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1 

Apple, Inc. (“Apple”) hereby petitions under 35 U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 

C.F.R., Part 42 for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of claims 3 and 5 (“the Challenged 

Claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 6,233,181 (the “’181 patent”) (Ex. 1003), filed on 

February 17, 1999.  The ’181 patent issued on May 15, 2001, to Hideto Hidaka, 

and is assigned to Limestone Memory Systems LLC (“LMS” or “Patent Owner”), 

according to USPTO assignment records.  There is a reasonable likelihood that 

Petitioner will prevail with respect to at least one Challenged Claim.  

I. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1) 

A. Real Party-In-Interest under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

Petitioner Apple is the real party-in-interest.  No other party exercised or 

could have exercised control over this petition; no other parties funded or directed 

this petition.  (See Office Patent Practice Trial Guide, 77 Fed. Reg. 48750-60.) 

B. Related Matters under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2) 

The ’181 patent and U.S. Patent Nos. 5,805,804, 5,894,441, and 6,697,296 

(collectively, “the asserted patents”) are being asserted by Limestone against Apple 

in the pending litigation (currently stayed), Limestone Memory Sys. LLC v. Apple 

Inc., 8:15-cv-01274, filed on August 10, 2015, in the U.S. District Court for the 

Central District of California (“C.D. Cal”).  In addition to the foregoing litigation, 

LMS has also asserted one or more of the asserted patents in the following actions: 

Limestone Memory Sys. LLC v. Micron Tech. Inc., 8:15-cv-00278; Limestone 
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