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1 
 

Patent Owner Implicit, LLC (“Implicit”) opposes institution of Inter Partes 

Review on all grounds.  The Patent Office has already thoroughly examined the 

Implicit Patents.  And petitioner Juniper Networks, Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Juniper”) 

raises subject matter that the Patent Office extensively considered during 

examination of the Implicit Patents and their family.   

For that reason, the Board’s Becton, Dickinson factors weigh in favor of 

exercising discretion under Section 325(d) and denying this Petition.  The purpose 

of  Inter Parties Review proceedings is to review patents that may have lacked an 

adequate prior art record during prosecution or whose examination may not have 

provided a sufficient opportunity for a thorough review.  The Implicit Patents are 

not those type of patents.  For these reasons, and those below, Implicit respectfully 

requests that the Board decline to institute the proceedings.1   

I. THE IMPLICIT PATENTS 

The Petitions involve six related patents that are referred to collectively as the 

Demultiplexing Patents (or “the Implicit Patents”).2 Each Patent shares a common 

specification and is part of a large Demultiplexing Patent family.  The Patents 

provide an architecture for demultiplexing data into different messages (or flows) to 

 
1 Should the Board institute proceedings, Implicit reserves its rights to challenge the 
Petition on any basis, including whether the cited references are prior art. 
2 The Implicit Patents here are U.S. Patent Nos. 8,694,683 (“the ’683 Patent”); 
9,270,790 (“the ’790 Patent”); 9,591,104 (“the ’104 Patent”); 10,027,780 (“the ’780 
Patent”); 10,033,839; (“the ’839 Patent”) and 10,225,378 (“the ’378 Patent”).  
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