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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
____________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 
 
 

UNIFIED PATENTS INC., 
Petitioner,  

 
v. 

 
QURIO HOLDINGS, INC., 

Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
Case IPR2015-01991 
Patent 7,787,904 B2 

____________ 
 

 
Before BARBARA A. BENOIT, KERRY BEGLEY, and  
JASON J. CHUNG, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 

BENOIT, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

DECISION 
Denying Institution of Inter Partes Review  

37 C.F.R. § 42.108 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 

Unified Patents Inc. (“Petitioner”) filed a Petition for inter partes 

review of claims 1–5, 7–10, 12, and 14–18 of U.S. Patent No. 7,787,904 B2 

(Ex. 1001, “the ’904 patent”).  Paper 2 (“Pet.”).  Patent Owner, Qurio 

Holdings, Inc., filed a Preliminary Response.  Paper 6 (“Prelim. Resp.”).  

We have jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. § 314(a), which provides that inter 

partes review may not be instituted “unless . . . the information presented in 

the petition . . . and any response . . . shows that there is a reasonable 

likelihood that the petitioner would prevail with respect to at least 1 of the 

claims challenged in the petition.” 

Upon consideration of the Petition and the Preliminary Response, we 

conclude the information presented does not show there is a reasonable 

likelihood that Petitioner would prevail in establishing the unpatentability of 

claims 1–5, 7–10, 12, and 14–18 of the ’904 patent.  Accordingly, we deny 

institution of an inter partes review. 

A.  Related Matters 

As required by 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2), each party identifies various 

judicial or administrative matters that would affect or be affected by a 

decision in this proceeding.  Pet. 2; Paper 5 (Patent Owner’s Mandatory 

Notices).  We also note that two additional requests for inter partes reviews 

of the ’904 patent have been filed—DIRECTV, LLC v. Qurio Holdings, Inc.,  

Case IPR2015-02005 (PTAB October 1, 2015) (Paper 2) and DISH Network 

L.L.C. v. Qurio Holdings, Inc., Case IPR2016-00007 (PTAB October 2, 

2015) (Paper 1).   
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B.  The ’904 Patent 

The ’904 patent relates to techniques for using a mobile device to 

control content played by multiple media players.  Ex. 1001, Abs., 1:6–7, 

1:26–27.  According to the ’904 patent, these techniques address the 

problem of ascertaining and selecting media content available on numerous 

media devices (such as computers, televisions with digital video recorders, 

MP3 players) at various locations (such as one’s home, office, or 

automobile).  Id. at 1:12–22.  Figure 1, reproduced below, shows an 

exemplary system 10.  Id. at 2:58–59.  

 
System 10 includes two wireless personal networks (“WPANs”) 12 and 14, 

each having a media device 16 or 18, respectively.  Id. at 2:64–3:3.  The 

range of each WPAN depends on the range of the wireless communication 

interface associated with its media device.  Id.  According to the ’904 patent, 

the wireless communication interface “may operate according to a wireless 

communication standard such as . . . the Bluetooth wireless communication 
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standard, the Zigbee wireless communication standard, the Wireless Fidelity 

(WiFi) wireless communication standard, or IEEE 802.11 wireless 

communication standards.”  Id. at 3:40–47.  Each media device includes a 

media player and content that can be played by the media player.  Id. at  

3:4–6.   

System 10 also includes mobile device 20 that includes a wireless 

communication interface and “operates to control the content played by the 

media players of the media devices 16 and 18.”  Id. at 3:6–8.  The 

’904 patent provides examples of mobile device 20—a mobile phone, a 

Personal Digital Assistant (“PDA”), or “a stand-alone device similar to a 

remote control.”  Id. at 4:3–7.   

As shown in Figure 1, mobile device 20 is within the range of 

WPAN 12 having media device 16.  Id. at Fig. 1.  According to the 

’904 patent, the first time mobile device 20 enters WPAN 12, the mobile 

device communicates with media device 16 to obtain metadata defining the 

content and stores the metadata.  Id. at 3:8–12.  The ’904 patent describes 

the metadata as “any information describing the content stored at media 

device 16.”  Id. at 3:13–14.  In some embodiments, metadata may include “a 

file name, file type, and an identifier of the WPAN” and be stored in a media 

database on a control system of mobile device 20.  Id. at 4:7–9, 4:21–22, 

4:30–33.   

After the mobile device stores the metadata about content on the 

media device and when the mobile device is within the WPAN associated 

with the media device, “a user associated with the mobile device 20 may 
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select desired content to be played using the stored metadata” or “the mobile 

device 20 may automatically select desired content to be played using the 

stored metadata.”  Id. at 3:15–18.  Then the mobile device communicates 

with media device 16 to play the selected content.  Id. at 3:8–20. 

C.  Illustrative Claim 

Claims 1 and 16 of the challenged claims in the ’904 patent are 

independent.  Claim 1 is illustrative of the claimed subject matter:   

1.  A mobile device for controlling digital content played by a 
plurality of media devices comprising: 

a) a wireless communication interface for communicating with 
the plurality of media devices;  

b) a media database; and  
c) a control system adapted to, for each of the plurality of media 

devices: 
i) communicate with the media device when the mobile 

device is within a wireless personal area network (WPAN) 
associated with the media device to obtain information 
describing content residing at the media device; and  

ii) store the information describing the content residing at 
the media device in the media database;  
wherein desired content is selected from the content at the 

media device based on the information in the media database and 
played at the media device when the mobile device is within the 
WPAN associated with the media device.  
Ex. 1001, 8:37–55.   

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.


