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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
_______________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
_______________ 

ATAS INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
Petitioner 

v. 

CENTRIA 
Patent Owner 

_______________ 
 

Case IPR2013-00259 
Patent D527834 S 
_______________ 

 
 

Before SALLY C. MEDLEY, JENNIFER S. BISK, and TRENTON A. WARD, 
Administrative Patent Judges.  
 
BISK, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 
 

DECISION  
Denying Institution of Inter Partes Review 

37 C.F.R. § 42.108 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Background 

ATAS International, Inc. (“ATAS”) filed a petition (Paper 2) to institute an 

inter partes review of Patent D527,834 (the “’834 patent”) pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 

§ 311 et seq.  Subsequently, ATAS filed a replacement petition.  Paper 7 (“Pet.”).  

Centria filed a preliminary response.  Paper 10 (“Prelim. Resp.”).  We have 

jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. § 314.  We conclude that ATAS has not satisfied the 

burden to show, under 35 U.S.C. § 314(a), that there is a reasonable likelihood that 

it would prevail with respect to the ’834 patent’s single claim.  Therefore, the 

petition is denied. 

B. Related Proceedings 

The parties identify pending litigation in the United States District Court for 

the Western District of Pennsylvania concerning the ’834 patent styled Centria v. 

ATAS International, Inc., currently stayed.  2:13-cv-309 (W.D. Pa. May 16, 2013). 

C. The Challenged Patent 

The ’834 patent (Ex. 1001), entitled “Building Panel,” issued on September 

5, 2006, and is assigned to Centria.  The claim of the ’834 patent recites “[t]he 

ornamental design for a building panel as shown and described.”  The ’834 patent 

includes 42 figures in total: seven embodiments made up of six figures each.  The 

Petition and Preliminary Response focus on the seventh embodiment (Figures 37-

42)1, reproduced below.     

                                           
1 For convenience in presentation, some of the Figures from the ’834 patent were 
reduced in size.   

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case IPR2013-00259 
Patent D527834 S 

 

 

3 

 

 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case IPR2013-00259 
Patent D527834 S 

 

 

4 

 

 

 

Figure 37 is a perspective view of a seventh embodiment of the claimed 

building panel design.  Ex. 1001 at 27.  Figures 38-41 show left, front, bottom, and 
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top views, respectively, of the building panel design.  Id. at 28-29.  Figure 42 is a 

perspective view of two building panels attached together.  Id. at 30. 

D. Asserted Grounds of Unpatentability 

ATAS asserts, as prior art, five building panels depicted in various 

publications.  ATAS contends that the ’834 patent’s claim is unpatentable under 35 

U.S.C. §§ 102 and/or 103 based on those five panels as follows (Pet. 3-4):  

Reference[s]2  Basis 

MPS120 + BKR160 § 103 

MPS120 + IW60A § 103 

BKR160 § 102 

BKR160 § 103 

BKR160 + MPS120 § 103 

MPH080 + BKR160 § 103 

MPH080 + IW60A § 103 

FWDS-59 § 102 

FDWS-59 + BKR160 § 103 

                                           
2 “MPS120” refers to a building panel that ATAS alleges appeared (1) on an 
Internet web page at least as early as December 3, 2000 (Ex. 1003) and (2) in a 
2002 ATAS Metal Wall Panels Brochure included in the 2002 edition of Sweet’s 
Catalog of building materials (Ex. 1004 at 5-7, 9).  “BKR160” refers to a building 
panel that ATAS alleges appeared in a 2002 ATAS Metal Wall Panels Brochure 
included in the 2002 edition of Sweet’s Catalog of building materials (Ex. 1004 at 
10-11).  “IW60A” refers to a panel that ATAS alleges appeared in a 1994 brochure 
named “Commercial & Industrial Metal Wall Systems” (Ex. 1007).  “MPH080” 
refers to a panel that ATAS alleges appeared (1) in a 2002 ATAS Metal Wall 
Panels Brochure included in the 2002 edition of Sweet’s Catalog of building 
materials (Ex. 1004 at 5-6, 8) and (2) on a CD of CAD illustrations published by 
Sweet in the summer of 2000 (Ex. 1005 at 14-16).  “FDS-59” refers to a panel that 
ATAS alleges appeared in a 2002 ATAS Metal Wall Panels Brochure included in 
the 2002 edition of Sweet’s Catalog of building materials (Ex. 1004 at 12-13). 
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