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Check the appropriate box below if the Form 8-K filing is intended to simultaneously satisfy the filing obligation of the registrant under any of the following provisions:

· Written communications pursuant to Rule 425 under the Securities Act (17 CFR 230.425)

· Soliciting material pursuant to Rule 14a-12 under the Exchange Act (17 CFR 240.14a-12)

· Pre-commencement communications pursuant to Rule 14d-2(b) under the Exchange Act (17 CFR 240.14d-2(b))

· Pre-commencement communications pursuant to Rule 13e-4(c) under the Exchange Act (17 CFR 240.13e-4(c))
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Item 8.01	Other Events.

On October 5, 2012, Vringo Infrastructure, Inc., a wholly-owned subsidiary of Vringo, Inc. (“Vringo”), filed a patent infringement lawsuit against ZTE (UK) Limited (“ZTE”), a United Kingdom subsidiary of ZTE Corporation, in the United Kingdom High Court of Justice, Chancery Division, Patents Court. Vringo Infrastructure is seeking a declaration that its European Patents (UK) 1,212,919; 1,166,589; and 1,808,029 have been infringed by ZTE’s activities and that the court use its full legal, equitable and injunctive power to stop ZTE’s activities as may be appropriate in the circumstances.

A copy of the patent infringement claim against ZTE is attached hereto as Exhibit 99.1 and is incorporated herein by reference.

On October 8, 2012, Vringo issued a press release regarding Vringo Infrastructure’s filing of its patent infringement lawsuit against ZTE. A copy of the press release is attached hereto as Exhibit 99.2 and is incorporated herein by reference.

Item 9.01	Financial Statements and Exhibits.

	(d) Exhibits.
	
	

	Exhibit Number
	
	Description of Exhibits

	
	99.1
	
	Vringo Infrastructure, Inc. Patent Infringement Claim against ZTE (UK) Limited

	99.2
	Press Release, dated October 8, 2012
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Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the undersigned hereunto duly authorized.

	
	VRINGO, INC.
	
	

	Dated: October 10, 2012
	By:
	/s/ Andrew D. Perlman

	
	
	Name:
	Andrew D. Perlman

	
	
	Title:
	Chief Executive Officer
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News Release[image: ]

Vringo Files Lawsuit against ZTE

Vringo Alleges Infringement over Handsets, Base Stations and Base Station Controllers

NEW YORK—(BUSINESS WIRE)—Oct. 8, 2012— Vringo, Inc. (NYSE MKT: VRNG), a company engaged in the innovation, development and monetization of mobile technologies and intellectual property, today announced that its wholly-owned subsidiary, Vringo Infrastructure, Inc., filed a patent infringement lawsuit against the UK subsidiary of ZTE Corporation (ZTE). ZTE describes itself as "a leading global provider of telecommunications equipment and network solutions," with recently reported annual revenue of US $13.7 billion (RMB 86.254 billion), according to filings with the Hong Kong Stock Exchange. According to ZTE's public filings, the company generates its revenue primarily from the sale of telecommunications equipment and handsets.

"The filing of this action in the United Kingdom is an initial step in Vringo's global licensing and enforcement program in the telecommunications sector. ZTE has elected not to take a license to patents in Vringo's portfolio relevant to certain international standards, despite manufacturing and selling devices and equipment for a number of years that are said by ZTE to be compliant with those standards," said David L. Cohen, Head of Licensing, Litigation, and Intellectual Property at Vringo. "We believe that ZTE is aware that it requires licenses to all patents that are essential to relevant standards. Further, we believe that ZTE is familiar with systems for declaring patents to standards-setting organizations and the relevant intellectual property rights policies for those organizations, having itself declared hundreds of patents to international standards."

The lawsuit, filed in the UK High Court of Justice, Chancery Division, Patents Court, alleges infringement of European Patents (UK) 1,212,919; 1,166,589; and 1,808,029. Declarations have been filed at the European Telecommunications and Standards Institute (ETSI) that cover the patents. ZTE's cellular network elements fall within the scope of all three patents, and ZTE's GSM/UMTS multi-mode wireless handsets also fall within the scope of the '029 patent.

