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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 321 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.304, the undersigned, on behalf 

of and acting in a representative capacity for Apple Inc. (“Petitioner” and the real par-

ty in interest), petitions for review under the transitional program for covered busi-

ness method (“CBM”) patents of claim 18 (the challenged claim) of U.S. Pat.  

No. 7,942,317 (“the ’317 patent”), issued to Smartflash Technologies Limited and as-

signed to Smartflash LLC (“Patentee”).  Petitioner hereby asserts that it is more likely 

than not that claim 18 is unpatentable for the reasons herein and requests review of, 

and judgment against, the challenged claim as unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 101.1   

Ad discussed in Section III.B, infra, Petitioner previously filed CBM2014-00112 

and CBM-00113 seeking review of claims 1, 6-8, 12, 13, 16, and 18 of the ’317 patent 

on §§102 and 103 grounds.  Those petitions were instituted for trial (and consolidated 

as CBM2014-001122) with respect to those claims on the basis of §103.    

                                           
1 Petitioner is demonstrating, in pending litigation, that these claims are invalid for 

numerous additional reasons. All emphasis herein added unless otherwise noted.  All 

section cites herein are to 35 U.S.C. or 37 C.F.R., as the context indicates, and all 

emphasis herein is added unless otherwise noted. 

2  Petitioner respectfully notes that the Director, pursuant to Rule 325(c), may 

determine after institution that consolidation of these proceedings may be appropriate, 
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