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I. INTRODUCTION 

Uniloc 2017 LLC (the “Uniloc” or “Patent Owner”) submits this Response to 

Petition for Inter Partes Review (“Pet.” or “Petition”) of United States Patent No. 

6,868,079 (“the ’079 patent” or “Ex. 1001”) filed by Motorola Mobility LLC 

(“Petitioner”) in IPR2020-00038.  

In view of the reasons presented herein, the Petition should be denied in its 

entirety, as Petitioner has failed to meet its burden of showing that any challenged 

claim is unpatentable. 35 U.S.C. § 316(e). While the Board instituted trial here, as 

the Court of Appeals has stated:  

[T]here is a significant difference between a petitioner’s burden to 

establish a “reasonable likelihood of success” at institution, and actually 

proving invalidity by a preponderance of the evidence at trial. Compare 35 

U.S.C. § 314(a) (standard for institution of inter partes review), with 35 

U.S.C. § 316(e) (burden of proving invalidity during inter partes review).  

Trivascular, Inc. v. Samuels, 812 F.3d 1056, 1068 (Fed. Cir. 2016).  Petitioner has 

failed to meet its burden of proving any proposition of invalidity, as to any claim, by 

a preponderance of the evidence. 35 U.S.C. §316 (e).  

The sole claim challenged here, claim 17, reflects teachings in the ’079 patent 

directed to technical improvements involving requests from secondary stations for 

allocation of additional slots to communicate with a base station. In the method of 

claim 17, a secondary station, after sending to the base station a request for an 

allocation of additional time slots, re-transmits the request for the allocation in 

consecutive allocated time slots without waiting for an acknowledgement.  
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The Petitioner relies, as to both Ground 1 and Ground 2, on the Kay reference 

for this teaching.  Among other deficiencies, Petitioner at least fails to establish, by a 

preponderance of evidence, that Kay renders obvious limitation direction to                 

re-transmission in consecutive allocated slots; and Petitioner also fails to prove 

sufficient motivation to modify Merakos to re-transmit in consecutive allocated slots. 

For at least these reasons, and for the other reasons set forth below, the Petitioner 

should be denied as failing to prove obvious for each and every claim element. 

II. OVERVIEW OF THE ’079 PATENT 

The ’079 patent is titled “Radio communication system with request re- 

transmission until acknowledged.” The ʼ079 patent issued March 15, 2005, from 

U.S. Patent Application No. 09/455,124 filed December 6, 1999, which claims 

priority to United Kingdom Patent Application No. GB9827182, filed December 10, 

1998. 

The inventors of the ’079 patent observed that in radio communication systems 

at the time, it was generally required to be able to exchange signaling messages 

between a Mobile Station (MS) and a Base Station (BS). Downlink signaling (from 

BS to MS) was usually realized by using a physical broadcast channel of the BS to 

address any MS in its coverage area. Since only one transmitter (the BS) uses this 

broadcast channel there is no access problem. Ex. 1001, 1:17‒23. 

However, uplink signaling (from MS to BS) required more detailed 

considerations. If the MS already had an uplink channel assigned to it, for voice or 

data services, this signaling could be achieved by piggybacking, in which the 
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signaling messages are attached to data packets being sent from the MS to the BS. 

But if there was no uplink channel assigned to the MS, piggybacking is not possible. 

In this case it would be desirable to have a fast uplink signaling mechanism available 

for the establishment, or re-establishment, of a new uplink channel. Id., 1:24‒33. 

In conventional systems at the time, for example those operating in accordance 

with the Global System for Mobile communication (GSM) standard, fast uplink 

signaling was enabled by the provision of a random-access channel using a slotted 

ALOHA or similar protocol. However, such a scheme works satisfactorily only with a 

low traffic load and was not believed to be capable of handling the requirements 

imposed by third-generation telecommunications standards such as UMTS.  Id., 

1:34‒41. 

According to certain embodiments, a system and method is provided to 

improve the efficiency of the method by which a MS requests resources from a BS.  

A method implementation, for example, involves operating a radio communication 

system, comprising a secondary station transmitting a request for resources to a 

primary station in a time slot allocated to the secondary station.  The method is 

characterized, at least in part, by the secondary station re-transmitting the same 

request in consecutive allocated time slots, without waiting for an acknowledgment, 

until an acknowledgement is received from the primary station. Id., 1:60‒67.   

Certain disclosed schemes may improve the typical time for a response by the 

primary station to a request by a secondary station.  Because there is no possibility of 

requests from different secondary stations colliding, a secondary station can 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


