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Instituted Grounds
IPR2024-00529 (’454 Patent)
Claims Challenged Basis Applied References
1-7, 10-17, 19, 20 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Amidon (EX1005)
1-4, 6, 8-18, 20 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Wong (EX1006), Gogic (EX1007)

IPR2024-00612 (’932 Patent)
Claims Challenged Basis Applied References
12, 14-21 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Amidon (EX1007), Walsh (EX1008)
13 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Amidon, Walsh, Shahine (EX1015)
20 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Amidon, Walsh, Shahine, Jones (EX1014)

-529 Pet. (Paper 1), 4-5; -612, Pet. (Paper 1), 6; 
-529 DI (Paper 9), 6, 24; -612 DI (Paper 10), 7, 32.

* Patent Owner has requested adverse judgment as to claims 10-19. Paper 22; Paper 26.
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Agenda

• Disputed Issues for Amidon grounds (’454 & ’932 patents)
– Amidon’s social network conference teaches an “event node”
– Amidon renders obvious dependent claims 2 and 5 of the ’454 patent

• Disputed Issues for Wong/Gogic ground (’454 patent only)
– The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”
– A POSA would have been motivated to combine Wong and Gogic
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Amidon Grounds (’454 & ’932 patents)
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’454 Patent – Independent Claim 1
IPR2024-00529 (’454 Patent) – Claim 1

[1.P] A method of creating a projection of a situational network, the method comprising:

[1.1] (a) creating, by an event node server, an event node in a multi-dimensional personal 
information network, the event node corresponding to a situation 

[1.2] (b) forming a projection of nodes of the situational network using geographic locations of a plurality 
of devices corresponding to nodes in the multi-dimensional personal information network; 

[1.3] (c) transmitting an invitation to establish a link with the event node server to the devices 
corresponding to each node in the projection formed in step (b) 
[1.4] (d) receiving a response from at least one of the devices from step (c) accepting the invitation to 
establish a link with the event node server 

[1.5] (e) establishing a link with each device accepting the invitation 

’454 Patent, -529 EX1001, Claim 1.
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An “event node” is a node associated with an event

-529 Pet., 7; -529 Reply, 3-4; -612 Reply, 2-3.

-529 EX1001, 7:37-52; also -612 EX1001, 7:24-39.

Rubin Depo. Tr., -529 EX1020 (-612 EX1056), 33:2-7, 41:17-20.

SitNet’s Expert
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Disclosure of “Event Node”

-529 Pet., 7; -529 Reply, 3-4; -612 Reply, 2-4.

-529 EX1001, 7:37-52; also -612 EX1001, 7:24-39.

-529 EX1001, 14:59-15:9; also -612 EX1001, 14:41-58.

In one embodiment, nodes may communicate 
in peer-to-peer fashion.
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Disclosure of “Event Node”

-529 Pet., 7; -529 Reply, 3-4; -612 Reply, 2-3.

-529 EX1001, 7:37-52; also -612 EX1001, 7:24-39.
-529 EX1001, 7:23-36; also -612 EX1001, 7:9-23.

But the disclosed methods are architecture agnostic.
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SitNet’s Infringement Contentions Allege that a Website is an “event node”

-612 Reply, 10.

-612 EX1055, 3.

SitNet’s Infringement Contentions

-612 EX1055, 6.

Petitioner’s Reply

-612 Pet. Reply, 10.
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Amidon’s social network conference teaches an “event node”

-529 Pet., 15-23; -612 Pet., 15-16.

Amidon, -529 EX1005 (-612 EX1007), FIG. 4. -529 Pet., 20.
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Amidon’s social network conference teaches an “event node”

-529 POR, 7-10; -612 POR, 4-7; -529 Reply, 6-8; -612 Reply, 7-8.

Amidon, -529 EX1005 (-612 EX1007), FIG. 3 
(as annotated in -612 EX1003, ¶79).

Amidon, -529 EX1005 (-612 EX1007), 15:6-26.

SitNet incorrectly argues a “conference cannot be a node” because a “group 
of individuals cannot be a node, let alone an event node.”

The Petitions do not rely on the group of participating individuals, but the 
conference itself.

-529 EX1001, 14:59-67; also -612 EX1001, 14:41-49.

The ’454/’932 patents describe 
that a “node” manages a 
profile and relationships. 
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Amidon’s social network conference teaches an “event node”

-529 Reply, 6; -612 Reply, 8-9; also -612 Pet., 12-14 (citing EX1003, ¶¶71-73).

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1021, ¶15.

Dr. Jansen, -612 EX1053, ¶13.

Amidon’s conference connects users in communication about the event.
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Amidon’s social network conference teaches an “event node”

-529 POR, 10-11; -612 POR, 7-8; 
-529 Pet, 15-23; -612 Pet., 15-16; -529 Reply, 9-10; -612 Reply 9-11.

