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I. Introduction 

The Board correctly instituted review of claims 1-17, (see Paper 14), and 

should find all claims unpatentable.  The claims simply add one or more “notches” 

(all claims) and an adhesive-filled recess (some claims) to an admittedly 

“conventional light emitting device.” 

Although the ’297 patent alleges that “[c]onventional light emitting devices 

do not have” any notches, (Ex. 1001, 2:41-42), prior art conventional devices had 

notches (red and blue):   

              ’297 Patent                 Loh ’842    

 

        Loh ’819              Andrews 
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