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JERRY T. SEWELL MAILED
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EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. : 90012149

PATENT NO. : 6779118

ART UNIT : 3993 , ' ‘

Enclosed is a copy of the latest communication from the United States Patent and Trademark

Office in the above identified ex parte reexamination proceeding (37 CFR 1.550(f)).

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the time for filing a

reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be

acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(9)).
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
  

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

PO. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

 

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC : I (For Patent Owner)
2845 Duke Street '

Alexandria VA 22314 M’ AlLED

JUL 1 8 2012
JERRY T. SEWELL : (For Third Party CBVTHAL
1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 ; Requester) "EWINATION umv
NASHVILLE, TN 37203—2761

In re: Ikudome et a1.

Ex Parte Reexamination Proceeding : DECISION ON PETITION

Control No.: 90/012,149 : UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.181 & 1.515(c)

Deposited: February 17, 2012 '

For: US. Patent No.: 6,779,] 18

This is a decision on the petition filed by the third party requester on April 19, 2012, entitled

“PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION OF

DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION,” [hereinafter “the petition”].

Petitioner seeks review of the Order Denying Request for Ex Parte Reexamination mailed March

20, 2012.

The petition is before the Director of the Central Reexamination Unit.

The petition is denied.
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REVIEW OF RELEVANT FACTS

0 US. Patent No. 6,779,118 [“the ‘118 patent”] issued on August 17, 2004.

o A request for ex parte reexamination of claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 of the ‘118

patent was filed February 17, 2012 and assigned control no. 90/012,149.

0 An order denying the request for reexamination was issued on March 20, 2012.

o On April 19, 2012, the third party requester timely filed the instant petition for

reconsideration of the denial of the request. '

o The ‘1 18 patent was also the subject of now concluded reexamination proceeding

90/009,301 [“the ‘9301 proceeding”]. Relevant prosecution will be discussed below.

DECISION

Standard of Review

37 CFR § 1.515(0) provides for the filing ofa petition under 37 CFR § 1.181 to review an

examiner’s determination refusing to order ex parte reexamination. The CRU Director’s review

on petition is de novo. Therefore, the review will determine whether the examiner’s refusal to

order reexamination was correct, and will not necessarily indicate agreement or disagreement

with every aspect of the examiner’s rationale for denying the request.

The Legal Standard for Ordering Reexamination

A review of 35 U.S.C. §§ 302 and 303 reveals that, by statute, ex parte reexamination of a

United States Patent is only authorized when a consideration of prior art consisting of patents or

printed publications establishes that a substantial new question of patentability exists with

respect to one or more claims of that patent. 35 U.S.C. § 302 requires that a request for ex parte

reexamination be based upon prior art as set forth in 35 U.S.C. § 301, that is, prior art consisting

of patents or printed publications, while 37 CFR § 1.510(b)(1) requires that a request for ex parte

reexamination include “a statement pointing out each substantial new question of patentability

based on the cited patents and printed publications.” A substantial question of patentability

(SNQ) is raised by a cited patent or printed publication when there is a substantial likelihood that

a reasonable examiner would consider the prior art patent or printed publication important in

Panasonic-101 1
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deciding whether or not the claim is patentable. If the prior art patents and printed publications

relied upon in the request raise a substantial question of patentability, then a “substantial new

question of patentability” is present,unless the same question of patentability has already been
decided by a final court holding of invalidity after all appeals, or by the Office in an earlier

examination or in a reexamination of a patent. If a substantial new question of patentability is

found to be raised, an order granting ex parte reexamination of the patent is issued.

Summary of the Prior Prosecution with Respect to the ‘ l 18 Patent

The present request for reexamination is drawn to claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27. The ‘ l 18

patent was previously the subject of reexamination proceeding 90/009,301. In that proceeding a

final rejection was issued August 2, 2010 rejecting claims 1-31, 33-36, 38—41 and 43-46 as

obvious over US. Patent No. 6,088,451 to He et al. [“He”] in View of US. Patent No. 6,233,686

to Zenchelsky et al. [“Zenchelsky”]. Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 were rejected as obvious over He

in View of Zenchelsky, and further in view of admitted prior art [‘~‘APA”]. On appeal, the Board

reversed the rejections of claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41 and 43-46, affirmed the rejections of claims

32, 37, 42 and 47, and issued new grounds of rejection of claims 1, 8, 15 and 25 as obvious over

He, Zenchelsky and APA. Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 depended from claims 1, 8, 15 and 25,

therefore the Board simply said that the independent claims would be rejected over He,

Zenchelsky and APA for the same reasons as the dependent claims. The Board did not issue new

grounds of rejection for the other dependent claims.

