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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN SOUTHERN DIVISION 

 
In Re Neo Wireless, LLC 
Patent Litigation 

2:22-MD-03034-TGB 
Hon. Terrence G. Berg 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
Ford Motor Company 

2:22-CV-11402-TGB 

 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
American Honda Motor Co., Inc., et al. 

2:22-CV-11403-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
Volkswagen Group of America, Inc., et al. 

2:22-CV-11404-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
Nissan North America Inc., et al. 

2:22-CV-11405-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
Toyota Motor Corporation, et al. 

2:22-CV-11406-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
General Motors Company, et al. 

2:22-CV-11407-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
Tesla Inc. 

2:22-CV-11408-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC 

2:22-CV-11769-TGB 
 

Neo Wireless, LLC v.  
FCA US LLC 

2:22-CV-11770-TGB 
 

DEFENDANTS’ PRELIMINARY INVALIDITY AND  
UNENFORCEABILITY CONTENTIONS 
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Defendants1 hereby provide the following Preliminary Invalidity and Unenforceability 

Contentions (“Contentions”) to Plaintiff Neo Wireless, LLC (“Neo Wireless” or “Plaintiff”) for 

U.S. Patent Nos. 8,467,366 (“the ’366 patent”), 10,833,908 (“the ’908 patent”), 10,075,941 

(“the ’941 patent”), 10,447,450 (“the ’450 patent”), 10,965,512 (“the ’512 patent”), and 

10,771,302 (“the ’302 patent”) (collectively, the “Asserted Patents”). 

 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT AND RESERVATION OF RIGHTS 

In its September 28, 2022 Infringement Contentions, Neo Wireless asserted the following 

claims (the “Asserted Claims”): 

• Claims 1-5, 17, 20, and 21 of the ’366 Patent; 

• Claims 1-30 of the ’908 Patent; 

• Claims 8, 10, 12, 13, and 14 of the ’941 Patent;  

• Claims 7, 8, 10, and 11 of the ’450 Patent; 

• Claims 15, 20, 21, 23, 28, and 29 of the ’512 Patent; and 

• Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 23, 24, and 26-29 of the ’302 Patent. 

  The Defendants do not provide any Contentions directed to claims that Neo Wireless has 

not asserted for purposes of infringement.  To the extent Neo Wireless may be permitted to assert 

additional claims in the future, the Defendants reserve all rights to disclose new or supplemental 

 
1 “Defendants” in this document and its attachment refer to: General Motors Co.; General 

Motors LLC; Ford Motor Co.; Am. Honda Motor Co., Inc., Honda Development & Mfg. of Am., 
LLC; Volkswagen Grp. of Am., Inc.; Volkswagen Grp. of Am. Chattanooga Operations, LLC; 
Nissan N. Am. Inc.; Nissan Motor Acceptance Corp. a/k/a Nissan Motor Acceptance Co. LLC; 
Tesla Inc.; FCA US, LLC; Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC; Toyota Motor Corp.; Toyota Motor N. 
Am. Inc.; Toyota Motor Sales, USA Inc.; Toyota Motor Eng. & Mfg. N. Am. Inc.; Toyota Motor 
Credit Corp. 
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D. Prior Art Products and/or Knowledge 

The Asserted Claims are invalid under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and/or 103 based on prior art 

items offered for sale or publicly used or known or prior inventions, such as prior art products, 

including systems embodying any alleged inventions or structures described in, and/or any 

knowledge disclosed by or referred to in, any of the prior art patents or prior art publications 

identified above in Sections III.B and III.C.  Because Defendants have not yet completed discovery 

in this case, Defendants reserve the right to supplement this disclosure with facts, documents, or 

other information learned at a later point through third-party discovery or further investigation.  

For example, Defendants expect to receive documents from additional third parties either through 

informal requests or under subpoenas that are believed to have knowledge, documentation, and/or 

corroborating evidence concerning some of the prior art listed above and below and/or additional 

prior art.  These third parties include without limitation the authors, inventors, or assignees of the 

references listed in these disclosures.  In addition, Defendants reserve the right to assert invalidity 

under other sections of 35 U.S.C. § 102 to the extent that discovery or further investigation yield 

information forming the basis for such invalidity. 

Table 1: Products5 

Entity that Maded/ 
Used / Offered / 

Known 

Item Offered for Sale / 
Publically Used / Known 

 

Date of Use / 
Sale / Offer / 

Public 
Disclosure 

Identity of 
Person 

Receiving Offer 
/ To Whom 

Made Known 
Motorola Inc. Canopy At least 2002 Motorola 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

 
5 Any discussion of a physical product (such as those listed in Table 1) herein shall also 

apply with equal force to the corresponding product-related documents produced herewith, as well 
as those corresponding product-related documents produced at later points during discovery.  In 
other words, both the product-related documents and the underlying products themselves qualify 
as prior art in the context that they are used herein. 
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Entity that Maded/ 
Used / Offered / 

Known 

Item Offered for Sale / 
Publically Used / Known 

 

Date of Use / 
Sale / Offer / 

Public 
Disclosure 

Identity of 
Person 

Receiving Offer 
/ To Whom 

Made Known 
Motorola Inc. Project Angel At least 

March 2002 
Motorola 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

Clearwire Clear At least 2004 Clearwire 
Actual/Potential 

Customers 
Atheros AR5005G At least 2003 Atheros 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

Netro Angel At least 2003 Netro 
Actual/Potential 

Customers 
SR Telecom Angel At least 2003 SR Telecom 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

AT&T Wireless Digital Broadband (Project 
Angel) 

At least 2000 AT&T 
Actual/Potential 

Customers 
Radix/BeamReach BeamPlex/Project Angel At least 2002 BeamReach 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

Broadstrom/Adaptix Broad@ir/CelerFlex/Project 
Angel 

At least 2000 Adaptix 
Actual/Potential 

Customers 
NextNet Wireless Broadband Wireless At least 2003 NextNet 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

L-3 PrimeWave 
Communications/IoSpan 

AirBurst At Least 2002 IoSpan 
Actual/Potential 

Customers 
Amphion 

Semiconductor LTD. 
CS3820 and CS3720 At least 2002 Amphion 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

Alvarion BreezeMAX At least 2002 Alvarion 
Actual/Potential 

Customers 
Linksys WAP54G/WMP54G/WRT54G At least 2003 Linksys 

Actual/Potential 
Customers 

Case 2:22-md-03034-TGB   ECF No. 215-2, PageID.12007   Filed 01/12/24   Page 5 of 26

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

jleroy
Highlight

jleroy
Highlight

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


