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1 As directed by the Board in Paper 4, Petitioner hereby resubmits this Petition to ad-

dress formality issues identified therein. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to § 321 and Rule 42.304, 2 the undersigned, on behalf of Apple Inc. 

(“Petitioner”), petitions for covered business method review of claims 3 and 13-15 of 

U.S. Pat. No. 7,334,720 (“the ’720 Patent” or “’720”), issued to Smartflash Limited 

and currently assigned to Smartflash LLC (“Patentee”). Petitioner asserts it is more 

likely than not that the challenged claims are unpatentable and requests review of, and 

judgment against, claims 3 and 13-15 as unpatentable under § 101 and § 103.  

Petitioner has concurrently filed a second CBM Petition against different ’720 

claims under § 101 and § 103.  The Director, pursuant to Rule 325(c), may determine 

that merger, or at minimum coordination, of these proceedings, is appropriate.  Peti-

tioner previously filed CBM2014-00104/105 on the ’720 under §§ 102 and 103. In its 

Decision Denying Institution, the Board construed “access rule” as “a rule specifying 

a condition under which access to content is permitted,” id., Pap. 9, at 8, and deter-

mined Petitioner had not shown it was more likely than not that it would prevail in 

demonstrating that Stefik and Poggio, Maari, and/or Sato rendered obvious limita-

tions related to “access rule[s].” Id. Pap. 9, at 13-20. In light of the Board’s decision, 

Petitioner now identifies additional prior art—Kopp and Smith (Exs. 1304, 1327)—

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

numerous additional reasons.  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. 
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