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I. Introduction 

 Patent Owner Automation Middleware Solutions, Inc. (hereafter “AMS”) 

respectfully submits this Preliminary Response to the Petition seeking inter partes 

review (“IPR”) in this matter. This filing is timely under 35 U.S.C. § 313 and 37 

C.F.R. § 42.107, as it is being filed within three months of the November 1, 2016 

mailing date of the Notice of Filing Date. See 37 C.F.R. § 42.107 (setting deadline 

for preliminary response at “three months after the date of a notice indicating that 

the request to institute an inter partes review has been granted a filing date”).  

 A trial should not be instituted in this matter, because none of the references 

relied upon in the petition, whether considered alone or in combination, give rise to 

a reasonable likelihood of Petitioners prevailing with respect to any claim of U.S. 

Patent No. 6,516,236 (the “’236 Patent”) (Exhibit 1001). 

A. Statement of Relief Requested 

 Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 314, Patent Owner respectfully requests that the 

Board refuse to institute inter partes review, because Petitioners have not shown a 

reasonable likelihood of prevailing with respect to either of the invalidity grounds 

presented on any of claims 1-3 of the ’236 Patent. Additionally, Patent Owner 

requests that the Board deny the Petition under 35 U.S.C. § 325(d) because the 

grounds asserted are substantially similar to those presented in previous United 

States Patent Office proceedings. 
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