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Patent Owner’s Request for Oral Argument
IPR2024-00506 / U.S. Patent 8,014,394

Patent Owner Portsmouth Network Corp., (“Patent Owner”) hereby
respectfully requests oral argument, already scheduled for July 23, 2025 (see Paper
9 at 12; see also May 15, 2025 email from Trials rescheduling hearing), on the
Issues raised in the Petition for inter partes review of U.S. Patent No. 8,014,394
(“the 394 patent™), any corresponding responses, replies, and sur-replies, and any
related motions.

Patent Owner further requests that the oral argument be held virtually as a
video hearing rather than an in-person hearing, with one hour of oral argument per
side.

Pursuant to 37 CFR 8§ 42.70, Patent Owner hereby identifies the following
Issues to be argued:

1.  Whether Petitioner has established that claims 1, 4, 6-7, 11, 14, and
17, of the 394 patent are unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”) and
Exs. 1006, 1007, 1032 (“Li”);

2. Whether Petitioner has established that claims 5 and 15 of the ‘394
patent are unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”), Exs. 1006, 1007, 1032
(“L1") and Ex. 1008 (“Rooholamini’);

3. Whether Petitioner has established that claim 16 of the ‘394 patent
are unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”), Exs. 1006, 1007, 1032 (“Li)

and Ex. 1009 (“Pitcher”);
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4. Whether Petitioner has established that claims 8 and 18 of the 394
patent are unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”), Ex. 1010 (*Jain”), and
Ex. 1011 (“LeMaire”);

5. Whether Petitioner has established that claim 9 of the ‘394 patent are
unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”), Ex. 1010 (“Jain”), Ex. 1011
(“LeMaire”) and Exs. 1006, 1007, 1032 (“Li™);

6.  Whether Petitioner has established that claim 10 of the ‘394 patent
are unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”), Ex. 1010 (*Jain”), Ex. 1011
(“LeMaire”) and Ex. 1009 (“Pitcher”);

7. Whether Petitioner has established that claims 2 and 12 of the 394
patent are unpatentable in view of Ex. 1005 (“Weyman”), Exs. 1006, 1007, 1032
(“Li”) and Ex. 1012 (“Ding”);

8.  Any issues specified by Petitioner in a Request for Oral Argument.

9.  Any issues specified in any papers filed by the parties.

10. Any issues otherwise raised by the Board.
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Date: May 22, 2025

Respectfully submitted,
/James R. Nuttall, Reg. No. 44,978/

James R. Nuttall, Reg. No. 44,978
Sadaf Misbah, Reg. No. 79,583
James Winn, Admission pro hac vice
STEPTOE LLP

227 West Monroe, Suite 4700
Chicago, Illinois 60606

Tel: (312) 577-1260

Fax: (312) 577-1370

Katherine D. Cappaert, Reg. No. 71,639
STEPTOE LLP

1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036-1795

Tel: (202) 429-3000

Fax: (202) 429-3902

Counsel for Portsmouth Network Corp.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing PATENT
OWNER’S REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT was served on May 22, 2025 by
filing this document through the P-TACTS platform as well as by delivering a copy via
the delivery method indicated to the attorneys of record for the Petitioner as follows:

Via Email:

tcho@desmaraisllp.com
jlewis@desmaraisllp.com
lavena@desmaraislip.com
CiscoPortsmouthIPRService@desmaraislip.com

Date: May 22, 2025 By: /[James R. Nuttall Reg. No. 44,978/

James R. Nuttall, Reg. No. 44,978
STEPTOE LLP

227 West Monroe, Suite 4700
Chicago, Illinois 60606

Tel: (312) 577-1260

Fax: (312) 577-1370

Counsel for Portsmouth Network Corp.



