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I. Introduction 

The Board should find that claims 1-6 and 8 of the ’433 Patent are not 

patentable based upon the instituted grounds of this proceeding. The ’433 Patent 

broadly claims conventional voice messaging and storage techniques already 

known and employed at the time of the patent. To avoid the compelling evidence 

showing obviousness, Patent Owner (“PO”) hangs its arguments on an overly 

narrow interpretation of the term “instant voice messaging application” being 

required to reside only on a single client device—which is unsupported by any 

disclosure in the patent specification—although the prior art provided in this 

proceeding renders the claims obvious even under Patent Owner’s narrow 

construction. And the PO attempts to articulate reasons why storage, i.e., the 

claimed message database and file manager system, is somehow different based on 

its location—central vs. local—even when a same system can be used at either 

location without modification. 

II. Claim Construction 

A. The specification does not describe the “instant voice messaging 
application” as being limited to residing on a single device since it 
is not mentioned once in the specification. 

PO banks almost its entire case on the “instant voice messaging application” 

only being able to reside on a single device “at the particular client where the 

claimed ‘instant voice message’ originates.” (Paper 11, POR, 9.) As shown below, 

this position is incorrect for several reasons. Moreover, the cited prior art teaches 
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