
 

 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

——————— 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

——————— 

IPR2018-01723 

Cisco Systems, Inc., 
Petitioner 

vs. 

TracBeam, LLC  
Patent Owner 

 
 

——————— 

 

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW 

OF 

U.S. PATENT NO. 7,525,484 

(CLAIMS 25 AND 26) 

 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 (Claims 25 and 26) 

2 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

PETITIONER’S EXHIBIT LIST .............................................................................. 4 

I.  Mandatory Notices ............................................................................................. 5 

A.  Real Party-in-Interest ................................................................................. 5 

B.  Related Matters .......................................................................................... 5 

C.  Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information ............................... 5 

II.  Grounds for Standing ......................................................................................... 6 

III.  Requested Relief ................................................................................................ 6 

IV.  Reasons for the Requested Relief ...................................................................... 6 

A.  Summary of the ’484 patent ...................................................................... 7 

B.  Priority Date .............................................................................................. 9 

C.  Summary of the Petition ............................................................................ 9 

D.  Challenged Claims ................................................................................... 10 

V.  Claim Construction .......................................................................................... 10 

A.  “mobile station location evaluator” ......................................................... 10 

VI.  Statutory Grounds for Challenges ................................................................... 12 

VII.  Petitioner’s Multiple Petitions Are Not Redundant ......................................... 13 

VIII. Level of Ordinary Skill in the Art ................................................................... 13 

IX.  Note Regarding Page Citations & Emphasis ................................................... 14 

X.  Identification of How the Claims are Unpatentable ........................................ 14 

A.  Challenge #1: Claim 25 is anticipated by Sheffer ................................... 14 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 (Claims 25 and 26) 

3 

1.  Summary of Sheffer ........................................................................ 15 

2.  Detailed Claim Analysis ................................................................. 20 

B.  Challenge #2: Claim 25 is obvious over Sheffer in view of Cisneros .... 57 

1.  Summary of Cisneros ...................................................................... 58 

2.  Reasons to Combine ........................................................................ 59 

3.  Detailed Claim Analysis ................................................................. 61 

C.  Challenge #3: Claim 26 is obvious over Sheffer, Cisneros and 
Sanderford ............................................................................................... 64 

1.  Summary of Sanderford .................................................................. 64 

2.  Reasons to Combine ........................................................................ 66 

3.  Detailed Claim Analysis ................................................................. 67 

XI.  Conclusion ....................................................................................................... 75 

XII.  Certificate of Word Count ............................................................................... 76 

Certificate of Service ............................................................................................... 77 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 (Claims 25 and 26) 

4 

PETITIONER’S EXHIBIT LIST 

September 14, 2018 

CSCO-1001 U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 to Dupray et al. (“the ’484 patent”) 

CSCO-1002 Prosecution File History of U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 

CSCO-1003 Declaration of Dr. William Michalson under 37 C.F.R. § 1.68 

CSCO-1004 Curriculum Vitae of Dr. William Michalson 

CSCO-1005 U.S. Patent No. 5,844,522 to Sheffer et al. (“Sheffer”) 

CSCO-1006 U.S. Patent No. 5,774,829 to Cisneros et al. (“Cisneros”) 

CSCO-1007 U.S. Patent No. 5,717,406 to Sanderford et al. (“Sanderford”) 

CSCO-1008 Reserved 

CSCO-1009 Reserved 

CSCO-1010 Reserved 

CSCO-1011 Preliminary Construction, TracBeam LLC v. Cisco Systems, Inc., 
No. 6:17-cv-525. 

CSCO-1012 Reserved 

CSCO-1013 Reserved 

CSCO-1014 Reserved 

CSCO-1015 Reserved 

CSCO-1016 Joint Claim Construction and Prehearing Statement, TracBeam LLC 
v. Cisco Systems, Inc., No. 6:17-cv-525, Docket No. 60 (Apr. 18, 
2018). 

CSCO-1017 Reserved 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 (Claims 25 and 26) 

5 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest  

The Petitioner and real party in interest is Cisco Systems, Inc. 

B. Related Matters 

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

Petitioner, U.S. Patent No. 7,525,484 (“the ’484 patent”) is involved in the 

following litigation: TracBeam, LLC v. Cisco Systems Inc. (6-17-cv-00525, E.D. 

Tex.).  

The ’484 patent has been the subject of prior Inter Partes proceedings, for 

example, Apple, Inc. v. TracBeam LLC (IPR2015-01696), Apple, Inc. v. TracBeam 

LLC (IPR2015-01697), T-Mobile US, Inc. v. TracBeam LLC (IPR2015-01711), 

and T-Mobile US, Inc. v. TracBeam LLC (IPR2016-00728) include challenges to at 

least some of the claims challenged in this Petition.  However, the Petitioner Cisco 

Systems, Inc. was not a party in these proceedings, and they are now terminated. 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Lead Counsel 
David L. McCombs 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
Phone:  214-651-5533 
Fax:  214-200-0853 
david.mccombs.ipr@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 32,271 
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