Upon return ofjurisdiction to the examiner, the patent owner made several amendments. It

cancelled claims 1, 8, 15, 25, 32, 37, 42 and 47, all claims still under rejection after the Board

decision. It kept as original the no-longer-rejected claims 2-7, 9—14 and 24. It amended claims

16-23 and 26-27; these amendments were minor changes to correct typographical errors and to

place some claims in independent form. Other amendments were made that are not relevant to

the instant proceeding. ‘

The examiner issued a Notice of Intent to Issue the Reexamination Certificate [“NIRC”] on

January 6, 2012, determining that all pending claims were confirmed or patentable. As to claims

2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27, the examiner stated, in several sections:

The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences Decision of August 23, 2011 indicates the

proposed rejection of these claims has been reversed (decision at page 10). No proposed

' new grounds of rejection are indicated. The remaining prior art of record has been

considered and not found to raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by

the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, claims [2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and

26-27] are [confirmed/patentable].

Panasonic-101 1
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NIRC mailed January 6, 2012 at pp. 2-3. The reexamination certificate issued March 27, 2012.

In summary, the rejections based on He in View of Zenchelsky were reversed by the Board.

Rejections based on He, Zenchelsky and APA were affirmed, and new grounds of rejection of

some claims were also instituted by the Board based on this combination. The Board did not

apply this combination to other claims

Analysis of the Request for Reexamination and the Denial of the Request

The present request for reexamination proposes that claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 are

obvious over He in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of APA. As noted, these claims

were rejected in the previous proceeding as obvious over He in view of Zenchelsky. The Board

reversed that rejection, finding that the references lacked the “redirection server” of the

independent claims. The Board affirmed rejections of other dependent claims where APA was

added to the combination, finding that APA teaches a redirection server. The Board entered new

grounds of rejection for the independent claims only, rejecting them over He, Zenchelsky and
APA. The Board did not address the merits of claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 individually;

the rejections were reversed due to the reversal as to the independent claims, and the new

grounds were not applied to these claims. The requester argues that He, Zenchelsky and APA

should now be applied to these claims as well.

The reexamination examiner denied the present request seemingly for two reasons. He stated

that the request was premature because the claims, as amended in the previous reexamination,

had not yet published, therefore the request was drawn to these not-yet-existing claims rather

than the claims in effect at the time of the determination, as required by MPEP § 2240(11). Order

mailed March 20, 2012 at 2. He also stated that the request appears to allege an SNQ based on

issues currently pending before the Office, and stated there was no SNQ over and above such

issues. Id. at 2-3. This would apparently mean that the requester presented the same question of

patentability as addressed in the previous examination.

Petitioner argues that that the request sufficiently addresses the claims of the patent, the claims

that were in effect at the time of the determination as required by 35 U.S.C. § 303 and 37 CFR §

1.515(a). The Director agrees with petitioner. In this case the relevant claims are those that

originally issued in the ‘118 patent, as the 90/009,301 certificate did not issue until after the

determination. Claims 2-7 and 9-14 have not been changed and remain as originally present in

the ‘118 patent. The request addresses those claims, as originally patented, therefore the request

is properly grounded in the statute in that its proposed SNQs “affect[] any claim of the patent” as

required by 35 U.S.C. § 303(a). It likewise addresses “the claims in effect at the time of the

determination” as required by 37 CFR § 1.‘515(a). The Director therefore does not deny the

request for this reason.

