept. 1998.)  In 

light of Legato, the ’064 Patent claims nothing non-obvious over the prior art.  

To the extent that Legato does not disclose each limitation of the ’064 Patent 

claims, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine 

Legato with additional prior art references rendering both independent Claims 1 

and 13 and all of the dependent claims obvious.  Petitioner respectfully  

requests institution.  

II. MANDATORY NOTICES  

A. Real Party-In-Interest  

The real party-in-interest is IGT or Petitioner. 

B. Related Matters  

The ’064 Patent is currently the subject of litigation in the District of 

Nevada, captioned IGT v. Aristocrat Technologies, Inc. (Civil Action 
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