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1 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioners Parrot S.A and Parrot, Inc. (collectively, “Parrot” or 

“Petitioners”) respectfully request inter partes review for claims 1-12 of U.S. 

Patent No. 8,106,748 (“the ’748 Patent,” attached as Ex. 1001) in accordance with 

35 U.S.C. §§ 311–319 and 37 C.F.R. § 42.100 et seq.  Each claim of the ‘748 

Patent is obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103.  The relevant prior art includes references 

not cited during the prosecution of the ’748 Patent.  A claim chart and the 

declaration of Prof. Raffaelo D’Andrea are submitted with this petition. 

The ’748 Patent is generally directed to a “remote-controlled motion 

apparatus with acceleration self-sense and remote control apparatus.”  Ex. 1001, 

1:1-4.1  The intent of the ’748 Patent is to allow a user to guide a remotely 

controlled aircraft by moving a remote control.  In theory, accelerometers on the 

remote control would track the movement of the remote control, the remote control 

would send a radio signal corresponding to that movement to the remotely 

controlled aircraft, and the remotely controlled aircraft would use its own 

accelerometers to move according to the instruction. 

                                           

1 Citations to column and line references within patents in this petition use 

citation format “[column/page]:[line].” 
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