Panasonic-101 1

Page 8 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 9 of 307

Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 Page 5

The request also addresses other claims as they were amended in the ‘9301 proceeding. As

stated, the certificate had not yet issued at the time of the determination, so those claims were not

yet in effect at that time. The MPEP, however, recognizes this precise issue, and permits a

requester to address proposed amended claims from other co-pending proceedings “to permit

examination of the entire patent package” so long as the request is otherwise properly based in

the claims in effect at that time. MPEP § 2240(11). The present request satisfies these

requirements, as it is grounded at least on original claims 2-7 and 9-14, and as MPEP § 2240(11)

tells us it would be a waste of resources to prevent the addressing of the proposed (at the time)

amended claims and require the parties to wait for the actual issuance of the certificate.

Accordingly, the request was not improper for being drawn to claims not in effect at the time of
the determination.1

The main issue now is whether the request has presented a substantial new question of

patentability. There is little question the request has set forth a question of patentability, the only

question is whether it is new.

A clear question of patentability has been raised in light of the prosecution of the ‘9301

proceeding. In that proceeding all of the claims at issue here were rejected as obvious over He in

view of Zenchelsky. The Board addressed only the independent claims, and reversed the

rejections based on the references lacking a feature. The Board however replaced those reversed

rejections with a new rejection, adding APA to the combination. The Board, however never

addressed the dependent claims, including 2-7, 9-14, 16—23 and 26-27. Given that the reversal

was only based on the independent claims, the reversed rejections were basically corrected by

adding APA, and there was no finding of error in the original application of He and Zenchelsky

to the dependent claims, a reasonable examiner would conclude that adding APA would also be

important to the dependent claims. Thus, the requester’s application of He, Zenchelsky and APA'

to substantially the same claims raises a question of patentability.

The question then is whether the question of patentability is “new.” A first issue is whether this

combination was considered by the Board as to the dependent claims. The Director finds that

there is no evidence that the Board considered the combination as to the dependent claims. 37

CFR § 41 .50(b) permits the Board to set forth a new ground of rejection, but the rule says the

Board “may” include a new ground of rejection, and indeed MPEP § 1213.02 tells usthat “the

exercise of authority under 37 CFR 41 .50(b) is discretionary.” MPEP § 1213.02 further tells us

that because it is discretionary, “no inference should be drawn from a failure to exercise that

This analysis was technically unnecessary in light of the de novo review and the denial for other reasons The

issue was important to address, however, as it appeared to be a primary reason for the examiner denying the request
and because it was the primary issue addressedIn the petition.

Panasonic-101 1
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discretion.” That the Board declined to reject claims 2 et a]. under the'combination with APA
therefore does not tell us whether the Board actually considered such a rejection.

The final issue is whether the examiner considered the combination. Again, the examiner

explicitly recited in the NIRC, as to the claims at issue here:

The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences Decision of August 23, 2011 indicate the

proposed rejection of these claims has been reversed (decision at page 10). No proposed

new grounds of rejection are indicated. The remaining prior art of record has been

considered and not found to raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by

the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, claims [2-7, 9-14, 16—24 and

26-27] are [confirmed/patentable].

NIRC mailed January 6, 2012 at pp. 2—3. The examiner had the combination of He, Zenchelsky

and APA before him; he himself rejected some claims over this combination, and the Board

rejected additional claims over this combination. The examiner said that “[t]he remaining prior

art has been considered and not found to raise further issues beyond those issues already

addressed by the” Board. The examiner was specifically aware of the combination, considered it

with respect to these claims, yet declined to make the rejection. The issue was therefore squarely

before the examiner during the previous examination, so it is not a new question of patentability.

It is noted that the requester disagrees, arguing that the examiner did not consider this question of

patentability as to these claims in the NIRC. It suggests that the examiner was confused by the

Board, and believed that the Board confirmed the patentability of the dependent claims or

mandated allowance of the claims over the art mentioned in the decision. Request pp. 10-11.

This is pure speculation and there is nothing in the record to indicate that the examiner was not
aware that he could enter a new rejection after the Board decision. See 37 CFR §§ 41 .50(b)(1)

(discussing reopening of prosecution after new ground of rejection); 1.198 (reopening of

prosecution with Director approval); MPEP §§ 1214.06(IV); 1214.07.