According to the complaint, Vringo is seeking a declaration that its patents have been infringed by ZTE's activities and that the court use its full legal, equitable and injunctive power to stop ZTE's activities as may be appropriate in the circumstances.

"ZTE's liability will continue to increase as long as the issue remains unresolved. We hope that ZTE will work with us to resolve this matter in a positive and productive manner," said Alexander R. Berger, Chief Operating Officer at Vringo.

A copy of Vringo's complaint is available at www.vringoinc.com, and Vringo's earlier correspondence to ZTE is available at http://1.usa.gov/OLWhDT.

About Vringo, Inc.

Vringo, Inc. is engaged in the innovation, development and monetization of mobile technologies and intellectual property. Vringo's intellectual property portfolio consists of over 500 patents and patent applications covering telecom infrastructure, internet search, and mobile technologies. The patents and patent applications have been developed internally, and acquired from third parties. Vringo operates a global platform for the distribution of mobile social applications and services including Facetones® and Video Ringtones which transform the basic act of making and receiving mobile phone calls into a highly visual, social experience. For more information, visit: www.vringoIP.com.
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Forward-Looking Statements

This press release includes forward-looking statements, which may be identified by words such as "believes," "expects," "anticipates," "estimates," "projects," "intends," "should," "seeks," "future," "continue," or the negative of such terms, or other comparable terminology. Forward-looking statements are statements that are not historical facts. Such forward-looking statements are subject to risks and uncertainties, which could cause actual results to differ materially from the forward-looking statements contained herein. Factors that could cause actual results to differ materially include, but are not limited to: the inability to realize the potential value created by the merger with Innovate/Protect for our stockholders; our inability to raise additional capital to fund our combined operations and business plan; our inability to monetize and recoup our investment with respect to patent assets that we acquire; our inability to maintain the listing of our securities on the NYSE MKT; the potential lack of market acceptance of our products; our inability to protect our intellectual property rights; potential competition from other providers and products; our inability to license and monetize the patents owned by Innovate/Protect, including the outcome of the litigation against online search firms and other companies; our inability to monetize and recoup our investment with respect to patent assets that we acquire; and other risks and uncertainties and other factors discussed from time to time in our filings with the Securities and Exchange Commission ("SEC"), including our quarterly report on Form 10-Q filed with the SEC on August 14, 2012. Vringo expressly disclaims any obligation to publicly update any forward-looking statements contained herein, whether as a result of new information, future events or otherwise, except as required by law.

Source: Vringo, Inc.

Investors:

Vringo, Inc.

Cliff Weinstein

Executive Vice President

646-532-6777 (o)

cliff@vringo.com

or

Media:

The Hodges Partnership

Caroline L. Platt

804-788-1414 (o)

804-317-9061 (m)

cplatt@hodgespart.com
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Claim No. HC12

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE

CHANCERY DIVISION

PATENTS COURT

BETWEEN:

Vringo Infrastructure, Inc.

(a company incorporated under the laws of the state of Delaware)

Claimant
-and-
ZTE (UK) Limited
Defendant
PARTICULARS OF CLAIM :

1000485

‘The Claimant is a company incorporated under the laws of the state of Delaware and
is the proprietor of the following (collectively referred to as the ‘Patents’)

() European Patent (UK) 1212 919 (the 919 Patent)
(i) European Patent (UK) 1 166 569 (the 589 Patent)
(ii)  European Patent (UK) 1808 029 (the '029 Patent)

The Claimant became the proprietor of the Patents by reason of an assignment
effective before the date of issue of these proceedings. The said assignment also
conferred on the Claimant, inter alia, the right to sue for and recover damages for
acts of past infringement of each of the Patents.

