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1 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Google Inc. (“Petitioner”) petitions for Inter Partes Review (“IPR”) of 

claims 8-14 and 19-21 of U.S. Patent 5,894,506 (“the ’506 patent”).  The ’506 pa-

tent describes a communications system for transmitting “canned messages” be-

tween paging devices in message code form.  GOOGLE1001, 1:50-67.   

The claimed system, however, was not new by September 1996. Indeed, as 

evidenced by the publications here, transmission message codes representing 

canned messages between communication devices was predictable and routine in 

similar prior art systems.  GOOGLE1007 27:56-67; 13:8-13; 21:10-12; 

GOOGLE1012, 1:34-35 (“the message data is coded as an alpha-numeric code”); 

5:34-57; 7:12-18; GOOGLE1013, 8:5-9.   

Will, Shimura, and Cannon were not considered during prosecution and dis-

close all of the elements of the claimed system.  Petitioner therefore requests IPR 

of the challenged claims. 

II. MANDATORY NOTICES UNDER 37 C.F.R § 42.8 

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

Google Inc. is the Petitioner and the real party-in-interest.  No other party 

had access to the Petition, and no other party had any control over, or contributed 

to any funding of, the preparation or filing of the present Petition. 

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