The requester also brushes aside the statement by the examiner from the block quote above,

stating “the examiner did not consider the patentability of the claims in view of He et al.,

Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Rather, the Examiner only considered the remaining prior

art of record prior to issuing the” NIRC. Request p. 11. The Director cannot agree. There is no

evidence that “remaining” means “all of the art that was not mentioned by the Board.” If

anything, the “remaining art” would mean the art other than that ofthe reversed rejection, and
therefore would include APA. The evidence does not show that the examiner failed to consider

this combination as to the claims at issue.

The purpose of reexamination is to address questions of patentability that were not before the

Office previously, not to question the previous examiner’s judgment. See In re Swanson, 88

Panasonic-101 1
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USPQ2d 1196, 1201-02, 1204-05 (Fed. Cir. 2008) (discussing the legislative history and the use

of old art in raising an SNQ). The request amounts to “we are applying the references in the

same way, we just think the examiner missed that he could reject.” As the Federal Circuit has

explained, the substantial new question requirement “guard[s] against simply repeating the prior

examination on the same issues” and prevents “[a] second examination, on the identical ground

that had previously been raised and overcome.” In re Recreative Technologies, 38 USPQ2d

1776, 1777—78 (Fed. Cir. 1996). The Office has already had this combination of references

before it and deemed all of the claims patentable. The Office will not reconsider that decision

absent some new and different evidence, argument, interpretation, or the like. There is no

indication that this old art is being viewed in a new light or a different way than it was

previously, or with some new interpretation of the references. There is no evidence that the

examiner failed to appreciate that he was permitted to reject the claims. There is nothing to show

that the questions of patentability are new and different than those from the previous
examination.

Accordingly, because the combination was before the examiner during the previous examination,

the requester has not raised a substantial new question of patentability. The petition filed April

19, 2012 is denied and the request for reexamination is denied.
  

CONCLUSION

1. Based on a de novo review of the record as a whole, the petition is denied.
 

2. Accordingly, the request for ex parte reexamination of claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 is
denied.

3. This decision is final and nonappealable. 35 U.S.C. § 303(c) & 37 CFR § 1.515(c). No

further communication on this matter will be acknowledged or considered.

4. Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed to Alexander Kosowski,

Supervisory Patent Examiner, at (571) 272-3744 or Mark Reinhart, Supervisory Patent
Examiner, at (571) 272-1611..

lrem ggcel
Director, Central Reexamination Unit
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patent No. : 6,779,118

Reexamination Control No. : 90/012,149

Filed : February 2, 2012

Examiner : John Hotaling

Art Unit : 3992

Confirmation No. : 4719

AUTHORIZATION TO CHARGE DEPOSIT ACCOUNT

ACCOMPANYING

PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION

OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Commissioner for Patents

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

This authorization to charge Deposit Account No. 503550 accompanies a Petition

under 37 CFR §§1.515(c) AND 1.18 for Reconsideration of Denial of Request for

Ex Parte Reexamination.

Neither MPEP 2228 nor 37 CFR 1.515 nor 37 CFR 1.181 specifies a fee that

must accompany the Petition. Accordingly, no fee is being submitted herewith.

However, if any fee is required for the Petition, the Commissioner is authorized to

charge the fee to the undersigned attorney’s Deposit Account No. 503550 associated

with Customer No. 51476.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: April 19, 2012 By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/

Jerry Turner Sewell
Customer No. 51476

Registration No. 31,567

Requestor of Record
949-433-2849

Panasonic-101 1

Page 12 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 13 of 307
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Application Number: 90012149

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention: User Specific Automatic Data Redirection System

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: 6779118

Customer Number: 40401

Jerry T. Sewell

Filer Authorized By:

Attorney Docket Number: R1341006C

Receipt Date: 19-APR-2012

Filing Date: 17-FEB-2012

Time Stamp: 20:12:34

Application Type: Reexam (Third Party)

 
Payment information:

Submitted with Payment

File Listing:
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101 O1 -002 RX_Authorization_to

_Charge_Deposit_Account.pdf d9253a3706a878e9ce49ae1cheaI 3874fc0
560b

This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO ofthe indicated documents,

characterized by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a
Post Card, as described in MPEP 503.

