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PROCEEDI NGS VI A PHONE; TUESDAY, AUGUST 1, 2023
- -000- -

JUDGE ZADO  Who's on this call for petitioner
t oday?

MR, DEUTSCH: Thank you, Your Honor. This is
Crai g Deutsch representing Petitioner Xilinx in this
matter. And also on the line is Jeffrey Shneidman, al so
with Fish & Ri chardson

JUDGE ZADO  All right. And who do we have on
the call for patent owner today?

MR. SHANAHAN:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.
This is M chael Shanahan for patent owner. Wth ne, |
have John Stel |l abotte and Andrew Cochran.

JUDGE ZADO Al right. Wll, we can go ahead
and get this call started.

First things first, Petitioner is the one who
has requested this phone call, so we're just going to go
ahead and start wth Petitioner.

And why don't you just let us know what the
i ssue i s and why you've asked for this call today and
what it is you' re asking us for. And then we'll go
ahead and turn to patent owner.

Bef ore we begin, though, | just ask that, when
you do begin to speak, you please just introduce

yoursel f because sonetines on these calls it's not
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al ways clear to ne who i s speaking. And so before you
speak, please just introduce yourself. Thank you.

MR. DEUTSCH. Sure. Thank you, Your Honor.
This is Craig Deutsch on behalf of Petitioner.

We asked for this call to address a problem
relating to three exhibits, Exhibit 2001, 2016, and
2017, that were inproperly filed under seal. These
exhibits were filed without informng Petitioner and
wi t hout conferring with us regarding a notion to seal or
a protective order, and those were filed in violation of
42. 14 and the procedure that's set forth in the Trial
Practice Qui de.

And so right now, there's no protective order
in place in this proceeding; there is no redacted public
versions of these exhibits. The exhibits thensel ves do
not have confidentiality markings, and so it's not
apparent what is purportedly confidential about them

But while claimng the exhibits as
confidential, the patent owner prelimnary response
publicly goes into detail on the public record about
what these exhibits purportedly contain, and these
exhibits -- or these descriptions in the POPR don't
accurately describe the contents of the exhibits.

And so Petitioner is left in an unfair

situation. W have patent owner on the public record
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descri bing and characterizing these exhibits. The
public, however, cannot see these exhibits to know --
know whet her these characterizations are correct. And a
nmenber of the public, our client, is currently left with
a different inpression of the exhibits than what they
actually state.

To be clear, these exhibits should be
irrelevant to institution and to this trial. They
really have no business being in the record because they
have nothing to do with the question of whether the

asserted prior art renders obvious the challenged

cl ai ns.

But at the nonent, without a protective order
in the case, Petitioner is held -- held captive.
W're -- if we were operating under the default

protective order, for exanple, we'd be able to share
these exhibits with Petitioners, party representatives,
i n-house counsel, our expert so that they could see the
contents.

At this point, we've now asked nmultiple tines
for patent owner to fix the situation. W've asked
whet her patent owner proposes the Board's default
protective order. They haven't engaged on those
requests, and they haven't, of course, filed a notion to

seal or proposed redacted exhibits or filed the standard
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procedures for putting a protective order in place.

In the past, to provide --

JUDGE ZADO |I'msorry --

MR, DEUTSCH  Yes.

JUDGE ZADO |I'msorry. | nmean, | think
that's a good summary of your position. 1'd like to
hear, really quickly, patent owner's response to that.

MR. SHANAHAN:. Well, yes, Your Honor. This is
M chael Shanahan for the patent owner, Sentient Sensors.

M. Deutsch referred to three exhibits, 2001,
2016, and 2017. Has the Board seen those exhibits,

Your Honor ?

JUDGE ZADG: | -- |'ve |looked at them |I'm
not sure why you're asking this question. Because right
now - -

MR SHANAHAN: Wl |, because --

JUDGE ZADO Let ne put it this way. There is
t he substance of the exhibits, but right now,
Petitioner's point is that we have a rule in place,
42.14.

