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P R O C E E D I N G S 1 

           JUDGE QUINN:  All right.  Apologies for the slight 2 

delay.  Let's call the case.  This is oral argument for 3 

IPR2017-1993 concerning Patent No. 9,414,199.  The caption is 4 

Apple, Inc. versus Uniloc 2017, LLC. 5 

           The total argument time will be 45 minutes per side, 6 

starting with Petitioner, rebuttal by Patent Owner, and then 7 

respective parties will also have replies.  Okay.  So who is here for 8 

Petitioner? 9 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Luann Simmons 10 

with O'Melveny & Myers for Petitioner Apple, and I'm joined by my 11 

client, Marc Breverman, in-house counsel at Apple, and my 12 

colleague from O'Melveny, Vincent Zhou. 13 

          JUDGE QUINN:  Welcome. 14 

          And for Patent Owner, who do we have? 15 

          MR. MANGRUM:  Good afternoon, Your Honors.  Brett 16 

Mangrum with Uniloc 2017, LLC, the Patent Owner.  I will be 17 

presenting today. 18 

          JUDGE QUINN:  That would be Ms. Luann? 19 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Yes, Your Honor. 20 

          JUDGE QUINN:  Okay.  Ms. Simmons. 21 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Ms. Simmons.  Luann Simmons. 22 

          JUDGE QUINN:  Will you be presenting? 23 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Yes, ma'am. 24 
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          JUDGE QUINN:  Okay.  All right.  Just some housekeeping. 1 

I didn't see any objections to the demonstratives; is that 2 

correct? 3 

          MS. SIMMONS:  That is correct, Your Honor. 4 

          JUDGE QUINN:  Okay.  All right.  And I know that we 5 

have -- we don't have them displayed but that's okay, because each 6 

of my colleagues has an electronic copy.  So if you can remember 7 

to speak out loud what slide number you're on, we can follow you 8 

right along.  Okay? 9 

          Petitioner, if you're ready. 10 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Yes, Your Honor. 11 

          JUDGE QUINN:  Just let me know how much time you want to 12 

reserve, and I will be keeping track with a timer. 13 

          MS. SIMMONS:  And, Your Honor, you said you have a copy 14 

of the slides.  We have additional if you need them. 15 

          JUDGE QUINN:  I always welcome more paper, believe it or 16 

not.  Thank you. 17 

          Did you provide a copy to the court reporter? 18 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Yes, Your Honor, I did. 19 

          JUDGE QUINN:  And Patent Owner, did you provide a copy? 20 

          MR. MANGRUM:  Yes, Your Honor. 21 

          JUDGE QUINN:  How much time would you like to reserve? 22 

          MS. SIMMONS:  I would like to reserve 15 minutes, Your 23 

Honor. 24 
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          JUDGE QUINN:  Okay.  Whenever you're ready. 1 

          MS. SIMMONS:  Thank you. 2 

          Good afternoon, Your Honors.  Luann Simmons for the 3 

Petitioner, Apple.  The key dispute that is presented to the Board 4 

in this review is a claim construction dispute.  The parties 5 

dispute the proper interpretation of one term.  The term is 6 

"predetermined maximum amount of time." 7 

          Under the -- no other claim construction disputes exist. 8 

          Under the plain meaning of that term, which is what 9 

Apple argues is the correct interpretation, there is no dispute 10 

that all claims of the '199 patent are obvious based on 11 

Petitioner's grounds 1 and 2 presented in the petition.  But even 12 

under the Patent Owner's proposed narrow construction of the 13 

disputed term, the Board should still find that all claims are 14 

invalid -- of the '199 patent are invalid under Apple's third and 15 

fourth grounds presented in the petition. 16 

          The record evidence, we submit, shows two things: Number 17 

one, that the plain meaning should be applied to this disputed 18 

term, and number two, that the plain meaning should not be 19 

narrowed in the way that the Patent Owner has proposed.  In its 20 

institution decision, the Board preliminarily agreed with Apple's 21 

interpretation of the plain meaning of this term. 22 

          Now, the Board did note, of course, that the record was 23 

not yet complete at that point.  Well, the record is now complete, 24 
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