Miscellaneous Incoming Letter

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

lfa new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for a filing date (see 37 CFR

1.53(b)—(d) and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this

Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the filing date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371

lfa timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35

U.S.C. 371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a

national stage submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

lfa new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for

an international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number

and ofthe International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning

national security, and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of

the application.
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patent No. : 6,779,118

Reexamination Control No. : 90/012,149

Filed : February 2, 2012

Examiner : John Hotaling

Art Unit : 3992

Confirmation No. : 4719

PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION

OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Commissioner for Patents

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

The Requestor of the above-identified ex parte reexamination hereby petitions for

reconsideration of the March 20, 2012 Order Denying Ex Parte Reexamination

("Order").

Requestor filed a Request for Reexamination (the "Request") on February 2,

2012, which identified Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of US Patent No. 6,779,118

for reexamination. The Order found that the request was improper in view of the prior

pending reexamination with Control No. 90/009,301 (the "prior reexamination"). As

stated in the Order:

The proposed [substantial new question] stems from a Board decision in a

concurrent pending Reexamination proceeding 90/009301. The request

appears to allege an SNQ based on issues currently pending before the

office. While the claims in the pending reexamination appear to have

been amended and a NIRC is pending, these claims have not yet

published. Therefore the request appears to be premature and not clearly

based on claims in effect at the time of the request as required by MPEP

2240(ll).

Order at 2 (emphasis in original).
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Application No.: 90/012,149

Filing Date: February 2, 2012

Requestor respectfully disagrees. Although a second reexamination request

must be based on the claims in effect at the time of the determination1 and not claims

amended during a concurrent reexamination, the Order failed to observe that the

present Request for Reexamination is in fact based on the claims in effect at the

time of the determination.

Indeed, this must be so because Claims 2—7 and 9-14 were not amended at all

during the prior reexamination. Thus, at a minimum, the Request is based on Claims 2-

7 and 9-14 as they were in effect at the time of the determination, so reexamination is

proper on those claims.

Requestor’s arguments on Claims 16-24 and 26-27 are permitted as “information

directed to a proposed new or amended claim in the pending reexamination” presented

to “permit examination of the entire patent package.” MPEP § 2240(ll). Furthermore,

Claims 16-24 and 26-27 were only amended in insubstantial ways, so the claims in the

prior reexamination are essentially identical to those in effect at the time of the

determination. Thus, reexamination is also proper on Claims 16-24 and 26-27.

Since Requestor applied the correct claims in the Request for Reexamination,

the Request should be granted and a new reexamination should proceed. Since a

Reexamination Certificate has already issued in the prior reexamination, any

reexamination proceedings based on the present Request should apply the claims as

issued in the Reexamination Certificate. However, Claims 2—7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27

in the Reexamination Certificate are essentially identical to the corresponding claims of

the original patent, so the arguments presented in the present Request apply equally to

render the claims of the Reexamination Certificate unpatentable.

Statement of Facts

On August 17, 2004, US Patent No. 6,779,118 to lkudome et al. (“the ’118

patent”) issued.

The prior reexamination, with Control No. 90/009,301, was filed December 17,

2008. A Notice of Intent to Issue a Reexamination Certificate was issued in that prior

1 Although the Order refers to the “claims in effect at the time of the request,” the
relevant rule refers to the “claims in effect at the time of the determination.” 37 CFR

§ 1.515; MPEP § 2240(ll).
-2-
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reexamination on January 6, 2012. Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate No. 8926 in that

reexamination issued on March 27, 2012.

Throughout the prior reexamination, Claims 2-7 and 9-14 were not amended at

all.

Claims 16-24 were dependent claims in the original patent. Independent base

Claim 15 was cancelled in the reexamination. Claims 16-23 were each amended during

reexamination to present each claim as an independent claim that included limitations

from Claim 15. During the course of the reexamination, Claim 15 was amended to

correct the misspelled word “programmed” to “programmed;” to revise the phrase “to

control passing” to “control dai passing;” to revise the phrase “to allow modification” to

“allow automated modification;” and to revise the phrase “the user access” to “the user

accesses.”

