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Ground 1: The challenged claims are invalid based on

Katzenberg
1.
2.

KatZENDEIG .....oovieieeee s

Independent Claim 1.......cccoviiiiiiiei e,

a.

b.

“A central piece of network equipment”..............c.c.......

“at least one Ethernet connector comprising

first and second pairs of contacts used to

carry BaseT Ethernet communication

SIONAIS” e

“the central piece of network equipment to

detect different magnitudes of DC current

flow via at least one of the contacts of the

first and second pairs of contacts”.........cccccevvviiiiieennn,

“[the central piece of network equipment] to

control application of at least one electrical

condition to at least one of the contacts of

the first and second pairs of contacts in

response to at least one of the magnitudes of

the DC current flOW” .......ccooie i

Dependent Claim 2: “wherein the different magnitudes

of DC current flow are part of a detection protocol”................

Dependent Claim 7: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to provide at least one DC current
via at least one of the contacts of the first and second
pairs of contacts and to detect distinguishing
information within the DC current via the at least one of

the contacts of the first and second pairs of contacts™..........

Dependent Claim 26: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to distinguish one end device from
at least one other end device based on at least one of the

magnitudes of the DC current flow” ..........cccccovvvviiiiiicnennn,
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11.

Dependent Claim 29: “wherein the central piece of

network equipment to distinguish one network object

from at least one other network object based on at least

one of the magnitudes of the DC current flow”.......................

Dependent Claim 38: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment comprises at least one DC supply” ...........

Dependent Claim 40: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to control application of the at least
one DC power Signal™ ..o e i

Dependent Claim 47: “wherein the at least one
electrical condition comprises at least one voltage
(010] 00 11 0] o OSSR

Dependent Claim 55: “wherein the different magnitudes
of DC current flow comprise a first magnitude followed
by a second Magnitude” ..........ccoveviiiiieieeree e

Dependent Claim 69: “wherein the at least one

magnitude of DC current flow is used by the central

piece of network equipment to control application of at

least one DC power Signal™..........cccvevievie i

Ground 2: The challenged claims are invalid based on the De
NICOIO FEFEIENCES. ... .o

1.
2.
3.

De NiCOI0 REFEIENCES ......ccveiiiiiiicese e,
Reasons to Combine the De Nicolo References...........cccc.c......
Independent Claim 1.......cccoviiiiiiiiii e,
a. “A central piece of network equipment”..............cc.......

b. “at least one Ethernet connector comprising
first and second pairs of contacts used to
carry BaseT Ethernet communication
SIONAIS™ et

C. “the central piece of network equipment to
detect different magnitudes of DC current

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 9,019,838

DOC KET

_ ARM

10.

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.

flow via at least one of the contacts of the

first and second pairs of contacts”.............cceevrieennen,

d. “[the central piece of network equipment] to
control application of at least one electrical
condition to at least one of the contacts of
the first and second pairs of contacts in
response to at least one of the magnitudes of

the DC current flOW” ....oooooiiii

Dependent Claim 2: “wherein the different magnitudes

of DC current flow are part of a detection protocol”............

Dependent Claim 7: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to provide at least one DC current
via at least one of the contacts of the first and second
pairs of contacts and to detect distinguishing
information within the DC current via the at least one of

the contacts of the first and second pairs of contacts™..........

Dependent Claim 26: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to distinguish one end device from
at least one other end device based on at least one of the

magnitudes of the DC current flow” ...........cccocovvviviiiicnennn,

Dependent Claim 29: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to distinguish one network object
from at least one other network object based on at least

one of the magnitudes of the DC current flow”....................

Dependent Claim 38: “wherein the central piece of

network equipment comprises at least one DC supply”.......

Dependent Claim 40: “wherein the central piece of
network equipment to control application of the at least

one DC power Signal™.........ccovviiiiiienie e

Dependent Claim 47: “wherein the at least one
electrical condition comprises at least one voltage
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