On 28 September 2012, the Claimant applied to the Patent Office to register the
assignment to it of the Patents. As far as the Claimant is aware, the Register of
Patents has yet to be updated to record the change in proprietorship of the Patents.
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AND THE CLAIMANT CLAIMS:

Q)

@

@)

@

®)

©
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A Declaration that European Patents (UK) Nos. 1 212 919, 1 166 589 and 1
808029 and each of them have been infringed by the Defendant.
An injunction to restrain the Defendant (whether acting by its directors, officers,
servants or agents, or any of them or otherwise howsoever) from infringing the
Patents.
An Order that the Defendant takes all steps as are in ts power to retrieve from
the channels of distribution all products the sale, disposal or possession of
which was carried out n infringement of the Patents or any of them.
An order for delivery up or, at the Claimant's option, destruction upon oath of all
products, artices and other materials in the possession, power, custody or
controlof the Defendant, the keeping of which would infringe the Patents or any.
of them.
An inquiry as to damages in respact of the Defendant’s acts of infringement of
the Patents or, at the Claimant's option, an account of profits derived by the
Defendant.
An order that the Defendant do pay to the Claimant all sums found due upon
the making of such inquiry andlor taking of account together with interest
thereon pursuant to section 35A of the Senior Courts Act 1981 and / or the
Court's equitable jurisdiction for such period and at such rate as the Court
thinks i
An Order that the substance of the Judgment of this Honourable Court be
advertised and publicised at the expense of the Defendant.
Further or other relef.
Costs.
THOMAS HINCHLIFFE
POWELL GILBERT LLP.

STATEMENT OF TRUTH

‘The Claimant believes that the facts stated in these Particulars of Claim are true.
1 am authorised by the Claimant to sign this Statement.

Signed
Full Name
Position

-
Ari Laakkonen
PARTNER, POWELL GILBERT LLP
Claimant's soliitor
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Served this  day of October 2012 by Powell Gilbert LLP of 85 Flest Street, London, EC4Y
1AE, Solictors for the Claimant.
Ref: VRILIAPL
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Claim No. HC 12

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE
CHANCERY DIVISION
PATENTS COURT

BETWEEN:

Vringo Infrastructure, Inc.
Claimant

-and-

ZTE (UK) Limited
Defendant

PARTICULARS OF CLAIM

Powell Gilbert LLP
85 Fleet Strest
London
ECA4Y 1AE

Tel. 020 3040 8000
Fax. 020 3040 8001
DX: 358 London/Chancery Lane
Ref: VRI1.3/APL.

Solicitors for the Claimant

1000495
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Claim No. HC12
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE

CHANCERY DIVISION
PATENTS COURT

BETWEEN:

Vringo Infrastructure, Inc.

(a company incorporated under the laws of the state of Delaware)

Claimant

Cands

ZTE (UK) Limited

PARTICULARS OF INFRINGEMENT

1. The following are the Particulars of Infringement of European Patents (UK)
Nos. 1212 919, 1 166 589 and 1 808 029, referred to in the Particulars of
Claim served herewith.

2. The Defendant imports, offers to supply and suppiies cellular
telecommunications network equipment including mobile telephone devices
(which expression includes telephone handsets and dongles for mobile interet
access) and related infrastructure, each of which are said to be compliant with
certain telecommunications standards issued by standards bodies such as the
European Telecommunications Standards Institute (‘ETSI'). The cellular
telecommunications network equipment imported and supplied by the
Defendant is manufactured by its parent, ZTE Corporation.

European Patent (UK) 1212 919

3. Prior to the issue of these proceedings, and subsequent to the date of
the publication of European Patent (UK) 1 212 919 (919 Patent), the

1002388
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disposal and/or supply) of

a ZTE GSM Base Station Controllers and UMTS Radio Network
Controllers? and

b. ZTE Uni-RAN Multi-mode Base Station Controller *

5. The Claimant infers that prior to camrying out the above acts in relation to its
base station controllers and radio network controllers together with associated
infrastructure equipment (the “Controllers”), the Defendant imported the same.
into the United Kingdom, kept and used them or is threatening and intending to
do the same.