Claims 18, 21 and 22 were further amended to correct the ungrammatical phrase

“the user access” to “the user accesses” at a second location in each of the claims.

Claim 24 depends from amended Claim 23 and was deemed to patentable

because of the dependence from a patentable claim.

Claim 26 was amended to correct the ungrammatical phrase “the user access” to

“the user accesses.”

Claim 27 was amended to modify the phrase “the location or locations the user

access” to “a location or locations the user accesses.”

The Patent Owner stated that all of the amendments, other than the bodily

incorporation of the text from Claim 15 into dependent Claims 16-24, were made “to

correct minor typographical and grammatical errors,” as set forth on page 10 of the

attached Exhibit A (November 14, 2009 Patent Owner’s “Response under 37 CFR

1.111 and Proposed Amendment under 37 CFR 1.530” in Reexamination Proceeding

90/009,301). The Patent Owner also stated that “the original patented claims 15, 18,

21, 26, and 27 are merely ungrammatical,” as set forth on page 8 of attached Exhibit B

(October 4, 2010 Patent Owner’s “After Final Response under 37 CFR 1.116 and

Proposed Amendment” in Reexamination Proceeding 90/009,301. The bodily

incorporation of Claim 15 into Claims 16-24 did not change the scope of Claims 16-24.
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Thus, except for correction of minor typographical and grammatical errors, amended

Claims 16-24 do not differ from the claims in the original patent.

The present Request for Reexamination was filed February 12, 2012. On March

20, 2012, the present Request was denied in the Order Denying Request for Ex Parte

Reexamination, on the grounds that the Request was not based on the claims in effect

at the time of the request, but rather on the claims as amended during the prior

reexamination.

The Reexamination Reguest Should Be Granted Because It Was Based on the

Claims in Effect at the Time of the Determination

37 CFR § 1.515 states that an examiner will “determine whether or not a

substantial new question of patentability affecting any claim of the patent is raised by

the request and the prior art cited therein, with or without consideration of other patents

or printed publications. The examiner's determination will be based on the claims in

effect at the time of the determination.”

Regarding the present Request, it is undisputed that the “claims in effect” are the

claims that issued on August 17, 2004, as U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118. The Request was

based on Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of that patent. Therefore, contrary to the

Order’s assertion, the present Request is based on the claims in effect at the time of the

determination. Accordingly, the Request for Reexamination should be granted.

The Order provides no reason to believe otherwise. It states that “the request

appears to allege an SNQ based on issues currently pending before the office,” but it

does not state that the request is based on claims currently pending before the Office.

The Order fails to identify a single difference between the claims in effect at the time of

the determination and the claims requested for reexamination.

The present Request identified Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 for

reexamination. Of the identified claims, Claims 2-7 and 9-14 remained unamended

throughout the prior reexamination, so those claims are exactly identical to the claims in

effect at the time of the determination. Thus, at a minimum, the Request applied Claims

2-7 and 9-14 as they were in effect at the time of the determination, so reexamination

should be granted on those claims.

Panasonic-101 1

Page 18 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 19 of 307

Application No.: 90/012,149

Filing Date: February 2, 2012

The arguments in the Request for Claims 16-24 and 26-27 were also proper for

at least two reasons. First, MPEP § 2240(ll) states:

Once the second or subsequent request has provided a “different”

substantial new question of patentability based on the claims in effect at

the time of the determination, the second or subsequent request for

reexamination may also provide information directed to any

proposed new or amended claim in the pending reexamination, to

permit examination of the entire patent package.

(Emphasis added.)

As explained above, the request for reexamination of Claims 2—7 and 9-14 is

uncontrovertibly based on the “claims in effect at the time of the determination.” Thus,

arguments in the Request regarding Claims 16-24 and 26-27 are proper at least “to

permit examination of the entire patent package,” as explicitly provided for by the

MPEP.

