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I.  INTRODUCTION 

SkyHawke Technologies, LLC (“SkyHawke” or “Petitioner”) respectfully 

requests inter partes review (“IPR”) for claims 6, 15, and 16 of U.S. Patent No. 

5,779,566 (“the ‘566 patent,” attached hereto as Ex. 1001) in accordance with 35 

U.S.C. §§ 311-319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq.  Submitted concurrently 

herewith is a motion under 35 U.S.C. § 315(c) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.122(b) for 

joinder of this petition with the instituted Case IPR2014-00438 concerning the 

same patent. 

The ‘566 patent is directed to a handheld electronic device that is 

described as being programmed by certain undisclosed “algorithms” to operate 

as a scorecard for the game of golf.  Ex. 1001 at 7:36-39.  Specifically, the ‘566 

patent describes replacing the alphanumeric keys on prior art electronic golf 

scorecards with a set of tab and scroll keys (id. at 7:8-11) and a method of 

presenting the scorecard’s screens to the user in a defined sequence.  Id. at 3:51 

– 4:24. 

Electronic golf scorecards, however, predate the ‘566 patent by at least 15 

years.  See, e.g., Ex. 1004 at Abstract.  Further, as demonstrated by various 

references that were not before the examiner, the user interface described by the 

‘566 patent – wherein the user navigates and enters data in a series of screens by 

utilizing entry, tab, and scroll keys – represented nothing more than a routine 
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