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I. Introduction

Petitioner respectfully requests rehearing of the Board’s Decision of May 9,

2014 (Paper No. 18; “Decision”), to not review claims 1–17 and 19, as anticipated

or rendered obvious by U.S. Patent No. 6,321,092 to Fitch (“Fitch”) alone or in

combination with other references.1 First, the Decision overlooked or

misapprehended the fact that the Petition mapped the recited “location

determination system” to several components in “platform 114,” not just a single

one of the components in platform 114. Second, with respect to claims 14, 16 and

19, the Board additionally overlooked or misapprehended the fact that those claims

recite methods detached from any particular structure.

II. Standard of Review for Rehearing

Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.71(c), “[w]hen rehearing a decision on petition, a

panel will review the decision for an abuse of discretion.” The Federal Circuit has

held that “[a]n abuse of discretion occurs where the decision is based on an

1 Although Petitioner believes that each of proposed grounds presents a

reasonable likelihood of prevailing, Petitioner limits this request to the grounds

relying on Fitch alone or in combination with Jones, Shah, or Elliot. Petitioner

does not concede that the Elliot-based grounds fail to establish a reasonable

likelihood of prevailing with respect to the challenged claims or are redundant.

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Request for Rehearing – IPR2014-00199

2

erroneous interpretation of the law, on factual findings that are not supported by

substantial evidence, or represents an unreasonable judgment in weighing relevant

factors.” Gose v. United States Postal Service, 451 F.3d 831, 836 (Fed. Cir. 2006)

(internal quotations omitted); see also, O’Keefe v. U.S. Postal Service, 318 F.3d

1310, 1314 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (“The Board necessarily abuses its discretion when it

rests its decision on factual findings unsupported by substantial evidence.”)

(internal quotations omitted).

III. The Board Misapprehended or Overlooked the Fact that the Petition
Pled Facts Demonstrating that LFS/LM (116/214) Cooperates with
Other Components of Platform 114 to Teach the “location
determination system” of Claim 1

The Decision alleged,

Petitioner does not direct us to evidence sufficient to demonstrate that

Fitch describes the LFS 116, LM 116, or LM 214, LFS 214 (Fig. 2)

(i.e., location determination system) is arranged to perform the

function of determining which of LFEs 104, 106, 108, 110, 202, 204,

and 206 is appropriate for use and to cause that system to be used.

Instead, Fitch describes that wireless location applications 226, 228,

and 230 … selectively prompt one or more LFEs to initiate a location

determination (i.e., are arranged to perform the function of

determining an appropriate one of LFEs). Ex. 1004, col. 10, ll. 59–63;

Fig. 2. In other words, Fitch does not describe that LFS 116, LM 116,

or LM 214, LFS 214 selectively prompt one or more LFEs.

Furthermore, Petitioner does not assert that Fitch’s LFS 116, LM 116,

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

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.