Furthermore, the analysis of Claims 16-24 and 26-27 in the February 2, 2012

Request applies equally to the claims in effect at the time of the determination and the

claims as amended during the prior reexamination. The bodily incorporation of

independent claims was done only to comply with Patent Office procedures, and did not

change the scope of the claims. The Patent Owner admitted that the other

amendments were only “to correct minor typographical and grammatical errors.”

(Exhibit A at 10; accord Exhibit B at 8.) Because of the nature of these amendments,

any arguments raised against the patentability of the amended claims would apply

equally to the claims in effect at the time of the determination. Accordingly, the Request

correctly raised a substantial new question of patentability as to Claims 16-24 and 26-27

as they were in effect at the time of the determination.

For the aforementioned reasons, Requestor properly based the Request on the

claims in effect at the time of the determination. The Order provided no other reason for

denying the request. Accordingly, the Request should be granted.
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Reexamination Should Proceed Based on the Claims As Issued on the

Reexamination Certificate

Although the determination of whether to grant the present Request is based on

the claims in effect at the time of the determination, the subsequent reexamination

should proceed based on the claims as amended during the prior reexamination.

“Where a request for reexamination is granted and reexamination is ordered, the first

Office action and any subsequent reexamination prosecution should be on the basis of

the claims as amended by any copending reexamination or reissue proceeding.”

MPEP § 2243 (Emphasis added).

The reexamination certificate in the prior reexamination was issued on March 27,

2012. Thus, upon granting the present Request for Reexamination, the subsequent

reexamination proceeding should be based on the claims in the reexamination

certificate.

The Arguments Presented in the Present Reguest for Reexamination Apply with

Egual Force to the Claims in the Reexamination Certificate

The present Request, as explained above, is based on the claims in effect at the

time of the determination, namely the claims as originally issued with U.S. Patent

No. 6,779,118. However, the arguments presented in the Request apply equally to

those claims as issued in the Reexamination Certificate.

The Request provides arguments for the unpatentability of Claims 2—7, 9-14,

16-24 and 26-27 as originally issued in the ’118 patent. Claims 2—7 and 9-14 of the

Reexamination Certificate are identical to Claims 2—7 and 9-14 of the original patent.

Claims 16-24 and 26-27 of the Reexamination Certificate are identical to the respective

claims of the original patent, other than minor spelling and grammatical corrections.

Because the claims of the Reexamination Certificate are essentially identical to the

original claims of the ’118 patent, the arguments presented in the present Request

apply equally to both sets of claims.
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Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, Requestor respectfully submits that the Request for

Reexamination was in fact based on the claims in effect at the time of the request.

Accordingly, the Order Denying Ex Parte Reexamination should be reversed.

Authorization to Charge Deposit Account for any Petition Fee

Neither MPEP 2228 nor 37 CFR 1.515 nor 37 CFR 1.181 specifies a fee that

must accompany this Petition. Accordingly, no fee is being submitted herewith.

If any fee is required for this Petition, the Commissioner is authorized to charge

the fee to the undersigned attorney’s Deposit Account No. 503550.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: April 19, 2012 By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/

Jerry Turner Sewell

Registration No. 31,567

Requestor of Record
949-433-2849
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the attached PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND

1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE

REEXAMINATION is being served by First Class US Mail on April 19, 2012, on the

current attorneys of record for the Patent Owner:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC

2845 Duke Street

Alexandria VA 22314

By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/

Jerry Turner Sewell
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R. i 341065,;«32

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OIE‘FICE

Inventor: Koichiw Ikudflme,‘ et a]. An Unit: 3992'

Reexamination Practise-ding: 90/{,}09.,3{)1 Confirmation No; 6609

{1035254 on U S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Rcexamimtim 1311366: De‘uembrsr 1?, 2698 Examiner: Sam Rimeli

F03: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

RESPONSE UNQER 37 CHI 1.1.1.1

 

Aim: Mail Stop “Ex Paris Raexm'ninmjm” November 14, 2009
(Tammi Raexaminmiun Unii

Commisflmcr for Patents

United States Patent & Tradmnark Office

BO. 802; 1450

Nexandria, Virginia 233 13» 1450

Dear Cmnn‘lissionerz

In respouae m the Patent Office mmmunication mailed on September 15, 2.009 in mt:

abuve-eidemifled {ix-park: reemminal‘ifln proceeding, please {Armand the prawn: Ciaims; and 2111st

new claims as pmposed bciow and cmlsider the daiailed traversai beiflw'. whersin:

The Status of Ciaims is listed On page 2 Of this papen

Amemlmmts in {1316 (fiaims bagiu on page 3 of this paper.

