
 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

——————— 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

——————— 

 

Cisco Systems, Inc., 
Petitioner 

v. 

Egenera, Inc. 
Patent Owner 

 
 

——————— 

 

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW 

OF 

U.S. PATENT NO. 7,231,430 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

PETITIONER’S EXHIBIT LIST .............................................................................. 4 

I. Mandatory Notices ............................................................................................. 5 

A. Real Party-in-Interest................................................................................. 5 

B. Related Matters .......................................................................................... 5 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information ............................... 5 

II. Grounds for Standing ......................................................................................... 6 

III. Requested Relief ................................................................................................ 6 

IV. Reasons for the Requested Relief ...................................................................... 6 

A. ’430 patent ................................................................................................. 6 

B. Priority Date .............................................................................................. 7 

C. Prosecution History ................................................................................... 8 

D. Summary of the Petition ............................................................................ 8 

E. Challenged Claims ..................................................................................... 9 

V. Claim Construction ............................................................................................ 9 

VI. Statutory Grounds for Challenges ..................................................................... 9 

VII. Grosner is Prior Art under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) .................................................10 

VIII. Note Regarding Page Citations & Emphasis ...................................................21 

IX. Identification of How the Claims are Unpatentable ........................................22 

A. Challenge #1: Claims 3, 4, 7, and 8 are obvious under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) over Aziz in view of Grosner .....................................................22 

1. Aziz .................................................................................................22 

2 
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 

2. Grosner ............................................................................................23 

3. Reasons to Combine ........................................................................26 

4. Detailed Claim Analysis .................................................................33 

B. Challenge #2: Claims 1, 2, 5, and 6 are rendered obvious under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) by Aziz in view of Grosner and further in view of 
Katzri .......................................................................................................82 

1. Katzri ...............................................................................................82 

2. Reasons to Combine ........................................................................83 

3. Detailed Claim Analysis .................................................................85 

X. Conclusion .......................................................................................................91 

XI. Certificate of Word Count ...............................................................................92 

Certificate of Service ...............................................................................................93 

  

3 
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 

PETITIONER’S EXHIBIT LIST 

April 28, 2017 

CSCO-1001 U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 to Brownell et al. (“the ’430 patent”) 

CSCO-1002 Prosecution File History of U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 

CSCO-1003 Provisional Application No. 60/285,296 (“the ’296 provisional 
application”) 

CSCO-1004 Declaration of Dr. Prashant Shenoy under 37 C.F.R. § 1.68 

CSCO-1005 Curriculum Vitae of Dr. Prashant Shenoy 

CSCO-1006 U.S. Patent No. 6,597,956 to Aziz et al. (“Aziz”) 

CSCO-1007 U.S. Patent No. 7,089,293 to Grosner et al. (“Grosner”) 

CSCO-1008 U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/245,295 to Grosner et 
al. (“Grosner provisional application”) 

CSCO-1009 U.S. Patent No. 6,639,901 to Katzri et al. (“Katzri”) 

CSCO-1010 Declaration of David Bader 

CSCO-1011 Freedman, A., COMPUTER DESKTOP ENCYCLOPEDIA, 9th ed. (2001) 
(selected pages) 

CSCO-1012 Gallo, M., NETWORKING EXPLAINED, 2nd ed., (2002) (selected 
pages) 

CSCO-1013 Jones, V., HIGH AVAILABILITY NETWORKING WITH CISCO, (2000) 
(selected pages) 

 

4 
f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Petition for Inter Partes Review of U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 

I. MANDATORY NOTICES 

A. Real Party-in-Interest  

The Petitioner and real party in interest is Cisco Systems, Inc. 

B. Related Matters 

As of the filing date of this petition and to the best knowledge of the 

Petitioner, U.S. Patent No. 7,231,430 (“the ’430 patent”) is involved in the 

following litigation: Egenera, Inc. v. Cisco Systems, Inc. (No. 1-16-cv-11613, D. 

Mass.). 

C. Lead and Back-up Counsel and Service Information 

Lead Counsel 
David L. McCombs 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
Phone:  214-651-5533 
Fax:  214-200-0853 
david.mccombs.ipr@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 32,271 

Back-up Counsel 
Theodore M. Foster 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
Phone:  972-739-8649 
Fax:  214-200-0853 
ipr.theo.foster@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 57,456 

 
and 
 
R. Whitman Burns 
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 
2323 Victory Ave. Suite 700 
Dallas, TX 75219 

 
 
 
Phone:  972-739-8782 
Fax:  214-200-0853 
whitman.burns.ipr@haynesboone.com 
USPTO Reg. No. 63,895 
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