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I. INTRODUCTION 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. (“Petitioner”) requests inter partes review of 

claims 1-3, 5-7, and 9 of U.S. Patent No. 6,366,130 (“the ’130 Patent”) (Ex. 1001), 

which Petitioner understands is assigned to Elbrus International Limited (“Patent 

Owner”).1 This Petition shows that there is a reasonable likelihood that Petitioner 

will prevail with respect to at least one of the challenged claims, and thus a trial 

should be instituted. This Petition also establishes by a preponderance of the 

evidence that the challenged claims are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 

and/or 103. These claims should be canceled. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8 

Real Party-in-Interest: Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1), Petitioner 

identifies Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. as the real party-in-interest. 

Related Matters: In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), Petitioner 

identifies the following related matters. Patent Owner asserted the ’130 Patent 

against Petitioner in a patent litigation filed on July 24, 2014, in the Northern 

District of Illinois (case no. 1:14-cv-05691), which remains pending. Patent Owner 

also asserted the ’130 Patent against Hynix Semiconductor, Inc. and SK Hynix Inc. 
                                                 

1 Petitioner understands that the ’130 Patent is exclusively licensed to Cascades 

Computer Innovation, LLC. 
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