And it's clear on its face that, when you file
sonet hi ng under seal, acconpanying that exhibit
concurrently with filing those exhibits, you are
obligated to file a notion for a protective order. And

that did not happen here.
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And when that does not happen, as Petitioner
has pointed out, there is no idea fromPetitioner's
side -- because there's also no -- no proposed
protective order, Petitioner doesn't know, can they even
show t hese docunents to their expert? Can they show it
to their client? What is the basis for saying these
docunents are confidential?

Because the default is docunents are nade
avail able to the public, and if you don't want them nade
avail able to the public, you need to file a notion for a
protective order. And that's when you can start to
debat e the substance of what's in those docunents.

But right now, | don't want to get into the
substance. |I'mtrying to understand why you have not
filed a notion for a protective order. So could you
pl ease respond to that?

MR. SHANAHAN: Yes, Your Honor. W have not
filed -- | don't have a good expl anati on about why we
didn't file a notion for a protective order.

These docunents were, as you see in our email,
given a highly confidential designation when they were
produced in nmultiple litigations. W got no objection
fromcounsel for Petitioner about the designation at
that tinme. They brought up this issue about our failure

to file for a protective order.
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So in response to the Rule 42 obligation, we
reached out to the Air Force, who is the author of these
docunment s, and asked them whether we could -- we could
publicly produce themor for other instructions.

We did that about ten days ago --

THE COURT: Well --

MR, SHANAHAN:  Yes.

JUDGE ZADO: Wl l, |ook, | understand that
you're not -- it's not up to you how quickly you get a
response fromthe Air Force. But the procedure still
IS -- because you seemto have these procedures
backwar ds.

The rule is that, when you want to -- when you
submt these or file these exhibits as confidential, you
file the notion for the protective order. At sone |ater
time, if the Air Force no | onger requires that
desi gnation or does not require it, you can
dedesi gnate -- dedesignate it.

But this idea that, at your |eisure, you
decide to go contact the Air Force, you wait around, you
don't file the notion for the protective order while
everybody is held captive is a problem

And | heard you say that, in the past, you
didn't get any -- | guess you said that Petitioner, in

the past, in past litigations or proceedi ngs, you have
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desi gnated these docunents confidential. That's not
relevant here in the sense that this is not just
Petitioner here. There's the public.

And so you still have to file that notion with
us. It's not a question of whether Petitioner is going
to object. You have to show the Board there is good
cause for us to allow these docunents to be protected
and not shown to the public, not just to Petitioner.

So right now, | think where we are is that,
wi thout a notion for a protective order, these docunents
are not -- you know, these don't -- the Board -- you
have not shown good cause. And w thout good cause, the
Board does not have to designate these docunents as --
or allow you to designate these docunents as
confidenti al.

And so -- I'mjust going back to your email.
You said, if the Air Force wants to keep these docunents
confidential, that you're willing to file a notion for a
protective order. And that also has been done
backwards. This isn't you wait to hear from sonebody
and deci de whether you're going to file a notion. This
notion is already over a nonth overdue.

And so right now, | think what we're dealing
with is whether or not -- now, |'mgoing to go ahead and

turn to Petitioner now.

10
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New question. |If patent owner -- well, first
of all, do you even object at this point -- given how
late it is, do you even object at this point to patent
owner being allowed to file a notion for a protective
order?

MR. SHANAHAN. No, | don't -- | don't think
so, Your Honor. And | also think that a notion i s not
necessary. | think we're happy to go ahead and file
the -- on our behalf to file the notion for the
protective order because we are not trying to obstruct

public access to these docunents. That's not our

i ntent.
To the extent we need to file -- if |
m sunderstand the rules -- sone type of redacted copy --
JUDGE ZADO |I'msorry -- I'msorry. W is
speaking? | just posed a question to Petitioner, but it

sounds like this is counsel for patent owner.

MR, SHANAHAN. Oh, |I'msorry, Your Honor. |
t hought you were asking ne if | opposed. Yes, that's
right, Your Honor. It's Mchael Shanahan. |[|'Ill| be
gui et now.

JUDGE ZADO  Sorry, M. Shanahan. | was
asking Petitioner's counsel.

At this stage, if we were -- because this is

so late, this filing of this notion to seal or notion

11
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for a protective order -- this question is for
Petitioner's counsel.

At this stage, if we were to allow it and give
patent owner |eave to file this notion, would you be
opposed to their filing it now at this |ate stage?

