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Apple Inc., Google Inc., and Motorola Mobility LLC (collectively, 

“Petitioners”) provide this Reply under 37 C.F.R. § 42.23 to the August 26, 2014 

“Patent Owner Response” (Paper No. 17; “Response”).  With this Reply and the 

Petition filed on December 2, 2013 (Paper No. 1), Petitioners request relief through 

the cancellation of claims 1-2, 8, 14-17, 20-21, 23-24, 30, 36-39, and 42-43 of  

U.S. Patent No. 7,917,843 (“the '843 patent”; Ex. 1001). 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The '843 patent is directed to name and address handling within a document 

created by a computer program, such as a word processing program.  (1:18-26.) 

The claims are specifically directed to finding information (Second Information) 

related to the contents of a document (First Information) and performing an action 

using that information.  (3:42-67.)  Displaying an address and inserting an address 

into the document are the only actions disclosed in the '843 patent that use 

information located by a search.   

The Board instituted inter partes review based upon Pandit (Ex. 1009).  (See 

Decision (June 11, 2014), Paper No. 8 at 19.)  Pandit is directed to recognition of 

and operation on text data.  For example, a document is illustrated in Figs. 1a-1f.  

Various text items in the document can be selected by the user and analyzed to 

determine the nature of the text, e.g., whether it is a date, an email address or a 

phone number.  Based upon this determination, various actions relating to the 
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