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I.	INTRODUCTION	

Sattler Tech Corp. (“SATTLER” or “Petitioner”) requests post-grant review of the 

claim of U.S. Patent No. D 823,093 (Ex. 1001, “the ’093 Patent”), and cancellation of the 

claim as unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 171 for lacking ornamentality.  This Petition 

demonstrates that it is more likely than not that the claim of the ’093 Patent is 

unpatentable.  37 C.F.R. § 42.208. 

As an initial matter, the design claimed by the ’093 Patent lacks ornamentality, as it 

was dictated entirely by functional considerations and is primarily functional. The claim of 

the ’093 Patent is therefore not directed at patentable subject matter. It should be 

invalidated on that basis. 

 

II.	STANDING	AND	PROCEDURAL	STATEMENTS	

Petitioner certifies pursuant to 37 C.F.R. section 42.204(a) that the ’093 Patent is 

available for post-grant review and that Petitioner is not barred or estopped from 

requesting post-grant review of the ’093 Patent. This Petition is also filed within nine 

months from the July 17, 2018 issue date of the ’093 Patent. 

Petitioner files this petition in accordance with 37 C.F.R. section 42.206(a), 

and files concurrently with this petition a Power of Attorney and an Exhibit List 

pursuant to 37 C.F.R. sections 10(b) and 42.63(e), respectively. 

The required fee is paid via online Deposit Account payment. 
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