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I. INTRODUCTION 

Uniloc 2017 LLC (“Uniloc” or “Patent Owner”) submits this Preliminary 

Response to Petition IPR2018-01664 for Inter Partes Review (“Pet.” or “Petition”) 

of United States Patent No. 8,872,646 (“the ’646 patent” or “EX1001”) filed by 

Samsung Electronics American, Inc. (“Petitioner”). The instant Petition should be 

denied in its entirety for the reasons set forth herein. 

II. THE PETITION SHOULD BE DENIED UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 325(d) 

The Board should exercise its discretion under 35 U.S.C. § 314(a) and 35 

U.S.C. § 325(d) to deny this follow-on Petition. Petitioner has previously filed a 

petition against this same patent in IPR2018-01383 on July 11, 2018, which seeks 

joinder to IPR2018-00289. The instant follow-on Petition, filed on September 6, 

2018, acknowledges that Petitioner had filed a previous petition and motion for 

joinder in its IPR2018-01383. Pet. 15 at n.7.  

The Board should exercise its discretion to deny the instant Petition because:  

First, Petitioner was already aware of all of the asserted prior art in the instant 

Petition at the time Petitioner filed the earlier petition in IPR2018-013832. This is 

demonstrably shown by comparing the instant Petition with the previously filed 

petition in IPR2018-01383: 

• In the instant Petition, Petitioner asserts the following five references 

(Pasolini, Goldman, McMahan, Mizell, and Park): 

                                           

 
2 See LG Elecs. Inc. v. Core Wireless Licensing S.A.R.L., IPR2016-00986, Paper 12 
at 6–7 (“LG Elecs.”), Fourth factor. 
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Pet. at 16 (highlighting added). 

• In IPR2018-01383, Petitioner asserted the exact same references: 

 
IPR2018-01383, Paper 1 at 18 (highlighting added). 

Second, as expressly admitted by Petitioner itself, the newly challenged claim 
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