MR. DEUTSCH  Thank you, Your Honor --

JUDGE ZADO |'m not asking whether -- |'m not
aski ng whether -- just to be clear -- sorry -- |'m not
aski ng whet her you woul d oppose the noti on because
obviously, until you see the content of the notion, you
don't know whet her you woul d oppose the notion.

My question is: Are you opposed to them even
being allowed to file the notion at this stage?

MR, DEUTSCH R ght. Understood.

So on this issue, you know, this is sonething
we' ve been trying to get patent owner -- patent owner's
attention for sone tinme. And only nowis there sone
novenent .

And the issue, as you' ve noted, there is, at
this point, public -- public characterization and
di scussion in the POPR around these exhibits. And so it
seens like the -- that, at this point, the cleanest path
is to expunge that discussion fromthe POPR

Again, it's -- you know, | don't want to get

into the merits on this call, but it anpbunts to

12
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sonething that's largely irrelevant and a distraction to
the institution decision that's com ng up.

So that -- that's, | think, the -- at this
poi nt what nakes the nbst sense given the tim ng and
what' s been di scussed.

JUDGE ZADO Ckay. Well, if you both are --
if the parties can just please bear wwth us, we're going
to be on nute for a nonent while ny coll eagues and |
confer.

(Pause off the record: 10:24 a.m to
10: 28 a. m)

JUDGE ZADO:  Ckay, everyone. This is
Judge Zado. We're back.

So ny col |l eagues and | have conferred, and
this is what we're going to do:

W' re going to go ahead and i ssue an order
shortly ordering patent owner to file a notion to seal.
It's going to have a briefing schedule. And if patent
owner does not file the notion to seal, then we w ||
expunge the docunents fromthe record.

Also, it wasn't clear when we started this
call who had asked for the reporter to be on the |ine.
Was that patent owner, or was that Petitioner?

MR, DEUTSCH  That was Petitioner.

JUDGE ZADO  Ckay. Well, we -- we would just

13
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ask that the reporter enter the transcript into the
record after this -- at sone point after this call.

MR, DEUTSCH: No problem W can do that.

JUDGE ZADO  Ckay. G eat.

Are there any further questions?

MR. SHANAHAN:  Your Honor, this is M chael
Shanahan for patent owner.

| don't have a further question, but while we
were on this call, | got a call fromAir Force counsel
who, | guess, has left ne a nessage. So there may be
sone update there since we have their response.

Does that -- does the Board want to hear
anyt hi ng nore about that dependi ng upon what they say?

JUDGE ZADO | think that can all be in the
notion for a protective order. Just so that you're
awar e, though, the schedul e, though, once the order
I ssues, the -- patent owner, you'll have one week to

file the notion for the protective order.

And then, Petitioner, you'll have one week to
respond.

So whatever that response is, if you deemit
rel evant, that can just be part of the -- your notion.

MR, DEUTSCH: Very wel|.
JUDGE ZADO: All right. So are there any

ot her questions?

14
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MR. SHANAHAN: Not from patent owner.

JUDGE ZADO  Petitioner, Counsel for
petitioner.

MR. DEUTSCH. Thank you, Your Honor. Not hing
further fromPetitioner.

JUDGE ZADO  Before we -- we adjourn, though,
| do -- | just do want to remnd the parties that, when
you appear before the Board, you are responsible for
being famliar with our rules of practice, and you are
responsi bl e for abiding by them

So when we have rules like filing a notion for
a protective order, these are not things that you just
can neglect or ignore and sort of work around or cone up
wi th your own rules or ways of proceeding.

It's really inportant, not just for the
efficiency of these proceedings, but for fairness to the
parties and to the public, that you just be m ndful of
t hese rul es and abi de by these rules noving forward in
this case.

So with that, is there anything from Judges
Trock, Jurgovan, before we adjourn?

Al right. Wll, thank you, everyone. And
we'll go ahead and adj ourn. Thank you.

