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Apple Inc., LG Electronics, Inc., Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., and 

Samsung Electronics America, Inc. (“Petitioners”) submit this Reply to Patent 

Owner’s Response (“Response”) to the Petition for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of 

U.S. Patent No. 6,868,079 (“the ’079 Patent”) filed by Patent Owner, Uniloc 2017, 

LLC (“Uniloc”). 

In the Response, Uniloc raises just two arguments against the substantive 

combinations presented in Grounds 1 and 2.  Both of these substantive arguments 

were raised in Uniloc’s preliminary response and rejected in the Institution 

Decision.  See Institution Decision, 21-23.  Because Uniloc has not presented any 

evidence in rebuttal to Petitioners’ evidence or in support of Uniloc’s arguments, 

Uniloc has not advanced the evidentiary record beyond the record already 

considered at the time of institution.  Thus, Uniloc has done nothing that warrants 

reconsideration of the reasonable likelihood of success found at institution and 

Uniloc’s two arguments should be rejected.   

First, Uniloc argues that each of the applied references individually fails to 

disclose that “the at least one respective secondary station re-transmits the same 

respective request in consecutive allocated time slots without waiting for an 

acknowledgement until said acknowledgement is received from the primary 

station” (“retransmission limitation”).  Uniloc’s argument, however, never 

addresses the combinations presented in the Petition.  Instead, Uniloc improperly 
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