UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

SIPNET EU S.R.O.
Petitioner

V.
Straight Path IP Group, Inc.

Patent Owner

Case No. IPR2013-00246
U.S. Patent No. 6,108,704

Before KLAYAN K. DESHPANDE, THOMAS L. GIANNETTI, and
TRENTON A. WARD, Administrative Patent Judges.

PETITIONER’S OBJECTIONS TO PATENT OWNER’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES
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Case No. IPR2013-00246
U.S. Patent No. 6,108,704

Pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 26 and 33 and 37 C.F.R. 42.51,
Petitioner SIPNET EU S.R.O. (“Petitioner”) responds to Patent Owner Straight
Path IP Group, Inc.’s (“Patent Owner”) First Set of Interrogatories as follows:

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Unauthorized Discovery. Petitioner objects to each Interrogatory as

the Board has not authorized discovery as is required under 37 C.F.R. 42.51(a)(2).
Rule 42.51(b) specifically states that “[a] party is not entitled to discovery except
as provided in paragraph (a) of this section, or as otherwise authorized in this
subpart.” 37 C.F.R. 42.51(b). Petitioner objects to each Interrogatory as beyond
the scope authorized by 37 C.F.R. 42.51(a), which in the absence of another
agreement or Order authorizes discovery of only “the information identified in the
initial disclosures.” 37 C.F.R. 42.51(a)(i1). The parties have not agreed to serve
initial disclosures and neither Petitioner nor Patent Owner have served initial
disclosures. The Board indicated in the Oct. 30, 2013 conference call that Board
approval would be required. Petitioner’s counsel met and conferred with Patent
Owner’s counsel on Nov. 6, 2013, but was apparently unable to satisfy Patent

Owner’s counsel of the lack of need for this discovery. The Order issued
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November 22, 2013 did not authorize Patent Owner’s Interrogatories and
encouraged the parties to request a conference call with the Board. (Paper 22, pp.
2-3)

2. Irrelevant information. Petitioner objects to the Interrogatories to the

extent they seek information not relevant to this proceeding and not likely to lead

to relevant information.

3. Confidential, Attorney-Client Privileged. Petitioner objects to each

Interrogatory to the extent that it calls for the disclosure and production of
communications and documents that are protected by the attorney-client or any
other privilege, fall within the scope of the work-product doctrine, or are otherwise
protected from discovery. Petitioner objects to each Interrogatory to the extent it
seeks information that is confidential or proprietary.

4. Overly Broad. Petitioner objects to each Interrogatory to the extent

that it is vague, overly broad, unduly burdensome, oppressive, or constitutes an
abuse of process, particularly when viewed in light of the cost necessary to

investigate compared to Patent Owner’s need for the information.
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OBJECTIONS TO PATENT OWNER’S DEFINITIONS

1. Petitioner objects to the definition of “Anyone” as overly broad,
unduly burdensome, vague, and ambiguous to the extent it would include entities
other than SIPNET EU S.R.O., the sole petitioner in this proceeding, or entities
over which Petitioner has no ability to exercise control.

2. Petitioner objects to the definition of the terms “Sipnet,” “you,”
“your,” and “Petitioner” as overly broad, unduly burdensome, vague, and
ambiguous to the extent it would include entities other than SIPNET EU S.R.O,,
the sole petitioner in this proceeding, or entities over which Petitioner has no
ability to exercise control. Petitioner’s use of these terms will refer only to
SIPNET EU S.R.O.

3. Petitioner objects to the definition of “Stalker Software” as overly

broad, unduly burdensome, vague, and ambiguous and not reasonably calculated to

lead to discoverable information.
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OBJECTIONS TO SPECIFIC INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1

Please identify anyone other than counsel at Kilpatrick Townsend & Stockton
LLP, who contributed to, participated in, or were otherwise involved in the
preparation of any filings in the present Inter Partes Review in any way.

Objection

Petitioner incorporates all of its general objections above. In particular, this
Interrogatory seeks confidential and attorney-client privileged information, seeks

information not relevant to the conduct of this proceeding, and is overly broad.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2

Please identify anyone who provided or is currently providing payment, funding,
financial assistance, or other monetary contributions to Petitioner and/or
Petitioner’s counsel in connection with any filings in the present Inter Partes
Review.

Objection

Petitioner incorporates all of its general objections above. In particular, this

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.

A PONON


https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time
alerts and advanced team management tools built for
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research

With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
O docket research platform finds what other services can't.
‘ Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips

° Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

API

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS

Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal
tasks like conflict checks, document
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND

LEGAL VENDORS

Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




