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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

_______________ 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

_______________ 

HUGHES NETWORK SYSTEMS, LLC and  

HUGHES COMMUNICATIONS, INC., 

Petitioner,  

 

v. 

 

CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, 

Patent Owner. 

_______________ 

 

Case IPR2015-00059 (Patent 7,916,781) 

Case IPR2015-00060 (Patent 7,421,032) 

Case IPR2015-00061 (Patent 8,284,833) 

Case IPR2015-00067 (Patent 7,116,710) 

Case IPR2015-00068 (Patent 7,116,710) 

Case IPR2015-00081 (Patent 8,284,833)
1
 

_______________ 

 

Before GLENN J. PERRY, Administrative Patent Judge.  

 

PERRY, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

DECISION ON MOTION 

Conduct of the Proceeding 

37 C.F.R. § 42.10

                                           
1
 This decision addresses issues that are identical in the six cases.  The 

parties are not authorized to use this heading style in their papers. 
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On December 16, 2014 we authorized
2
 Patent Owner’s counsel to file 

a motion in each of the above-captioned cases requesting to withdraw and to 

enter the appearance of new lead (Michael T. Rosato) and backup counsel 

(Matthew A. Argenti), both of whom are registered patent attorneys.  

Counsel has now filed a motion
3
 in each of the above-captioned cases. 

Patent Owner indicates that no extension of time will be necessary as 

a result of the substitution of counsel.  Updated Powers of Attorney and 

Mandatory Notices were filed concurrently with each motion. 

Petitioner indicates that it does not oppose the substitution. 

Given that each of the cases is in its preliminary stage and there is no 

opposition, each of Patent Owner’s motions is GRANTED. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                           
2
 IPR2014-00059, Paper 8; IPR2014-00060, Paper 8; IPR2014-00061,  

Paper 8; IPR2014-00067, Paper 8; IPR2014-00068, Paper 8; and      

IPR2014-00081, Paper 8. 
3
 IPR2014-00059, Paper 9; IPR2014-00060, Paper 9; IPR2014-00061,  

Paper 9; IPR2014-00067, Paper 9; IPR2014-00068, Paper 9; and       

IPR2014-00081, Paper 9. 
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PETITIONER: 

Eliot D. Williams 

Hopkins Guy 

Baker Botts, LLP 

eliot.williams@bakerbotts.com 

hop.guy@bakerbotts.com 

 

PATENT OWNER: 

Matthew Traupman 

Brian Mack 

Quinn Emanuel Urquhart  & Sullivan, LLP 

matthewtraupman@quinnemanual.com 

brianmack@quinnemanual.com 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

mailto:eliot.williams@bakerbotts.com
mailto:hop.guy@bakerbotts.com
mailto:matthewtraupman@quinnemanual.com
mailto:brianmack@quinnemanual.com
https://www.docketalarm.com/

