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I. INTRODUCTION 

U.S. Patent No. 7,881,902 (“the ’902 patent,” Ex.1001) is generally directed 

to monitoring periodic human motions, such as walking, running, biking, and other 

activities. To do this, the ’902 patent uses a device that includes an accelerometer, 

which detects acceleration associated with the periodic human motion. And, when 

the accelerometer fails to detect acceleration associated with the periodic motion, 

the monitoring device enters a low power sleep mode. 

As this Petition shows, the prior art renders obvious the challenged claims of 

the ʼ902 patent. Accordingly, the Board should institute trial and find claim 8 

unpatentable. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest 

The real party-in-interest is Apple Inc. 

B. Related Matters 

As of the filing date of this petition and to the best knowledge of the 

petitioner, the ’902 patent has been asserted in the following cases: 

Heading Number Court Filed 

Uniloc USA, Inc. v. Apple, Inc. 4-18-cv-00364 N.D. Cal. Jan. 17, 2018 

Apple Inc. v. Uniloc USA, Inc. IPR2018-00424 PTAB Jan. 5, 2018 

Uniloc USA, Inc. v. Huawei 
Devices USA, Inc. 

2-17-cv-00737 E.D. Tx. Nov. 9, 2017 
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