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            1                         P R O C E E D I N G S 

            2                                                                        (1:00 p.m.) 

            3               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  You may be seated, please. 

            4               Good afternoon.  We are here for the final hearing 

            5     in Sipnet EU versus Straight Path IP Group, which is case 

            6     IPR2013-00246 involving patent 6,108,704. 

            7               Counsel for the Petitioner, may I have your 

            8     appearances, please. 

            9               MR. POGODIN:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  This is 

           10     Pavel Pogodin on behalf of the Petitioner from TransPacific 

           11     Law Group. 

           12               MR. PRASAD:  Sanjay Prasad on behalf of Petitioner 

           13     Sipnet also. 

           14               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  Okay, welcome.  And who is 

           15     appearing on behalf of Patent Owner? 

           16               MR. FISCH:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.  Alan 

           17     Fisch and my colleague, Alicia Meros Carney. 

           18               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  Okay.  Thank you very much. 

           19               MR. FISCH:  Thank you, sir. 

           20               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  And welcome. 

           21               Okay.  So each side will have an hour to present 

           22     their argument.  Petitioner will start.  And we have -- 

           23     Petitioner may -- we don't have a motion to amend, so 

           24     Petitioner may reserve time for rebuttal.  You can do that 

           25     either now or at the end of your presentation.  But there 
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            1     will be no rebuttal from the Patent Owner. 

            2               All right.  Who is presenting the argument for the 

            3     Petitioner? 

            4               MR. PRASAD:  That will be me, Your Honor. 

            5               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  Okay.  I will use the timer 

            6     here, so the red light should go on when your time is up.  I 

            7     will try to give you a warning about five minutes before the 

            8     end of your time. 

            9               MR. PRASAD:  Okay.  I would like to reserve 15 

           10     minutes for rebuttal. 

           11               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  All right.  So, Mr. Prasad, you 

           12     may proceed when you are ready. 

           13               MR. POGODIN:  Excuse me, Your Honor.  We have a 

           14     printed copy of the presentation.  May I approach to provide 

           15     it? 

           16               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  That's fine.  You can hand those 

           17     up. 

           18               MR. POGODIN:  Thank you. 

           19               JUDGE GIANNETTI:  Thank you very much. 

           20               All right, Mr. Prasad, you may proceed. 

           21               MR. PRASAD:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

           22               May it please the Board, my name is Sanjay Prasad, 

           23     and I represent the Petitioner, Sipnet. 

           24               The Board instituted this proceeding on the basis 

           25     of Petitioner's arguments and evidence showing anticipation 
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            1     of claims 1 to 7 and 32 to 42 in view of WINS and NetBIOS and 

            2     obviousness of claims 33 to 37 in view of WINS and NetBIOS. 

            3               Patent Owner filed a motion for rehearing, which 

            4     was denied.  And Patent Owner did not seek to amend the 

            5     claims or establish an earlier invention date.  Consequently, 

            6     this trial is proceeding on the Board's 

            7     original grounds for institution. 

            8               I would like to spend my time allocated on the 

            9     arguments that have been raised by Patent Owner, and 

           10     specifically in the context of the evidence that has been 

           11     adduced during this proceeding. 

           12               The issues in this trial will be reduced down to 

           13     the following four points raised by the Patent Owner.  The 

           14     first is a query or determination as to the on-line status of 

           15     a process as required by the challenged claims.  Second is 

           16     dynamic address allocation.  And then the third and fourth 

           17     points, third is the status of WINS as prior art, and number 

           18     4 is the status of a third-party Stalker Software as a real 

           19     party in interest. 

           20               Before turning to details of WINS and NetBIOS, let 

           21     me briefly review the disclosure of the '704 patent.  I have 

           22     it on the screen, slide 2.  And the thing to note about the 

           23     '704 patent is that it is not particularly detailed.  The 

           24     entirety of the disclosure relevant to this proceeding is 

           25     shown in figures 1, 7, and 8 and in the accompanying 
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