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I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

The following constitutes the Preliminary Response under 37 C.F.R.

§42.107(a) of Patent Owner, Auto-Kaps, LLC. (“Patent Owner”), to the

Petition (Paper No. 1) filed by The Clorox Company (“Petitioner”) for Inter

Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,490,743 (“the ‘743 patent”). The

“Notice of Filing Date Accorded to Petition and Time for Filing Patent

Owner Preliminary Response” (Paper No. 3) from the Patent Trial and

Appeal Board (“Board”) bears a mailing date of April 7, 2016. Thus, this

Preliminary Response is being timely submitted pursuant to 37 C.F.R.

§42.107(b).

II. INTRODUCTION

Petitioner alleges that claims 1-10 of the ‘743 patent are invalid in

view of two primary references combined with various secondary

references. The first primary reference relied on by the Petitioner is U.S.

Patent No. RE 33,480 to Guss (“Guss”)(Ex. 1003). The second primary

reference relied on by the Petitioner is U.S. Patent No. 5,246,146 to

Bartimes (“Bartimes”)(Ex. 1004). Patent Owner notes that the Bartimes

reference was considered by the Examiner during prosecution of the ‘743

patent and that claims 1-10 were issued over this reference. Petitioner relies
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