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Petitioner Hytera Communications Corp. Ltd. requests inter partes review of 

claims 1-4, 6-9, 17-18, and 21-22 of the ’869 patent (Ex. 1001), currently assigned 

to Motorola Solutions, Inc. 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT  

The ’869 patent is directed to a method and system in which a subscriber 

unit (“SU”) in a wireless communications landscape scans a time division multiple 

access (“TDMA”) channel. Ex. 1001, Abstract, 8:9-10; 9:30-31; 10:10-12. The 

’869 patent acknowledges that a subscriber unit scanning specific preprogrammed 

RF frequencies, or channels, for voice and data communications of interest was 

well known before its effective filing date. Ex. 1001, 1:27-29. As the ’869 patent 

further acknowledges, “the scanning SU spends a lot of time listening to 

communications that are of no interest to it” because “the preprogramed scan list is 

very long and has many frequencies” and “many of the RF communications are 

normally of no interest to the scanning SU.” Ex. 1001, 1:34-39. 

The ’869 patent purports to solve this alleged problem by reducing the 

amount of time a subscriber unit spends scanning a TDMA channel. Ex. 1001, 

1:44-46. In particular, the ’869 patent claims a subscriber unit operatively 

connected a base radio over a plurality channels, the subscriber unit locking onto a 

channel of the plurality of channels, and transmitting from the base radio to the 

subscriber unit a control message including first information which informs the 
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