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I. OVERVIEW 

Patent Owner (“PO”) invites the Board to error. Rather than defend the 

claims as written, PO attempts to rewrite the claims using extrinsic evidence, 

inserting limitations that appear nowhere in the ’243 patent—not even in its 

embodiments. Worse still, PO applies extrinsic evidence in contradictory ways, 

shifting its positions for different claim terms. For “pilot” and “unit,” PO argues 

the ’243 patent is about robot arcade games (Mazinger Z), and should be limited 

on that basis. But for “ability,” PO argues the patent should be limited to the 

fantasy role-playing game Dungeons & Dragons (“D&D”). Both positions are 

improper under the law. 

The Patent Owner Response relies on three improper constructions—for 

“pilot,” “unit,” and “ability”—which the Board has already rejected. See 

Paper[46], 6-7; Paper[14], 8-11; Paper[39] (“POR”).1 Even under PO’s 

constructions, the combination of D&D and Levine render all challenged claims 

obvious. 

                                                 
1 The POR does not address other claim elements, such as database elements. Nor 

does it address claims 3-5. 
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