6. The Defendant's Controllers complained of are capable of performing the
method of at least claim 1 of the ‘919 Patent. ~Accordingly, by offering to
dispose of and offering to supply the said Controllers, the Defendant is offering
for use the process of at least claim 1 in the United Kingdom. Further, at all
material times, the Defendant knew that the use of its Controllers without the
consent of the Claimant would be an infringement of the ‘919 Patent. Further or
altematively, the same was obvious to a reasonable person in the
circumstances.

PARTICULARS OF KNOWLEDGE

Pending disclosure andior the provision of further  information by the
Defendant, the Claimant will ely upon the following facts and maters:

(a)  The Defendant, as a company involved in the importation and
marketing of telecommunications network equipment (and as part of a
group involved in the manufacture of such equipment), would have
been aware (or ought to have been aware) how the
telecommunications network equipment sold by it worked

(b)  Further, the telecommunications network equipment field is one in
‘which it is well known that a large number of patents exists and those
companies such as the Defendant and the other companies in its
group ought to, and do, as a matter of good business practice, monitor

? hitp://www.zteuk.co uklinfrastructure! (offers via the UK website are made by direct
hyperlnk to ZTE product pages hosted on the related China site) at
iwen zls com.crenproductshvireless/gsm umis201010
it /v zleuk co.uniasttucture! (ofers via te UK website are made by
hyperink to ZTE product pages hosted on th relaed China sie) at
Iwwwwen te.com crven/soluionshwirelessigsm_ umis/201103120110314_22401

1002388
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and consult the register of granted patents and published patent
applications and in doing so would have identified the ‘919 Patent as
being relevant to their telecommunications network equipment.

(c)  Inany event, upon service of this claim the Defendant is now and for
the future specifically aware of the ‘919 patent and the Claimant's
contentions that the Defendant's Controllers infringe t.

7. The Defendant's Controllers complained of also comprise means relating to an
essential element of the inventions of claims 1, 17, 23 and 27 of the ‘919
Patent. Further, at all material imes the Defendant knew that the said means
were suitable for putting and were intended to put the invention into effect in
the United Kingdom. Further or alternatively, the same was obvious to a
reasonable person in the circumstances,

PARTICULARS OF KNOWLEDGE

Pending disclosure and/or the provision of further information by the
Defendant, the Claimant will rely upon the fact that the Defendant is very
familiar with its own products and how they work. In the premises, it knows
that its Controllers complained of are suitable for putting the claimed methods,
communications systems and network elements into effect and that they are
intended by their end users to do the same.

European Patent (UK) No.1 166 589

8. Prior to the issue of the proceedings herein, and subsequent to the date
of the publication of the European Patent (UK) 1 166 589 ("589 Patent), the
Defendants have infringed and threaten to infringe the ‘589 Patent, by doing
andfor threatening to do the following acts in the United Kingdom whilst the
‘589 Patent s in force without the consent of the Claimant, that is to say:

a. disposing of; offering to dispose of; using; importing; and/or keeping in
the United Kingdom (whether for disposal or otherwise) a synchronous
GSM communication system as claimed in at least claim 9 of the ‘589
Patent.

b, further or aternatively, offering for use in the United Kingdom a
method for presenting information to a mobile station that is
transmitted during a common idle frame that contains a set of time
slots as claimed in at least claim 1 of the ‘589 Patent when it knew, or

1002388
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it
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The Claimant infers that prior to camrying out the above acts in relation to its
SDR base stations and associated infrastructure equipment, the Defendant
imported the same into the United Kingdom, kept and used them or is
threatening to do the same.

The said SDR base stations and associated infrastructure equipment are
capable of performing the method of at least claim 1 of the ‘589 Patent.
Accordingly, by offering to dispose of and offering to supply the said base
station controllers and associated infrastructure equipment, the Defendant is
offering for use the process of at least claim 1. Further, at all material times,
the Defendant knew that the use of the process without the consent of the
Claimant would be an infringement of the ‘589 Patent. Further or altenatively,
the same was obvious to a reasonable person i the circumstances.

PARTICULARS OF KNOWLEDGE

Pending disclosure and/or the provision of further information by  the
Defendant, the Claimant willrely upon the following facts and matters:

(a)  The Defendant, as a company involved in the importation and
marketing of telecommunications network equipment (and as part of a
group involved in the manufacture of such equipment), would have
been aware (or ought to have been aware) how the
telecommunications network equipment sold by it worked.

