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I. INTRODUCTION 

U.S. Patent No. 9,219,780 (“the 780 Patent”) claims a system and method 

for a wireless device to interact with a remote storage server for remote storage of 

files.  McCown, a PCT application published before the priority date of the 780 

Patent, describes such a system and method.  In particular, McCown discloses a 

user site, which can be an enhanced cellular telephone, that can manipulate a 

remote site and a storage site in order to cause a file to be downloaded from the 

remote site and thereby stored in the storage site. 

While the 780 Patent mentions a “cache” only once, its claims have several 

limitations directed to “cache storage.”  While a Skilled Artisan would understand 

McCown’s Internet-based system to employ a cache storage, to remove any doubt 

and to simplify the issues, this petition is based on the obvious combination of 

McCown and Dutta, a prior art published patent application directed to the capture 

and subsequent remote storage of web content using a web cache. 

Finally, several dependent claims are drawn to certain low-level 

functionality for manipulating files stored remotely, such as moving, copying or 

deleting.  A prior art patent to Coates discloses exactly that functionality in great 

detail.  As demonstrated below and in the exhibits filed herewith, the combination 

of these prior art references renders claims 9-15 of the 780 Patent unpatentable for 

obviousness. 
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II. INTER PARTES REVIEW COMPLIANCE 

A. Certification (37 C.F.R. § 42.104 (a))  

Petitioners certify that the 780 Patent for which review is sought is available 

for inter partes review and Petitioners are not barred or estopped from requesting 

inter partes review of the 780 Patent (EX1001) on the grounds identified in this 

Petition.  37 C.F.R. § 42.104 (a).  Petitioners also certify this petition for inter 

partes review is not being filed more than one year from the date of service of a 

complaint on Petitioners alleging infringement of a patent.  Petitioners also certify 

that they have not filed a civil action challenging the validity of a claim of the 780 

Patent. 

B. Mandatory Notices (§ 42.8(b)) 

The real parties-in-interest of this petition are Microsoft Corporation 

(“Microsoft”), located at One Microsoft Way, Redmond, WA 98052, and HP 

Inc. (“HP”), located at 1501 Page Mill Road, Palo Alto, CA 94304. 

Lead counsel and backup lead counsel are as follows: 

Lead Counsel 
Joseph A. Micallef 
Reg. No. 39,772 
jmicallef@sidley.com 
(202) 736-8492 

Backup Lead Counsel 
Scott M. Border 
Reg. No. 77,744 
sborder@sidley.com 
(202) 736-8818 
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