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Pursuant to Paper 42, Petitioner hereby submits this brief to address the 

applicability of the Federal Circuit’s decision in Straight Path IP Group, Inc. v. 

SipNet EU S.R.O., 806 F.3d 1356 (Fed. Cir. 2015) to this IPR.2  The Court 

construed “is connected to the computer network” to mean “is connected to the 

computer network at the time that the query is transmitted to the server.”  Because 

WINS and NetBIOS teach a system that uses the same mechanisms as those relied 

on by the Court to formulate its construction, WINS and NetBios obviate the 

challenged claims of the ’704 patent.  Attachment B to Paper 38 at 20-21(amicus 

brief filed in this IPR by Patent Owner (“PO”)). 

I. Federal Circuit’s Construction of “Is Connected To The Network” 

The Court’s construction focused on the intent of the query to request the 

status of the queried process at the time of the request.  Slip Op. at 13; see also id. 

at 7 (“The present tense ‘is’ in ‘is connected to the computer network’ plainly says 

that the query transmitted to the server seeks to determine whether the second unit 

is connected at that time, i.e., at the time the query is sent.”); id. (“The question 

asked by the query is whether the device ‘is’ connected . . . .” (emphasis added)); 

id. at 8 (“The query required by the claim language asks if the callee ‘is’ online, 

which is a question about the status at the time of the query.”).  

The Court also concluded that the present-tense requirement of the claimed 

query submitted by a first process was satisfied by steps undertaken by the server 

                                           
2 Citations herein use the following format:  Petition, Paper 1 (“Pet.”); Patent 

Owner’s Response, Paper 28 (“POR”); and Reply, Paper 33 (“Reply”). 
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to provide accurate information in response to the query.  Id. at 6.  Straight Path 

agrees in this IPR.  POR at 44 (“[T]he specification describes that the connection 

server [performs] at least a two-step protocol, to track (1) when the process 

connects to the computer; and (2) when the process disconnects from the computer 

network”). 

Specifically, the Court identified two disclosures in the ’704 patent of how a 

server can accurately respond to the claimed query for the online status of the 

second process at the time of the query.  First, the server “‘may use the timestamps 

to update the status of each processing unit; for example, after 2 hours, so that the 

on-line status information stored in the database 34 is relatively current.’”  Slip Op. 

at 3 (quoting ’704 patent 5:39-44).  A second “even better means of keeping the 

database information accurate,” which can “shrink if not completely eliminate any 

gap between recorded status and true status,” is “‘[w]hen a user logs off or goes 

off-line from the Internet, the connection server 26 updates the status of the user in 

the database; for example, by removing the user’s information, or by flagging the 

user as being off-line.’”  Id. at 11 (quoting ’704 patent 6:6-14). 

The Court’s reliance on these two disclosures to support its construction of 

“is connected to the network” means that a system with a server that practices 

these disclosures is within the scope of the claim as construed by the Federal 

Circuit.   

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.


