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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
_______________ 

 
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

_______________ 
 

FACEBOOK, INC., LINKEDIN CORP., and TWITTER, INC., 
Petitioners, 

 
v. 
 

SOFTWARE RIGHTS ARCHIVE, LLC, 
Patent Owner. 

_______________ 
 

Cases 
IPR2013-00478 (Patent 5,544,352) 
IPR2013-00479 (Patent 5,832,494) 
IPR2013-00480 (Patent 5,832,494) 
IPR2013-00481 (Patent 6,233,571) 

_______________ 
 
 

PATENT OWNER’S REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT 
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Pursuant to the Scheduling Orders, dated February 3, 2014 (IPR2013-00478, 

Paper 18; IPR2013-00479, Paper 19; IPR2013-00480, Paper 18; and IPR2013-

00481, Paper 17), Patent Owner Software Rights Archive, LLC (“SRA”) 

respectfully requests oral argument for the trials currently scheduled to be held on 

October 30, 2014.  SRA requests three (3) hours per side of oral argument.  

SRA requests three hours per side because the issues and the disclosures are 

unusually complex and voluminous.  Furthermore, Petitioners submitted a Reply 

Declaration consisting of 266 pages of new expert testimony, raising a number of 

arguments, evidence and points for the first time.  SRA has not had an opportunity 

to respond and needs its full time at the hearing to address these arguments.  SRA 

anticipates that it will use approximately the first 45 minutes of its time to present a 

power point directed to the issues presented by the expert testimony and reserve 

the remaining time for questions and additional presentations.  

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.70(a), SRA identifies the following issues as 

among those to be argued: 

1. IPR2013-00478 (U.S. Patent No. 5,544,352): 

a. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox Thesis and Fox SMART render obvious claims 26, 28-30, 32, 

34, and 39 of U.S. Patent No. 5,544,352 (Institution Decision Ground 

1); 
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b. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Kambayashi anticipates claims 26, 29-30, 32, 34, and 39 of U.S. 

Patent No. 5,544,352 (Institution Decision Ground 2); and 

c. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Tapper 1976 and Tapper 1982 render obvious claims 26, 28-30, 

34, and 39 of U.S. Patent No. 5,544,352 (Institution Decision Ground 

3). 

2. IPR2013-00479 (of U.S. Patent No. 5,832,494): 

a. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox Thesis, Fox SMART, and Fox Collection render obvious 

claims 18-20, 48, and 49 of U.S. Patent No. 5,832,494 (Institution 

Decision Ground 1);  

b. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Tapper 1976 and Tapper 1982 render obvious claims 18-20, 48, 

and 49 of U.S. Patent No. 5,832,494 (Institution Decision Ground 2); 

c. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox Thesis, Fox SMART, Fox Collection, Saito Clustering, and 

Fox Envision render obvious claims 45 and 51 of U.S. Patent No. 

5,832,494 (Institution Decision Ground 3); and 
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d. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox Thesis, Fox SMART, Fox Collection, Saito Clustering, Fox 

Envision, and Little render obvious claim 54 of U.S. Patent No. 

5,832,494 (Institution Decision Ground 4). 

3. IPR2013-00480 (U.S. Patent No. 5,832,494): 

a. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox Thesis anticipates claims 14-16 of U.S. Patent No. 5,832,494 

(Institution Decision Ground 1); and 

b. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox SMART anticipates claims 1 and 5 of U.S. Patent No. 

5,832,494 (Institution Decision Ground 2).  

4. IPR2013-00481 (U.S. Patent No. 6,233,571): 

a. Whether Petitioners have met their burden on the instituted ground 

that Fox Thesis, Fox SMART, and Fox Envision render obvious 

claims 12, 21, and 22 of U.S. Patent No. 6,233,571 (Institution 

Decision Ground 1). 

5. SRA requests three hours per side because the issues and the disclosures are 

unusually complex and voluminous.  Furthermore, Petitioners submitted a 

Reply Declaration consisting of 266 pages of new expert testimony, raising a 

number of arguments, evidence and points for the first time.  SRA has not 
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had an opportunity to respond and needs its full time at the hearing to 

address these arguments.  SRA anticipates that it will use approximately the 

first 45 minutes of its time to present a power point directed to the issues 

presented by the expert testimony and reserve the remaining time for 

questions and additional presentations.  

6. Any other issues raised in the Petitions, Patent Owner’s Preliminary 

Responses, Patent Owner’s Responses, Petitioner’s Replies, Petitioner’s 

Request for Oral Argument, or otherwise raised by the Patent Owner, 

Petitioner, or the Board.  

 Patent Owner requests the ability to use audio/visual equipment to display 

demonstrative exhibits and evidence of record, including the use of a projector, 

ELMO device, and screen for PowerPoint and other visual display. 

  Respectfully submitted, 
   
Date: September 26, 2014 By: /s/ Martin M. Zoltick 
  Martin M. Zoltick, Reg. No. 35,745 

Nancy J. Linck, Reg. No. 31,920 
Soumya P. Panda, Reg. No. 60,447 
Rothwell, Figg, Ernst & Manbeck, P.C. 
607 14th Street, N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20005 
Phone:  202-783-6040 
Facsimile:  202-783-6031 
 
Attorneys for Patent Owner  
Software Rights Archive, LLC 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� 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 

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,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

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

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.