(Wher eupon the proceedi ngs concl uded at

10:32 a. m)

15



http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

e
P O

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

THE SULLIVAN GROUP OF COURT REPORTERS

IN THE UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE
PATENT TRI AL AND APPEAL BQOARD

I N RE PATENT OF:

U. S. PATENT NO. 6, 938, 177

PROCEEDI NG NO.
| PR2023- 00195

Xl LI NX,
HON. CHRI STA ZADO
PETI TI ONER, HON. JON M JURGOVAN
V. HON. KEVIN C. TROCK

SENTI ENT SENSCORS, LLC
PATENT OWNER.

N N N N N’ N N N N N N N N N N N N

I, TAMARA HOUSTON, PRO TEM REPCORTER, DO HEREBY
CERTI FY THAT | DI D CORRECTLY REPORT THE PROCEEDI NGS
CONTAI NED HEREI N AND THAT THE FOREGO NG PAGES 1 THROUGH
16, | NCLUSI VE, COVWPRI SE A FULL, TRUE, AND CORRECT
TRANSCRI PT OF THE PROCEEDI NGS AND TESTI MONY TAKEN | N THE
MATTER OF THE ABOVE- ENTI TLED CAUSE ON TUESDAY, AUGUST 1,
2023.

Dated this 8th day of August, 2023

v Q) PO
Qo e o -Aoudts

TAMARA HOUSTON, CSR NO 7244
PRO TEM REPORTER

16



http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

THE SULLIVAN GROUP OF COURT REPORTERS

--000--
4:2

4:1
10:24
13:10

10:28
13:11

10:32
15:25

2001
5:6 7:10

2016
5:67:11

2017
57711

2023
4:1

42
9:1

42.14
5:11 7:20

A

a.m.
13:10,11 15:25

abide
15:18

abiding
15:10

access
11:11

accompanying
7:22

accurately

5:23
address

55
adjourn

15:6,21,23

afternoon
4:11

ahead
4:14,18,22 10:24 11:8
13:16 15:23

Air
9:2,10,16,20 10:17 14:9

allowed
11:4 12:13

amounts
12:25

Andrew
4:13
apparent
5:17
art
6:11
asserted
6:11
attention
12:17
AUGUST
4:1
author
9:2

aware
14:16

behalf
5:411:9

Board
7:11 10:6,11,13 14:12
15:8

Board's
6:22

briefing
13:18

brought
8:24

business
6:9

back
10:16 13:13

backwards
9:12 10:20

basis
8:6

bear
13:7

begin
4:23,24

call
4:3,10,15,17,20 5:5
12:25 13:22 14:2,9

calls
4:25

captive
6:14 9:22

case
6:14 15:19

challenged
6:11
characterization
12:20
characterizations
6:3
characterizing
6:1
claiming
5:18
claims
6:12
cleanest
12:22

clear
5:16:77:2112:8 13:21

client
6:4 8:6

Cochran
4:13

colleagues
13:8,14

concluded
15:24

concurrently
7:23

confer
13:9

conferred
13:14

conferring
5:9
confidential

5:17,19 8:7,21 9:14
10:1,15,18

confidentiality
5:16

contact
9:20

content
12:10

contents
5:236:19

copy
11:14

correct
6:3

counsel
6:18 8:23 11:17,23 12:2
14:9 15:2

COURT
9:6

Craig
4:65:4

days
9:5

dealing
10:23

debate
8:12

decide
9:20 10:21

17

Index: --o0o--—decide


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

THE SULLIVAN GROUP OF COURT REPORTERS

decision
13:2

dedesignate
9:18

deem
14:21

default
6:15,22 8:8

depending
14:13

describe
5:23

describing
6:1

descriptions
5:22

designate
10:13,14

designated
10:1

designation
8:21,23 9:17

detail
5:20

Deutsch
4:5,6 5:3,47:4,10 12:6,
14 13:24 14:3,23 15:4

discussed
13:5

discussion
12:21,23

distraction
13:1

documents
8:5,7,8,12,20 9:3 10:1,
7,10,13,14,17 11:11
13:20

E

efficiency
15:16

email
8:20 10:16

engaged
6:23

enter
14:1

exhibit
5:6 7:22

exhibits
5:6,8,15,18,21,22,23
6:1,2,5,7,17,25 7:10,11,
18,23 9:14 12:21

expert
6:18 8:5

explanation
8:18

expunge
12:23 13:20

extent
11:13

give
12:3
good
4:11 7:6 8:18 10:6,12

Great
14:4

guess
9:24 14:10

Guide
5:12

face
7:21

failure
8:24

fairness
15:16

familiar
15:9

file
7:21,24 8:10,19,25
9:14,15,21 10:4,18,21
11:4,8,9,13 12:4,13
13:17,19 14:18

filed
5:7,8,10 6:24,25 8:15,
18
filing
7:2311:2512:5 15:11
Fish
4:8
fix
6:21
Force
9:2,10,16,20 10:17 14:9

