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P R O C E E D I N G S 

-    -    -    -    -   1 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Good afternoon.  Judge Moore, may I get 2 

started? 3 

JUDGE MOORE:  Yes. 4 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you.  Apologies, I have difficulty seeing 5 

my colleague in Alexandria.  We will hear argument now in IPR2017-00648 6 

and IPR2017-00699, National Oilwell Varco L.P., v. Technical Industries, 7 

Inc., concerning U.S. patent Nos. 7,263,887 B2 and 7,401,518 B2.  At this 8 

time we'd ask counsel to introduce themselves and their colleagues 9 

beginning with counsel for Petitioner. 10 

MR. BOWICK:  Yes.  Bobby Bowick, and with me is Bradford Laney 11 

for Petitioner National Oilwell Varco. 12 

JUDGE HARLOW:  thank you, Mr. Bowick. 13 

MR. LEMOINE:  Judges, Joe Lemoine for Patent Owner, Technical 14 

Industries, and with me is Mr. Ted Anthony, co-counsel. 15 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you, Mr. Lemoine, and welcome to the 16 

Board.  Before we turn to the substance of today's proceedings there are 17 

several preliminary matters we would like to address.  First, beginning with 18 

Mr. Lemoine, counsel for Patent Owner, it's the understanding of the panel 19 

that Patent Owner has represented both in its preliminary response as well as 20 

its Patent Owner response that Patent Owner wishes to disclaim certain 21 

claims of the challenged patents; is that correct? 22 

MR. LEMOINE:  That is correct. 23 
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JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you.  For clarity of the record, would 1 

Patent Owner be amenable to filing within two weeks a request for adverse 2 

judgment in order to formally disclaim those claims? 3 

MR. LEMOINE:  We would, Your Honor. 4 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you.  Petitioner, would you have any 5 

objection to that procedure? 6 

MR. BOWICK:  No objection. 7 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you.  Patent Owner, we direct you to our 8 

rules and in particular 37 C.F.R.§42.73 which govern requests for adverse 9 

judgment, but this should be a very straightforward filing and to the extent 10 

either party has any questions please feel free to contact us via email. 11 

MR. LEMOINE:  Thank you. 12 

JUDGE HARLOW:  With that out of the way, counsel for Petitioner, 13 

when we were reviewing the record in preparation for today's hearing it 14 

came to our attention that it appears Petitioner has filed excerpts instead of 15 

full transcripts for certain depositions.  Am I reading the record correctly? 16 

MR. BOWICK:  That would be correct. 17 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you.  Again, to have a full and complete 18 

and clear record, we would request that Petitioner go ahead and file full 19 

transcripts as exhibits as well as any exhibits that were used during 20 

depositions, noticed and taken by Petitioner, but that are not already of 21 

record.  Does that make sense? 22 

MR. BOWICK:  Yes.  One question with respect to that.  You want us 23 

to substitute those depositions with the exhibits for the existing exhibits in 24 

the record or file them as new exhibits to the IPR? 25 
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JUDGE HARLOW:  If we were to substitute those exhibits, would 1 

that cause problems for citations in Petitioner's filings? 2 

MR. BOWICK:  I don't believe it would.  I just want to make sure that 3 

we follow the Court's practice and give you guys what you want. 4 

MR. LEMOINE:  May I respectfully attempt to be helpful here?   5 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Certainly, Mr. Lemoine. 6 

MR. LEMOINE:  The Petitioner, the depositions that you had filed 7 

excerpts for Bobby, we have gone ahead and filed full transcripts of those in 8 

the record and they are already in the record.  We can give the particular 9 

exhibit numbers and I don't know if you have to re-file them or just make 10 

reference to them because we did go ahead and already put the full 11 

transcripts into the record.  I don't know if that helps save a few trees at 12 

least. 13 

JUDGE HARLOW:  Thank you, Mr. Lemoine.  Our normal 14 

procedure pursuant to our records requires that the party noticing and taking 15 

the deposition file the transcripts, however in view of the fact that it sounds 16 

like the transcripts may already be of record we may be able to go ahead and 17 

make an exception in this instance.  What I would ask the parties to do is 18 

within two weeks to send an email to the Board indicating whether indeed 19 

all of the transcripts and all of the exhibits used during those depositions 20 

exist in their entirety somewhere in the record.  If they do, then the Board 21 

can address any concerns we might have about who filed what and make that 22 

of record.  But as an initial step if the parties are agreeable to it, if the parties 23 

wouldn't mind conferring and then sending an email to the Board confirming 24 

whether each transcript and exhibit used in the depositions is already of 25 

record. 26 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


