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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

 _______________  

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
_______________ 

UNIFIED PATENTS INC., 
Petitioner, 

v. 

GENERAL ACCESS SOLUTIONS, LTD., 
Patent Owner. 

_______________ 
 

Case IPR2017-01178 
Patent 9,225,555 B2 
_______________ 

 
 

Before KEN B. BARRETT, JEFFREY A. STEPHENS, and 
CHRISTA P. ZADO, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 
Opinion for the Board filed by ZADO, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 
Opinion Dissenting filed by STEPHENS, Administrative Patent Judge.  
 
ZADO, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 
 
 

FINAL WRITTEN DECISION  
35 U.S.C. § 318(a) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.73 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Background and Summary 

Unified Patents, Inc. (“Petitioner”) filed a request for inter partes 

review of claims 1–20 (the “challenged claims”) of U.S. Patent No. 

9,225,555 B2 (“the ’555 patent,” Ex. 1001).  Paper 2 (“Pet.”).  General 

Access Solutions, Ltd. (“Patent Owner”) filed a Preliminary Response.  

Paper 6 (“Prelim. Resp.”).  We instituted an inter partes review of all 

challenged claims on all asserted grounds, specifically patentability under 35 

U.S.C. § 103(a) of (1) claims 1–20 as obvious over Hohnstein1 and Phillips,2 

and (2) claims 1–20 as obvious over Hohnstein and Agrawal.3  Paper 7 

(“Inst. Dec.”). 

Subsequent to institution, Patent Owner filed a Response.  Paper 12 

(“PO Resp.”).  Petitioner filed a Reply.  Paper 13 (“Reply”).  Oral hearing 

was held on June 14, 2018.  Paper 20 (“Tr.”). 

We have jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. § 6(b).  This Final Written 

Decision is issued pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 318(a).  Having reviewed the 

arguments of the parties and the supporting evidence, we find that Petitioner 

has demonstrated by a preponderance of the evidence that each of the 

challenged claims is unpatentable.  35 U.S.C. § 316(e); 37 C.F.R. § 42.1(d). 

  

                                           
1 U.S. Patent No. 6,816,706 B1 (issued Nov. 9, 2004).  (Ex. 1002). 
2 John A. Phillips & Gerard Mac Namee, Personal Wireless Communication 
With DECT and PWT (1998).  (Ex. 1003). 
3 U.S. Patent No. 5,722,051 (issued Feb. 24, 1998).  (Ex. 1005). 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case IPR2017-01178 
Patent 9,225,555 B2 

 

 

3 

 

B. Related Matters 

The parties assert the ’555 patent is involved in the following 

proceedings:  General Access Solutions, Ltd. v. Pantech Co., Ltd. et al., 

Civil Action No. 2:16-cv-01348-RWS (E.D. Tex.); General Access 

Solutions, Ltd. v. LG Electronics, Inc. et al., Civil Action No. 2:16-cv-

01349-RWS (E.D. Tex.); General Access Solutions, Ltd. v. Novatel 

Wireless, Inc., Civil Action No. 2:16-cv-01350-RWS (E.D. Tex.); General 

Access Solutions, Ltd. v. Xiaomi, Inc., Civil Action No. 2:16-cv-01351-RWS 

(E.D. Tex.).  Pet. 1–2; Paper 5, 2. 

C. The ’555 Patent 

The ’555 patent was filed on August 6, 2012.  Ex. 1001, [21].  The 

’555 patent claims priority, through a series of continuations, to an 

application filed on April 20, 2001 (hereinafter, “critical date”), the earliest 

possible filing date to which the ’555 patent can claim priority.  Id. at [63].  

The parties do not dispute this is the priority date for the ’555 patent. 

 The ’555 patent describes wireless communication systems that 

include a wireless communication device in communication both with a base 

station and mobile stations.  Ex. 1001, 5:29–32.  Figure 2 is reproduced 

below. 
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Figure 2 “illustrates a functional block diagram of a fixed wireless access 

(FWA) communication system.”  Ex. 1001, 6:25–26.  Communication 

system 210 provides for radio communications between a fixed-site base 

station, of which base station 212 is exemplary, and fixed site subscriber 

stations, of which subscriber station 214 is exemplary.  Id. at 7:33–37.  

Located at subscriber station 214 is integrated access device (“IAD”) 224 

which forms a transceiver that transmits signals to and receives signals from 

base station 212.  Id. at 7:42–49.  Base station 212 is coupled to access 

process 228, which is coupled to communication network 232—a network 

such as a public switched telephone network or packet data network.  Id. at 

7:56–62.  Coupled to communication network 232 is correspondent 

node 234.  Id. at 7:62–63.  Accordingly, a communication path may be 

formed between IAD 224 and correspondent node 234.  Id. at 63–67. 
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 Also located at subscriber station 214 is wireless local area network 

(“WLAN”) transceiver 238 connected to the circuitry of IAD 224.  Id. at 

8:5–8.  “The WLAN transceiver defines a coverage area 242 defining a 

cell.”  Id. at 8:8–9.  Mobile station 244 positioned within cell 242 is capable 

of communicating with WLAN transceiver 238.  Id. at 8:9–11.  “Because of 

the connection of the WLAN transceiver to the transceiver of [IAD 224], 

signals originated at the mobile station . . . can . . . be provided to the 

transceiver of [IAD 224] . . . and, thereafter, be communicated to another 

device, such as the correspondent node 234.”  Id. at 8:19–26.  “Analogously, 

signals originated at . . . correspondent node [234], or elsewhere, can be 

communicated to the mobile station.”  Id. at 8:26–28. 

Figure 5 is reproduced below. 
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