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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
TYLER DIVISION

CELLULAR COMMUNICATIONS

EQUIPMENT LLC, Civil Action No. 6:14-cv-982
Plaintiff,
Consolidated Lead Case
V.
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

LG ELECTRONICS, INC,, et al.,
Defendants.

T-MOBILE’S ANSWER
TO PLAINTIFE’S FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

Defendants T-Mobile USA, Inc., and T-Mobile US, Inc. (collectively, “T-Mobile™)
hereby submit this Answer and Affirmative Defenses in response to Plaintiff Cellular
Communications Equipment LLC’s (“CCE” or “Plaintiff”’) First Amended Complaint for Patent
Infringement (the “Complaint”).

GENERAL DENIAL

Unless specifically admitted below, T-Mobile denies each and every allegation in the
Complaint. To the extent the headings of the Complaint are construed as allegations, they are
each denied.

THE PARTIES

1. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.
2. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations of Paragraph 2 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.
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3. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

4. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 4 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

5. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 5 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

6. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 6 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

7. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

8. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 8 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

0. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 9 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

10. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 10 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

11.  Admit.

12. Admit.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

13. T-Mobile admits that the Complaint purports to set forth a patent infringement
action arising under the patent laws of the United States, Title 35 of the United States Code. T-

Mobile denies all remaining allegations of Paragraph 13.
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14. To the extent that the allegations of Paragraph 14 of the Complaint set forth legal
conclusions, no response is required. T-Mobile admits that this Court has subject matter
jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1338(a) over actions arising under the patent laws
of the United States. T-Mobile denies all remaining allegations of Paragraph 14.

15. To the extent that the allegations of Paragraph 15 of the Complaint set forth legal
conclusions, no response is required. T-Mobile admits it has transacted business in this district.
T-Mobile denies that it has committed any act of patent infringement in this district or any other
judicial district. T-Mobile denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 15.

16. To the extent that the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Complaint set forth legal
conclusions, no response is required. T-Mobile admits it has transacted business in this district.
T-Mobile denies that it has committed any act of patent infringement in this district or any other
judicial district. T-Mobile denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 16.

17. T-Mobile admits it has transacted business in this district. T-Mobile denies that it
has committed any act of patent infringement in this district or any other judicial district. T-
Mobile denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 17.

COUNT I—ALLEGED INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8.385.966

18. T-Mobile re-alleges and reincorporate its answers to Paragraphs 1-17 of the
Complaint as if fully set forth herein.

19. T-Mobile admits that the cover page of U.S. Patent No. 8,385,966 (“’966 Patent™)
states that its title is “Method, Apparatus, and Computer Program for Power Control Related to
Random Access Procedures.” T-Mobile admits that what purports to be a copy of the '966

Patent is attached as Exhibit A to the Complaint. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations of Paragraph 19 of the

Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

20.  Denied.
21.  Denied.
22.  Denied.
23.  Denied.

24. T-Mobile denies the allegations in Paragraph 24 as to T-Mobile. T-Mobile lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations

of Paragraph 24 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

25.  Denied.
26.  Denied.
27.  Denied.
28.  Denied.
29. Denied.
30.  T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations of Paragraph 30 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

31.  T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 31 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

32.  T-Mobile admits that it has provided LG brand devices. T-Mobile denies all
remaining allegations of Paragraph 32.

33.  T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 33 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

34. Denied.
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COUNT II—ALLEGED INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8.848.556

35.  T-Mobile re-alleges and reincorporate its answers to Paragraphs 1-34 of the
Complaint as if fully set forth herein.

36. T-Mobile admits that the cover page of U.S. Patent No. 8,848,556 (“’556 Patent”)
states that its title is “Carrier Aggregation with Power Headroom Report.” T-Mobile admits that
what purports to be a copy of the 556 Patent is attached as Exhibit B to the Complaint. T-
Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining

allegations of Paragraph 36 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

37. Denied.
38. Denied.
39. Denied.

40. T-Mobile denies the allegations in Paragraph 40 as to T-Mobile. T-Mobile lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations
of Paragraph 40 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

41.  Denied.

42. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 42 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

43. T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 43 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

44, T-Mobile lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 44 of the Complaint, and therefore denies the same.

45.  Denied.

COUNT IIT—ALLEGED INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 8.868.060

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g 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
O 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,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

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.

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