forward
15:18

happen
7:258:1

happy
11:8

hear
7:7 10:20 14:12

heard
9:23

held
6:14 9:22

highly
8:21

Honor
4:5,11 5:3 7:8,12 8:17
11:7,18,20 12:6 14:6
15:4

idea
8:29:19

ignore
15:13

important
15:15

impression
6:5

improperly
5:7

in-house
6:18

informing
5:8
institution
6:8 13:2
instructions
9:4
intent
11:12

introduce
4:245:2

irrelevant
6:8 13:1

issue
4:20 8:24 12:15,19
13:16

issues
14:17

Jeffrey
4:7

John
4:13

Judge
4:3,9,14 7:3,5,13,17 9:8
11:15,22 12:7 13:6,12,
13,25 14:4,14,24 15:2,6

Judges
15:20

Jurgovan
15:21

largely
13:1

late
11:3,2512:5

leave
12:4

left
5:24 6:4 14:10

leisure
9:19

litigations

18

Index: decision-litigations



http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

THE SULLIVAN GROUP OF COURT REPORTERS

8:22 9:25

longer
9:16

looked
7:13

made
8:8,9

makes
13:4

markings
5:16

matter
4:7

member
6:4

merits
12:25

message
14:10

Michael
4:12 7:9 11:20 14:6

mindful
15:17

misunderstand
11:14

moment
6:13 13:8

month
10:22

motion
5:96:24 7:24 8:10,15,
19 9:15,21 10:4,10,18,
21,22 11:4,7,9,25 12:4,
9,10,11,13 13:17,19
14:15,18,22 15:11

movement
12:18

moving
15:18

multiple
6:20 8:22

mute
13:8

neglect
15:13

noted
12:19

O

object
10:6 11:2,3

objection
8:22

obligated
7:24

obligation
9:1

obstruct
11:10

obvious
6:11

operating
6:15

oppose
12:9,11

opposed
11:19 12:5,12

order
5:10,13 6:13,16,23 7:1,
24 8:4,11,15,19,25
9:15,21 10:10,19 11:5,
10 12:1 13:16 14:15,16,
18 15:12

ordering
13:17

overdue
10:22

owner
4:10,12,22 5:19,25
6:21,22 7:911:1,4,17
12:4,16 13:17,19,23
14:7,17 15:1

owner's
7:712:16

part
14:22

parties
13:7 15:7,17

party
6:17

past
7:2 9:23,25

patent
4:10,12,22 5:19,25
6:21,22 7:7,9 11:1,3,17
12:4,16 13:17,18,23
14:7,17 15:1

path
12:22

pause
13:10

petitioner
4:3,6,16,18 5:4,8,24
6:14 8:1,4,23 9:24 10:3,
5,8,2511:16 13:23,24
14:19 15:2,3,5

Petitioner's
7:19 8:211:23 12:2

Petitioners
6:17

phone
4:1,17

place
5:14 7:1,19

point
6:20 7:19 11:2,3 12:20,
2213:414:2

pointed
8:2
POPR
5:22 12:21,23

posed
11:16

position
7:6

practice
5:12 159

preliminary
5:19

prior
6:11

problem
5:59:22 14:3

procedure
5:11 9:10

procedures
7:19:11

proceeding
5:14 15:14

proceedings
4:19:2515:16,24

produce
9:4

produced
8:22

proposed
6:25 8:3

proposes
6:22

protected
10:7

protective
5:10,13 6:13,16,23 7:1,
24 8:4,11,15,19,25
9:15,21 10:10,19 11:4,
10 12:1 14:15,18 15:12