Dr. Jansen, -612 EX1053, ¶16.Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1021, ¶19.

Amidon’s conference need not include the event as a participant, 
because the conference is the event node.
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Amidon’s social network conference teaches an “event node”

-529 POR, 10-11; -612 POR, 7-8; 
-529 Pet, 15-23; -612 Pet., 15-16; -529 Reply, 9-10; -612 Reply 11-12.

-529 DI, 15-16; also -612 DI, 25-26.
-529 EX1001, 7:42-46; also -612 EX1001, 7:29-33.

SitNet incorrectly argues “Amidon also fails to disclose that 
its social network conferences include an ‘event.’”

It is sufficient that the event is associated with the event node.
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’454 Patent – Amidon renders claim 2 obvious

-529 Pet., 29-30; -529 Reply, 12-14.

-529 EX1001, 4:48-57.
-529 EX1001, 4:10-17.

IPR2024-00529 (’454 Patent) – Claim 2

[2] The method of claim 1, wherein the event node is created in response to identification of the 
situation by a situation authority. 

The ’454 patent describes “situation” and “situation authority” broadly.
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’454 Patent – Amidon renders claim 2 obvious

Amidon, -529 EX1005, 5:3-8.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1021, ¶26.

Amidon’s user (i.e., situation authority) 
encompasses organizations, such as those 

described in the ’454 patent.

Amidon’s user identifies the situation.

-529 Pet., 29-30; -529 Reply, 12-14.
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’454 Patent – Amidon renders claim 5 obvious

-529 Pet., 31-33; -529 Reply, 14-16.

IPR2024-00529 (’454 Patent) – Claims 4 and 5

[4] The method of claim 1, further comprising: 
(f) providing a first set of information about the situation to each device corresponding to the nodes in 
the projection that has established a link with the event node server. 

[5] The method of claim 4, wherein the first set of information in step (f) includes targeted 
advertisements. 

Contrary to SitNet’s argument, claim 5 does not require the targeted 
advertisement to include information “about the situation.”
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’454 Patent – Amidon renders claim 5 obvious

-529 Pet., 33; -529 Reply, 14-16.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1021, ¶29.

A POSA would have applied Amidon’s Background teachings to the 
disclosed embodiments.

Amidon, -529 EX1005, 2:29-37.
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Wong/Gogic Ground (’454 patent only)
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The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”

-529 Pet., 52-53; -529 Reply, 18-20.

Wong teaches facilitating communication between users via nodes.

Wong, -529 EX1006, ¶19.
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The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”

-529 Pet., 53; -529 Reply, 18-20.

Wong teaches four exemplary node types, but also teaches there 
may be additional main node types.

Wong teaches adding new nodes.

Wong, -529 EX1006, ¶¶21-22.
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The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”

-529 Pet., 53; -529 Reply, 18-20.

Wong teaches communicating “alerts” via the social network.

Wong, -529 EX1006, ¶44.
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The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”

-529 Pet., 47, 53; -529 Reply, 17-20.

Gogic teaches creating an ad-hoc location-based communication 
group in response to identifying an event or condition.

Gogic, -529 EX1007, 10:16-25.

Gogic, -529 EX1007, 4:16-29.
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The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”

-529 Pet., 47-49, 53; -529 Reply, 18-20.

In the combination, an ad-hoc location-based communication group is formed in Wong’s system.
A new node (i.e., an event node) is formed to facilitate this communication.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1003, ¶177.
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The Wong/Gogic combination teaches an “event node”

-529 POR, 16-21; -529 Reply, 17-20; -529 DI, 22-23.

SitNet does not address Petitioner’s proposed combination, 
and improperly focuses on the references individually.

-529 POR, 16.

-529 Institution Decision, 22-23.
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A POSA would have been motivated to combine Wong and Gogic

-529 Pet., 47-49, 53; -529 Reply, 17, 20-21.

A POSA would have been motivated to modify Wong’s social network communication system to 
incorporate Gogic’s teachings of forming an ad-hoc location-based communication group.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1003, ¶177.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1003, ¶163.
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A POSA would have been motivated to combine Wong and Gogic

-529 POR, 21-25; 
-529 Pet., 47-49; -529 Reply, 20-21.

SitNet’s arguments that Meta presents a “technically infeasible” combination are premised 
on an improper bodily incorporation theory that ignores the actual proposed combination.

