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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100, Microsoft Corporation 

(“Microsoft” or “Petitioner”) petitions for inter partes review (“IPR”) of claims 1 

and 2 of U.S. Pat. No. 7,139,794 B2 (“the 794 Patent,” Ex. 1001), currently owned 

by Bradium Technologies LLC (“Bradium” or “Patent Owner”). This Petition is a 5 

remedial measure for correcting the issuance of invalid claims in the original 

examination and is necessitated by Patent Owner’s improper enforcement of the 

invalid claims. 

Specifically, this Petition shows there is a reasonable likelihood that 

Petitioner will prevail with respect to at least one of the claims 1 and 2 challenged 10 

under 35 U.S.C. § 314(a). As demonstrated by a preponderance of the evidence in 

this Petition in compliance with 35 U.S.C. § 316(e), claims 1 and 2 are 

unpatentable under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. §103 based on specific grounds listed 

below. 

Grounds References Challenged Claims 

Pre-AIA 
35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Potmesil, Lindstrom, and Hornbacker Claims 1 and 2 

Pre-AIA 
35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Rutledge, Ligtenberg and Cooper Claim 1 

Pre-AIA 
35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Rutledge, Ligtenberg, Cooper and 
Migdal 

Claim 2 

Petitioner Microsoft respectfully requests the Office to institute a trial for 15 

IPR and to cancel claims 1 and 2. 
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