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I. INTRODUCTION  

Patent Owner’s (“PO’s”) Response, Paper 9, (the “POR”) primarily rehashes 

arguments from PO’s Preliminary Response that the Board already considered and 

correctly rejected in its Institution Decision.  PO does not explain or clarify its 

arguments in response to the Board’s feedback that they were unclear, or support 

them with the testimony of any expert to address the Board’s feedback that they 

were unpersuasive.  PO’s arguments should be rejected again for the reasons set 

forth in the Board’s Institution Decision and for the reasons set forth below. 

II. THE CHALLENGED CLAIMS ARE UNPATENTABLE 

A. Ground 1:  Claims 1-20 are Unpatentable Over the Combination 
of Kirmse (Ex. 1005) and Chambers (Ex. 1006)  

The only dispute PO raises with respect to Ground 1 is that Kirmse fails to 

disclose “transmitting a request to a server to allocate a network address and port 

associated with the server” (the “allocating limitation”) because Kirmse only 

discloses requests to join pre-existing games.  POR at 6-8.  This argument fails for 

at least two reasons.  First, PO fails to respond to the showing in the Petition and 

Institution Decision that Kirmse discloses requests to start a game, waiving any 

such response.  Second, Kirmse’s disclosure of requests to join a game clearly 

satisfies the ordinary meaning of the allocating limitation.   

As established in the Petition, Kirmse discloses an embodiment in which a 

player starts a multiplayer game.   
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