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Appeal Nos. 2016-2509, -2510, -2511, -2512, -2575  
 

United States Court of Appeals 

for the 

Federal Circuit 

 

GOOGLE INC., 

Appellant, 

– v. – 

NETWORK-1 TECHNOLOGIES, INC., 

Cross-Appellant. 

 

CROSS-APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 

OFFICE, PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD, IN CASE NO. IPR2005-00345 

AND APPEALS FROM THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 

OFFICE, PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD, IN CASE NOS. IPR2015-00343, 

IPR2015-00345, IPR2015-00347 AND IPR2015-00348 
 

BRIEF OF CROSS-APPELLANT AND  

APPELLEE NETWORK-1 TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 

 

GREGORY S. DOVEL 

MATTHAEUS MARTINO-WEINHARDT 

DOVEL & LUNER, LLP 

201 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 600 

Santa Monica, CA 90401 

Phone: (310) 656-7066 

Facsimile: (310) 656-7069 

greg@dovel.com 

matthaeus@dovel.com 

CHARLES R. MACEDO 

JUNG S. HAHM 

AMSTER, ROTHSTEIN & EBENSTEIN LLP 

90 Park Avenue 

New York, NY 10016 

Phone:  (212) 336-8000 

Facsimile:  (212) 336-8001 

cmacedo@arelaw.com 

jhahm@arelaw.com 

Counsel for Cross-Appellant and Appellee Network-1 Technologies, Inc. 

 

Dated: February 8, 2017 
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Certificate of Interest 
 

 Counsel for Cross-Appellant and Appellee Network-1 Technologies, Inc. 

certifies the following: 

 

1. The full name of every party or amicus represented by me is: 

 Network-1 Technologies, Inc. 

2. The name of the real party in interest (if the party named in the caption is not 

the real party in interest) represented by me is: 
 

 Network-1 Technologies, Inc. 

3.  All parent corporations and any publicly held companies that own 10 percent 

or more of the stock of the party or amicus curiae represented by me are: 
 

 None. 

4. The names of all law firms and the partners or associates that appeared for 

the party or amicus now represented by me in the trial court or agency or are 

expected to appear in this court are: 
 

Dovel & Luner, LLP: Gregory S. Dovel, Sean Luner, and Matthaeus 

Martino-Weinhardt 

 

Amster, Rothstein, & Ebenstein LLP: Charles R. Macedo, Brian A. Comack, 

and Jung S. Hahm 
 

February 8, 2017     Respectfully submitted, 
 

/s/ Matthaeus Martino-Weinhardt 

Matthaeus Martino-Weinhardt 

Gregory S. Dovel 

Dovel & Luner, LLP 

201 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite 600 

Santa Monica, CA 90401 

(310) 656-7066 

greg@dovel.com 

matthaeus@dovel.com  
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Charles R. Macedo 

Jung S. Hahm 

Amster, Rothstein & Ebenstein LLP 

90 Park Avenue 

New York, NY 10016 

(212) 336-8000  

cmacedo@arelaw.com 

jhahm@arelaw.com 

 

Counsel for Cross-Appellant and 

Appellee Network-1 Technologies, 

Inc.
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