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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
WACO DIVISION

FUTURE LINK SYSTEMS, LLC,
Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 6:21-cv-00263-ADA
V.
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
APPLE INC.,
Defendant.

DEFENDANT APPLE INC.”S ANSWER TO
FUTURE LINK SYSTEMS, LLC’S COMPLAINT

Defendant Apple Inc. (“Apple”), by and through its attorneys, files its Answer to Plaintiff
Future Link Systems, LLC’s (“Future Link’”) Complaint for Patent Infringement (Dkt. No. 1).

ANSWER

Apple responds to the allegations contained in the numbered paragraphs of Future Link’s
Complaint in the corresponding numbered paragraphs below. Unless expressly admitted, Apple
denies all allegations and characterizations in Future Link’s Complaint.

INTRODUCTION!

1. Apple admits that the Complaint purports to assert infringement by Apple of U.S.
Patent Nos. 6,317,804 (the “’804 patent”); 6,622,108 (the “’108 patent”); 6,807,505 (the “’505
patent”); and 7,917,680 (the “’680 patent”) (collectively, the “Asserted Patents™). To the extent

that Paragraph 1 of the Complaint implicates legal conclusions, no response is required. Apple

1 Apple repeats the headings set forth in the Complaint to simplify comparison of the Complaint
and this response. In doing so, Apple makes no admissions regarding the substance of the
headings or any other allegations of the Complaint. Unless otherwise stated, to the extent that a
particular heading can be construed as an allegation, Apple specifically denies all such
allegations. Where necessary, Apple makes amendments to Future Link’s headings in brackets.
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denies that its conduct has been unlawful or that it has infringed any claims of the Asserted
Patents. Apple admits that the Asserted Patents relate to electronic circuitry in computing
devices and processors, but denies that they recite improvements over the prior art. To the extent
that this paragraph purports to describe matters within Future Link’s knowledge and control,
such as its ownership of the Asserted Patents, Apple is without knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of any remaining allegations and characterizations in
Paragraph 1 of the Complaint, and therefore denies them. Except as specifically admitted, and to
the extent that a response is required, Apple denies the allegations and characterizations
contained in Paragraph 1 of the Complaint.

PARTIES

2. Apple lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations and characterizations in Paragraph 2 of the Complaint, and therefore denies them.

3. To the extent that the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the Complaint set forth legal
conclusions, no response is required. To the extent that a response is required, Apple admits that
it is a publicly traded corporation, that it is organized under the laws of California, and that its
principal place of business is at One Apple Park Way, Cupertino, California 95014. Apple also
admits that CT Corporation Systems, which operates an office at 818 West Seventh Street, Suite
930, Los Angeles, California 90017, is Apple’s agent for service of process. Except as
specifically admitted, and to the extent that a response is required, Apple denies the allegations
and characterizations contained in Paragraph 3 of the Complaint.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

4. Apple admits that this is a purported action for patent infringement arising under

the Patent Laws of the United States, Title 35 of the United States Code. Apple further admits
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that this Court has subject matter jurisdiction over actions for alleged patent infringement
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88 1331 and 1338(a).

5. Apple does not contest that specific personal jurisdiction is proper in this Court,
solely for purposes of this action. Apple denies that it infringes or has infringed any claim of the
Asserted Patents, directly or indirectly, literally or under the doctrine of equivalents. Except as
specifically admitted, and to the extent that a response is required, Apple denies the allegations
and characterizations contained in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint.

6. Future Link’s venue allegation calls for a legal conclusion and therefore no
answer is required. Apple admits that it has an office at 12545 Riata Vista Circle, Austin, Texas
78727. Apple admits that it has a retail location at 3121 Palm Way, Austin, Texas 78758. Apple
admits that it has conducted and continues to conduct business in this District. Apple denies that
it infringes or has infringed any claim of the Asserted Patents, directly or indirectly, literally or
under the doctrine of equivalents. Except as specifically admitted, and to the extent that a
response is required, Apple denies the allegations and characterizations contained in Paragraph 6
of the Complaint.?

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

7. To the extent that the allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint set forth legal
conclusions, no response is required. To the extent that a response is required, Apple admits that
on or around April 3, 2018, Apple received a letter from Future Link. Apple admits the letter,
dated April 3, 2018, asserts infringement of certain patents, including the 804 patent, the 108

patent, and the *505 patent. Except as specifically admitted, and to the extent that a response is

2 Footnote one to paragraph 6 of the Complaint does not contain allegations for Apple to admit
or deny and so no response is required.
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required, Apple denies that it infringes any Future Link patents, and denies the allegations and
characterizations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Complaint.

8. Apple admits that representatives from Apple met with representatives from
Future Link on or around May 15, 2018, that the parties viewed presentations during that
meeting, and that the presentations identified the *804 patent, the 108 patent, the *505 patent,
and the *680 patent and included information on an element-by-element basis for some claims in
chart form. Except as specifically admitted, and to the extent that a response is required, Apple
denies the allegations and characterizations contained in Paragraph 8 of the Complaint.

9. Apple admits that representatives from Apple met with representatives from
Future Link on or around August 1, 2018, that the parties viewed a presentation identifying the
’804 patent, the *108 patent, the *505 patent, and the *680 patent, and that Apple presented
noninfringement positions pertaining to these patents. Except as specifically admitted, and to the
extent that a response is required, Apple denies the allegations and characterizations contained in
Paragraph 9 of the Complaint.

10.  Apple admits that representatives from Apple met with representatives from
Future Link on or around October 4, 2018 and that the parties viewed a presentation during that
meeting. Apple admits the presentation contained purported infringement allegations for certain
patents, including the *804 patent, the *108 patent, the *505 patent, and the *680 patent. Except
as specifically admitted, and to the extent that a response is required, Apple denies the
allegations and characterizations contained in Paragraph 10 of the Complaint.

11.  Apple admits that representatives from Apple met with representatives from
Future Link on or around November 29, 2018, that the parties viewed a presentation during that

meeting, and that Apple presented, inter alia, invalidity positions pertaining to the *804 patent,
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the *108 patent, the *505 patent, and the *680 patent. Except as specifically admitted, and to the
extent that a response is required, Apple denies the allegations and characterizations contained in
Paragraph 11 of the Complaint.

12.  Apple admits that representatives from Apple received a presentation from
representatives from Future Link on or around March 14, 2019 that identified patents including
the Asserted Patents. Apple admits the presentation contained purported responses to Apple’s
invalidity positions relating to certain patents, including the *804 patent, the 108 patent, the *505
patent, and the 680 patent. Except as specifically admitted, and to the extent that a response is
required, Apple denies the allegations and characterizations contained in Paragraph 12 of the
Complaint.

13. Denied.

COUNT I

[ALLEGED] INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 6,317,804

14.  Apple incorporates by reference its responses to Paragraphs 1-13 of the
Complaint as set forth fully herein. Paragraph 14 of the Complaint does not contain allegations
for Apple to either admit or deny and so no response is required.

15.  Apple admits that what appears to be a copy of the *804 patent, entitled
“Concurrent Serial Interconnect for Integrating Functional Blocks in an Integrated Circuit
Device,” bearing an issue date of November 13, 2001, is attached to the Complaint as Exhibit 1.
Apple denies that the 804 patent was duly and legally issued. Apple is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations and
characterizations in Paragraph 15 of the Complaint, and therefore denies them.

16. Denied.

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