provide
7:2

public
5:14,20,25 6:2,4 8:9,10
10:3,8 11:11 12:20
15:17

publicly
5:20 9:4

purportedly
5:17,21

put
7:17

putting
71

19

Index: longer—putting


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

THE SULLIVAN GROUP OF COURT REPORTERS

Q

guestion
6:10 7:14 10:5 11:1,16
12:1,12 14:8

guestions
14:5,25

quickly
7:79:9

guiet
11:21

reached
9:2

record
5:20,25 6:9 13:10,20
14:2

redacted
5:14 6:25 11:14

referred
7:10

relating
5:6
relevant
10:2 14:22
remind
15:7
renders
6:11
reporter
13:22 14:1
representatives
6:17
representing
4:6
requested
4:17

requests
6:24

require
9:17

requires
9:16

respond
8:16 14:20

response
5:19 7:7 9:1,10 14:11,
21

responsible
15:8,10

Richardson
4:8

rule
7:199:1,13

rules
11:14 15:9,11,14,18

S

schedule
13:18 14:16

seal
5:7,96:25 7:22 11:25
13:17,19

sense
10:2 13:4

Sensors
7:9

Sentient
7:9

set
5:11

Shanahan
4:11,12 7:8,9,16 8:17
9:7 11:6,18,20,22 14:6,
7 15:1

share
6:16
Shneidman
4:7
shortly
13:17

show
8:510:6

shown
10:8,12
side
8:3

situation
5:256:21

sort
15:13

sounds
11:17

speak
4:24 5:2

speaking
5:111:16

stage
11:24 12:3,5,13

standard
6:25
start
4:18 8:11

started
4:15 13:21

state
6:6
Stellabotte
4:13
submit
9:14
substance
7:18 8:12,14

summary
7:6

ten

9:5
things

4:16 15:12
thought

11:19
time

8:24 9:16 12:17
times

6:20
timing

13:4

today
4:4,10,20

transcript
14:1

trial
5:116:8

Trock
15:21

TUESDAY
4:1

turn
4:22 10:25

type
11:14

u

understand
8:14 9:8

Understood
12:14

unfair
5:24

update
14:11

versions
5:15

violation
5:10

w
wait
9:20 10:20
ways
15:14

week
14:17,19

work
15:13

Xilinx
4:6

20

Index: question—Xilinx


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

THE SULLIVAN GROUP OF COURT REPORTERS

Zado
4:3,9,14 7:3,5,13,17 9:8
11:15,22 12:7 13:6,12,
13,25 14:4,14,24 15:2,6

21

Index: Zado—-Zado


http://www.sullivancourtreporters.com/

	Transcript
	Cover
	Caption
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16

	Word Index
	Index: --o0o--..decide
	--o0o-- (1)
	1 (1)
	10:24 (1)
	10:28 (1)
	10:32 (1)
	2001 (2)
	2016 (2)
	2017 (2)
	2023 (1)
	42 (1)
	42.14 (2)
	a.m. (3)
	abide (1)
	abiding (1)
	access (1)
	accompanying (1)
	accurately (1)
	address (1)
	adjourn (3)
	afternoon (1)
	ahead (7)
	Air (6)
	allowed (2)
	amounts (1)
	Andrew (1)
	apparent (1)
	art (1)
	asserted (1)
	attention (1)
	AUGUST (1)
	author (1)
	aware (1)
	back (2)
	backwards (2)
	basis (1)
	bear (1)
	begin (2)
	behalf (2)
	Board (6)
	Board's (1)
	briefing (1)
	brought (1)
	business (1)
	call (11)
	calls (1)
	captive (2)
	case (2)
	challenged (1)
	characterization (1)
	characterizations (1)
	characterizing (1)
	claiming (1)
	claims (1)
	cleanest (1)
	clear (5)
	client (2)
	Cochran (1)
	colleagues (2)
	concluded (1)
	concurrently (1)
	confer (1)
	conferred (1)
	conferring (1)
	confidential (8)
	confidentiality (1)
	contact (1)
	content (1)
	contents (2)
	copy (1)
	correct (1)
	counsel (7)
	COURT (1)
	Craig (2)
	days (1)
	dealing (1)
	debate (1)
	decide (2)