(b)  Further, the telecommunications network equipment field is one in
which it s well known that a large number of patents exists and those
companies such as the Defendant and the other companies in its
group oughtto, and o, as a matter of good business practice, monitor
and consult the register of granted patents and published patent
applications and in doing 50 would have identified the ‘589 Patent as
being relevant to their telecommunications network equipment

(@ Inany event, upon service of this claim the Defendant is now and for
the future specifically aware of the ‘589 patent and the Claimant's
contentions that the Defendant's SDR base stations infringe it

The Defendant's SDR base stations and associated infrastructure equipment

comprise means relating to an essential element of the inventions of at least

claims 1 and 9 of the 589 Patent. Futther, at all material imes the Defendant
knew that the said means were suable for putting and were intended to put

1002388
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the invention of those claims into effect in the United Kingdom. Further or
alternatively, the same was obvious to a reasonable person in the
circumstances.

PARTICULARS OF KNOWLEDGE

Pending disclosure andior the provision of futher information by the
Defendant, the Claimant will rely upon the fact that the Defendant is very
familiar with its own products and how they work. In the premises, it knows
that its SDR base stations complained of are suitable for putting the claimed
methods and systems into effect and that they are intended by their end users
to do the same.

European Patent (UK) 1 808 029

13, Prior to the issue of the proceedings herein, and subsequent to the date
of the publication of the European Patent (UK) 1808 029 (029 Patent), the
Defendant has infringed and threaten to infringe the 029 Patent, by doing
and/or threatening to do the following acts in the United Kingdom whist the
028 Patent s in force without the consent of the Claimant, that s to say.

a. disposing of; offering to dispose of; using; importing; and/or keeping in
the United Kingdom (whether for disposal or otherwise) (i) a module
provided for a mobile terminal as claimed in claim 18 of the ‘029
Patent (i) a mobile terminal enabled for initiation of an inter-system
handover within a communications network as claimed in at least
claim 19 (ii) a network entity enabled for triggering an inter-system
handover within a communications network as claimed in at least
claim 23,

b. futher or altenatively, offering for use in the United Kingdom a
‘method for inter-system handover of a mobile terminal as claimed in at
least claims 1 and 14 of the ‘029 Patent when it knew, or when it was
obvious to a reasonable person in the circumstances, that the use of
the process without the consent of the Claimant would be an
infringement of the ‘029 Patent.

c. further or altematively, supplying andfor offering to supply in the
United Kingdom a person other than a licensee or other person
entitled to work the invention with means relating to an essential

1002388





image21.png
‘element of the invention of at least claims 1, 14, 18, 19, 23 and 27 of
the ‘029 Patent, for putting the invention into effect in the United
Kingdom when it knew, or when it was obvious to a reasonable person
in the circumstances, that those means were suitable for putting, and
were intended to put, the invention into effect in the United Kingdom.

14, In particular, the Claimant complains of the Defendant's doing and/or ts intent
and threat to do acs referred to in paragraph 13 in relation to:

a. ZTE Mobile Switching Center Servers and associated infrastructure
equipment which are said to support and operate in accordance with
felevant GSMIUMTS standards. Without prejudice to the generality of
the foregoing, and without prejudice to the fact that the Claimant's
complaint extends to all ZTE GSM and UMTS Mobile Switching
Center Servers and associated infrastructure equipment that operate:
in accordance with said standard(s), the Claimant complains of the
offering to dispose and supply via the Defendants website
www.zteuk co.uk (and the subsequent disposal and/or supply) of ZTE
ZXWN MSCS Mobile Switching Center Server.

