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BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 
 

ZTE (USA) INC., ZTE CORPORATION, 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., and 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., 
Petitioners, 

 
v. 
 

PAPST LICENSING GMBH & CO. KG, 
Patent Owner. 

______________ 
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_____________ 
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APPEARANCES: 
 
ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONER: 
 

Carrie A. Beyer, Esq. 
Brian C. Rupp, Esq. 
Nick Colic, Esq. 
Drinker Biddle & Reath LLP 
191 N. Wacker Drive, Suite 3700 
Chicago, Illinois  60606 
312-569-1000 

 
ON BEHALF OF THE PATENT OWNER: 
 

Nicholas T. Peters, Esq. 
Paul B. Henkelmann, Esq. 
Fitch Even Tabin & Flannery 
120 South LaSalle Street 
Chicago, Illinois  60603 
312-577-7000 

 
 
 
 The above-entitled matter came on for hearing on Tuesday, February 
13, 2018, commencing at 1:02 p.m., at the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office, Madison Building, 600 Dulany Street, Alexandria, Virginia. 
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P R O C E E D I N G S 1 

-    -    -    -    - 2 

          JUDGE CHANG:  So that the court reporter can 3 

capture all the names. 4 

          MS. BEYER:  This is Carrie Beyer on behalf of the 5 

petitioner.  Also with me are my co-counsel, Brian Rupp, and 6 

Nick Colic. 7 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Let me double check to see if the 8 

court reporter has all the names and the spellings of those 9 

names. 10 

          (Short pause.) 11 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Maybe patent owner's counsel, can 12 

you introduce yourself now and also spell your names, so that 13 

way the court reporter will clearly capture your names. 14 

          MR. PETERS:  Yes.  Nicholas Peters on behalf of 15 

the patent owner.  N-i-c-h-o-l-a-s, last name Peters, 16 

P-e-t-e-r-s. 17 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Thank you. 18 

          MR. PETERS:  And there's also counsel, my 19 

co-counsel, Paul Henkelmann. 20 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Petitioner's counsel, can you 21 

increase your volume, and patent owner's counsel, can you 22 

lower your volume, so that way we'll be more comfortable. 23 

          MS. BEYER:  Sure.  Thank you. 24 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Okay.  Before we begin, let me 25 

double check with the court reporter, does she have all the 26 
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names down. 1 

          (Short pause.) 2 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Great.  This is a telephonic oral 3 

hearing, and this is a hearing for IPR2017-00714, involving 4 

patent 6,470,399.  It is open to the public, and the 5 

transcript of this oral hearing will be entered into the 6 

file and available to the public. 7 

          Before we begin, I have a few procedural matters 8 

to go over.  This is a telephonic oral hearing so each 9 

counsel will have the opportunity to present their case, but 10 

be clear that when you refer to a specific demonstrative or 11 

a paper number, speak that carefully and also slowly, so that 12 

way we can capture all that in the file. 13 

          And one thing to note is the demonstrative 14 

exhibits are not evidence, and, also, they are not 15 

substantive briefs, but merely a visual aid for use during 16 

the oral hearing.  We note that the parties did not object 17 

to each other’s demonstratives, but the panel reviewed the 18 

demonstratives for compliance, and petitioner's 19 

demonstrative included 86 pages.  That's excessive in view 20 

of the oral hearing, it's only 20 minutes per party.  So 21 

petitioner may use the demonstrative during the oral 22 

hearing, but after the oral hearing, we'll enter an order 23 

expunging the petitioner's demonstratives. 24 

          And the second thing is, we noticed that patent 25 

owner's demonstrative exhibits was filed as Exhibit 2007, 26 
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which was previously used for the settlement agreement 1 

earlier.  Each exhibit should be numbered uniquely and 2 

sequentially.  So patent owner's demonstrative will be also 3 

expunged, but patent owner is authorized to re-file the 4 

demonstratives as Exhibit 2009. 5 

          Are there any questions?  Okay. 6 

          Then, consistent with our prior order, each party 7 

has 20 minutes to present its arguments.  Petitioner will 8 

proceed first to present its case as to the challenged 9 

claims.  Thereafter, patent owner will respond to 10 

petitioner's case.  Petitioner may reserve a small amount of 11 

the time for rebuttal, okay. 12 

          Are there any questions before we begin?  Okay. 13 

          Counsel for petitioner, you may start whenever you 14 

are ready, and please let me know how many minutes you would 15 

like to reserve for rebuttal time. 16 

          MS. BEYER:  Thank you, Your Honor.  I would like 17 

to reserve five minutes for rebuttal time, please. 18 

          JUDGE CHANG:  Okay. 19 

          MS. BEYER:  The board instituted trial under a 20 

single section, 103(a), obviousness grounds, as shown on 21 

slide 3 of Exhibit 1025.  This proceeding relates to Claims 22 

1 through 3, 5, 6, 11, 14, and 15 of the '399 patent.  Of 23 

these, Claims 1, 11, and 14 are independent claims.  The 24 

issues here are largely uncontested, and the primary dispute 25 

relates to the "whereupon" clause in independent claims. 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.