	Index: decision..litigations
	decision (1)
	dedesignate (2)
	deem (1)
	default (3)
	depending (1)
	describe (1)
	describing (1)
	descriptions (1)
	designate (2)
	designated (1)
	designation (3)
	detail (1)
	Deutsch (12)
	discussed (1)
	discussion (2)
	distraction (1)
	documents (14)
	efficiency (1)
	email (2)
	engaged (1)
	enter (1)
	exhibit (2)
	exhibits (20)
	expert (2)
	explanation (1)
	expunge (2)
	extent (1)
	face (1)
	failure (1)
	fairness (1)
	familiar (1)
	file (20)
	filed (7)
	filing (4)
	Fish (1)
	fix (1)
	Force (6)
	forward (1)
	give (1)
	good (6)
	Great (1)
	guess (2)
	Guide (1)
	happen (2)
	happy (1)
	hear (3)
	heard (1)
	held (3)
	highly (1)
	Honor (12)
	idea (2)
	ignore (1)
	important (1)
	impression (1)
	improperly (1)
	in-house (1)
	informing (1)
	institution (2)
	instructions (1)
	intent (1)
	introduce (2)
	irrelevant (2)
	issue (5)
	issues (1)
	Jeffrey (1)
	John (1)
	Judge (20)
	Judges (1)
	Jurgovan (1)
	largely (1)
	late (3)
	leave (1)
	left (3)
	leisure (1)
	litigations (2)

	Index: longer..putting
	longer (1)
	looked (1)
	made (2)
	makes (1)
	markings (1)
	matter (1)
	member (1)
	merits (1)
	message (1)
	Michael (4)
	mindful (1)
	misunderstand (1)
	moment (2)
	month (1)
	motion (29)
	movement (1)
	moving (1)
	multiple (2)
	mute (1)
	neglect (1)
	noted (1)
	object (3)
	objection (1)
	obligated (1)
	obligation (1)
	obstruct (1)
	obvious (1)
	operating (1)
	oppose (2)
	opposed (3)
	order (24)
	ordering (1)
	overdue (1)
	owner (19)
	owner's (2)
	part (1)
	parties (3)
	party (1)
	past (4)
	patent (21)
	path (1)
	pause (1)
	petitioner (23)
	Petitioner's (4)
	Petitioners (1)
	phone (2)
	place (3)
	point (8)
	pointed (1)
	POPR (3)
	posed (1)
	position (1)
	practice (2)
	preliminary (1)
	prior (1)
	problem (3)
	procedure (2)
	procedures (2)
	proceeding (2)
	proceedings (4)
	produce (1)
	produced (1)
	proposed (2)
	proposes (1)
	protected (1)
	protective (22)
	provide (1)
	public (13)
	publicly (2)
	purportedly (2)
	put (1)
	putting (1)

	Index: question..Xilinx
	question (8)
	questions (2)
	quickly (2)
	quiet (1)
	reached (1)
	record (6)
	redacted (3)
	referred (1)
	relating (1)
	relevant (2)
	remind (1)
	renders (1)
	reporter (2)
	representatives (1)
	representing (1)
	requested (1)
	requests (1)
	require (1)
	requires (1)
	respond (2)
	response (6)
	responsible (2)
	Richardson (1)
	rule (3)
	rules (6)
	schedule (2)
	seal (7)
	sense (2)
	Sensors (1)
	Sentient (1)
	set (1)
	Shanahan (14)
	share (1)
	Shneidman (1)
	shortly (1)
	show (3)
	shown (2)
	side (1)
	situation (2)
	sort (1)
	sounds (1)
	speak (2)
	speaking (2)
	stage (4)
	standard (1)
	start (2)
	started (2)
	state (1)
	Stellabotte (1)
	submit (1)
	substance (3)
	summary (1)
	ten (1)
	things (2)
	thought (1)
	time (3)
	times (1)
	timing (1)
	today (3)
	transcript (1)
	trial (2)
	Trock (1)
	TUESDAY (1)
	turn (2)
	type (1)
	understand (2)
	Understood (1)
	unfair (1)
	update (1)
	versions (1)
	violation (1)
	wait (2)
	ways (1)
	week (2)
	work (1)
	Xilinx (1)

	Index: Zado..Zado
	Zado (20)





