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Attorney Docket No. 069700-5008 

1 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 As will be shown below, claims 1-4 of U.S. Patent No. 8,678,550 (“the ’550 

patent,” Ex. 1001) should be found unpatentable under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. § 103.  

The prior art plainly confirms that the elements of all claims were well known in 

the art before the application that issued as the ’550 patent was filed and it would 

have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the alleged 

invention of the ’550 patent, to combine these elements in the claimed manner.  

Accordingly, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 311 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq., 

Petitioner HP Inc. (“Petitioner”) hereby requests Inter Partes Review (hereinafter 

“IPR”) for claims 1-4 of the ’550 patent. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1) 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(a)(1), the following mandatory notices are 

provided as part of this Petition. 

A. Real Party-In-Interest under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(1) 

HP Inc. (formerly known as Hewlett-Packard Company) is the real party-in-

interest for the Petitioner. 

B. Related Matters under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2) 

As of the filing date of this Petition, the ’550 patent is involved in litigation 

in the Southern District of California, captioned Memjet Technology Limited v. 

Hewlett-Packard Company, Case No. 3:15-cv-01769-BEN-BLM.  The ’550 patent 
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