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I. INTRODUCTION 

U.S. Patent No. 5,796,183 (“’183 Patent”) addresses the problem of 

unintended actuation in densely-spaced, capacitive responsive electronic switching 

circuit arrays on touch-operated devices.  Ex 1001, 3:64-4:3.  This is Apple’s fifth 

of six separate petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) challenging the ’183 

patent on obviousness grounds.  In this IPR, Apple challenges two independent 

claims (27 and 83) and a number dependent claims on five grounds:  (i) Chiu in 

combination with Schwarzbach (claims 27, 83-85, and 90); (ii) Chiu and 

Schwarzbach in combination with Meadows (claims 86-88); (iii) Chiu and 

Schwarzbach in combination with Ingraham ’548 (claim 91); (iv) Chiu and 

Schwarzbach in combination with Tucker (claims 28 and 92); and, (v) Chiu and 

Schwarzbach in combination with Lawson (claims 32, 36, and 93). 

The ’183 Patent has been reexamined twice.  More recently, all of the 

challenged claims were the subject of a recently-concluded IPR in which the 

Board, after institution, found insufficient evidence to support Petitioner 

Samsung’s obviousness grounds.1 

This new IPR challenge, filed on the heels of the last, should not be 

instituted.  Apple never tries to explain why it needed to file six follow-on IPR 

                                           
1 The Board denied institution as to claims 37-39. 
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