-529 Reply, 20.
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Thank you
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Independent Claims
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’454 Patent – Independent Claim 1
IPR2024-00529 (’454 Patent) – Claim 1

[1.P] A method of creating a projection of a situational network, the method comprising:

[1.1] (a) creating, by an event node server, an event node in a multi-dimensional personal 
information network, the event node corresponding to a situation 

[1.2] (b) forming a projection of nodes of the situational network using geographic locations of a plurality 
of devices corresponding to nodes in the multi-dimensional personal information network; 

[1.3] (c) transmitting an invitation to establish a link with the event node server to the devices 
corresponding to each node in the projection formed in step (b) 
[1.4] (d) receiving a response from at least one of the devices from step (c) accepting the invitation to 
establish a link with the event node server 

[1.5] (e) establishing a link with each device accepting the invitation 

’454 Patent, -529 EX1001, Claim 1.
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’454 Patent – Independent Claim 20
IPR2024-00529 (’454 Patent) – Claim 20

[20.P] A system for creating a projection of a situational network, the system comprising:  

[20.1] an event node server, corresponding to a situation authority, configured to 
create an event node in a multi-dimensional personal information network, the event node 

corresponding to a situation, 
form a projection of nodes of the situational network using geographic locations of a plurality of 

devices corresponding to nodes in the multi-dimensional personal information network, 
transmit an invitation to establish a link with the event node server to the device corresponding to 

each node in the projection, 
receive a response from at least one of the devices accepting the invitation to establish a link with 

the event node server, and 
establish a link with each device accepting the invitation; and

[20.2] a plurality of devices configured to receive an invitation to establish a link with an event node server 
in response being included in a projection of nodes of the multidimensional personal information network, 
transmit a response accepting the invitation to establish a link with the event node server, and 
receive information about the situation from the event node server.

’454 Patent, -529 EX1001, Claim 20.
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’932 Patent – Independent Claim 12
IPR2024-00612 (’932 Patent) – Claim 12

[12.P] A method of presenting targeted advertising in a situational network, the method comprising: 

[12.A] obtaining an indication of an occurrence of a situation;

[12.B] establishing an event node for the situation in a multi-dimensional personal information network; 

[12.C] automatically connecting personal information aggregators corresponding to a plurality of individuals to 
the event node, the personal information aggregators each corresponding to a different node in the multi-
dimensional personal information network and assigned an access level according to a role of the respective 
individual within the situational network; 
[12.D] creating two or more projections of the nodes of the multi-dimensional personal information network 
based at least in part on the access levels of the individuals corresponding information [] aggregators; 
[12.E] aggregating information related to the situation received from the personal information aggregators 
connected through the situational network; 
[12.F] providing the information and at least one of a plurality of advertisements to each of the information 
aggregators based on which of the two or more projections includes the respective personal information 
aggregator.

’932 Patent, -612 EX1001, Claim 12.
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Claim Construction – “Event Node”
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Construction of “Event Node”

District Court’s Construction

“Needs no construction”

Markman Order, -529 EX2007 (-612 EX2007), 5-6;
-529 POR, 3-6; -612 POR, 1-3; -529 Reply, 2-5; -612 Reply, 2-6.
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Construction of “Event Node”

-529 Reply, 4; -612 Reply 3-4.

-529 EX1001, 20:1-5; also -612 EX1001, 19:51-55.

-529 EX1001, 30:36-38; also -612 EX1001, 30:20-22.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1021, ¶10.

Claims do not require communication about the situation by the event node.

The patents include embodiments with users 
sharing information directly with others.
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Construction of “Event Node”

-529 Reply, 3-4; -612 Reply, 2-3.

-529 EX1001, 7:37-52; also -612 EX1001, 7:24-39.

-529 EX1001, 14:59-15:9; also -612 EX1001, 14:41-58.

Specification provides examples, not a definition.
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Construction of “Event Node”

-529 Reply, 2-3; -612 Reply 3-5.

Dr. Rubin, -529 EX2009, ¶34; also -612 EX2009, ¶34.

Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1021, ¶12.

Claims do not require communication about the situation by the event node.

Dr. Rubin’s definition of a “node” 
does not require communication.
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Construction of “Event Node”

-529 Pet., 9-10; -612 Pet., 5.

Dr. Jansen, -612 EX1003, ¶38.Dr. Cooperstock, -529 EX1003, ¶47.

Meta’s experts agree. No construction is needed.
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Construction of “Event Node”

-529 POR, 3-6; -612 POR, 1-3; -529 Reply, 2-5; -612 Reply, 2-6.

Dr. Rubin, -529 EX2009, ¶69.

Dr. Rubin, -529 EX2009, ¶¶23-24; also -612 EX2009, ¶¶23-24.

* Dr. Rubin’s testimony includes a typographical error, incorrectly 
referring to “the ’345 Patent” instead of the ’454 and ’932 patents.

Dr. Rubin, -529 EX2009, ¶73; also -612 EX2009, ¶96.

Dr. Rubin purports to apply the District Court construction (i.e., “no construction”), but 
improperly reads in limitations from the specification in his analysis.
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