b. ZTE mobile telephone devices which are said to support and operate
in accordance with relevant GSM/UMTS standards. Without prejudice
o the generaltty of the foregoing, and without prejudice to the fact that
the Claimant's complaint extends to all ZTE mobile telephone devices
that operate in accordance with said standard(s), the Claimant
complains of the following:

i The offering for disposalisupply and the subsequent
disposalisupply of one ZTE “Grand X" which was subsequently
50ld by the *Phones 4 U store on Oxford Street, London, on or
‘about 25 September 2012

ii. The offering for disposalisupply and the subsequent
disposalsupply of other ZTE phones through the Defendants’
Wwebsite www zteuk co.uk including at least the ZTE VA, ZTE
Tania, ZTE Tureis, ZTE Libra, T-Mobile Vivacity, ZTE Racer Il
San Francisco Il from Orange, ZTE Kis, ZTE Skate, Monte
Carlo from Orange (ZTE Skate), Rio Il from Orange, Atlanta
from Orange, San Francisco from Orange and ZTE Racer.

15, The Claimant infers that prior to camying out the above acts in relation to its

1002388
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ZXWN MSCS Mobile Switching Center Server and associated infrastructure
equipment and all ts mobile telephone devices that operate in accordance with
said standard(s), the Defendant imported the same into the United Kingdom
and kept and used them.

16 The Defendant's ZXWN MSCS Mobile Switching Center Servers together with
associated infrastructure equipment and mobile telephone devices are capable
together of performing the method of at least claim 1 of the ‘029 Patent
Accordingly, by offering to dispose of and offering to supply the said base
station controllers together with associated infrastructure equipment, the,
Defendant s offering for use the process of at least claims 1 and 14 of the ‘029
Patent. Further, at all material times, the Defendant knew that the use of the
process without the consent of the Claimant would be an infringement of the
1029 Patent. Further or altematively, the same was obvious to a reasonable
person in the circumstances.

PARTICULARS OF KNOWLEDGE

Pending disclosure and/or the provision of further information by the
Defendant, the Claimant wil rely upon the following facts and matters:

(8 The Defendant, as a company involved in the importation and
‘marketing of telecommunications network equipment (and as part of a
group involved in the manufacture of such equipment), would have
been aware (or ought to have been aware) how the
telecommunications network equipment sold by it worked.

() Further, the telecommunications network equipment field is one in
which it s well known that a large number of patents exists and those
companies such as the Defendant and the other companies in its
group ought to, and do, as a matter of good business practice, monitor
and consult the register of granted patents and published patent
applications and in doing 50 would have identified the ‘029 Patent as
being relevant to their telecommunications network equipment

(&) Inany event, upon service of this claim the Defendant is now and for
the future specifically aware of the ‘029 patent and the Claimants
contentions that the Defendant's ZXWN MSCS Mobile Switching
Center Server and mobile telephone devices infringe it

17. The Defendant's ZXWN MSCS Mobile Switching Center Server together with

1002388
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associated infrastructure equipment, and allits mobile telephone devices, that
operate in accordance with said standard(s) comprise means relating to an
essential element of the inventions of at least claims 1, 14, 18, 19, 23 and 27 of
the ‘029 Patent. Further, at all material times the Defendant knew that the said
means were suitable for putting and were intended to put the invention of those
claims into effect in the United Kingdom. Further or alternatively, the same was
‘obvious to a reasonable person in the circumstances.
PARTICULARS OF KNOWLEDGE
Pending disclosure and/or the provision of further information by the
Defendant, the Claimant will rely upon the fact that the Defendant is very
familiar with its own products and how they work. In the premises, it knows
that its mobile switching centers and mobile telephone devices complained of
are suitable for putting the claimed methods, module, mobile terminals,
network entty and communications network into effect and that they are
intended by their end users to do the same.

18. The Claimant s currently nable to particularise each and every one of the
Defendants' acts of infringement of each of the Patents but will seek to recover
in respect of each and every such act.

THOMAS HINCHLIFFE
POWELL GILBERT LLP

STATEMENT OF TRUTH

The Claimant believes that the facts stated in these Particulars of Infringement are
true.

1:am authorised by the Claimant to sign this Statement.

swes Ml

Full Name  Ari Laakkonen
Posion  PARTNER, POWELL GILBERT LLP
Claimant's solicitor
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