Remm‘ksfArguments begin on pagfi 8 of this paper.

Nmice of Cummmm Liiigation appears on page 8 0f this payer.

Ewdsnce {If berwce. of: {his Response on the 3“ party requester 18 found after the. last pags

of this paper.
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STATUS OF CLAIMS

Claims L237 are subject to reexaminatium and. are rejected. Claims L141 16, 1?, 19, 20,

and 2225 are net. an‘lcndfld. Ciaims IS, 18% 2}, 26, and 2'? are px‘ewssd to he mnended. Claims

284’? are: prop-med new claims.

{~3-

Panasonic-lOl 1

Exhibit A Page 25 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 26 of 307

R 1341006.,A0‘2

AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS

Please era-wad (3212‘:er 35, f8, 2]! 215', and 2?, and add pr‘vpnmd new dainty 48—4? as;

fifigoWAT

3,5, (mummy An‘lez‘idcd) A system cmmprixing:

a redirection sewer [programmfl 13mgrammed with a user‘3 mic 5m: warranted 10 a

temporm‘iiy 1::ssigmedncm0rk address; wherein the. tuie set mmains at 13:13: (me. if a piurality m"

functians used to canimi (hm passing bsiwccn the user and a public mam-wk:
 

wherein the redircciim server is Gunfigured to aHow automated nmdificatinn {.15 at must a

puriiw of the. rule set correiamd to tht': tex‘npex‘ax‘ily assigned network additiss; and

martian of {31621116 set as: a functim of same. camhinatim of time, Lima transmitted in (31‘ fmm the.

Lisa} 01‘ i‘flfifitifln the 11361” attm‘npis t0 QCCESS.

38. (Cm‘refitiy Amcndfid) Thfi'. system of claim 35, whamm the. mafimctim saws? is configured

to Erik)“; modificatian 01" at Ecast. a portim of the rule as: as a function 0f the location or inauticns

[1316 user attempts 1'0 380338.

2-1. {Cui‘rentiy Amended} The system of claim I5, wimrein the radirectinn server is configured

to aiiaw the remmvai or i‘fiinsiatsment 0f at 1631“ a ponian of the mic: set. as a ftmciiml 0f the

Incatien or incatians‘ the 115m" attemgis to access.
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26. {Curremiy Amended} The method 0f Claim "2:25 further 1111111111ng the stag: 0f umdifying at

least. 21 130111011 of me user's mic set as a function of {me or man: cf: time... dam transnmi'ed m m‘

{mm the user, and incaiian 0r iocm'iens 111:: user 31131111115; m awesg.

'27. {Cum-c.2111}? Amended) The mahod 1‘11" claim 25, further incinding the step 01‘ rem-111mg or

reinximiné a? least a {391152.021 of 1111:. user’s rule 33: as 1 function 9f (me (311‘ more 0f: time, the data

transnfined to m from the use? and. Him} g location or 10123110113 this. use: attcmgats to access.

 The svsiem 01" claim I. wherein the individuai rule set includes at least 0213.

rule as a function(1113311111 of IF {11113251121 Protocol service,  

 ’29. (New: grogosad 'stem of claim 1. wharein LE1»: individuai 11116 set inchzcirm an infirm!

1811': max" ‘mie set and a standard3111:: set. and wherein {he redit‘cctinqxserver ifiugpgfimred {'0  

utiiizc theE11} mrar 1 rule set fer agminiiial .eriod of time. and to» thereafter am im the standard    

rule set.

 

  

’ 10 10:36:11" The svstcm of daim .1 wherein the, individual rule set includes at 312213101113

mist. 21110111111 7 access based an a 11: 116311. "Jet: and a desiinaiion addmsg.

 1m ,. med The 3115118111 of ciaim 1. whersin the individual wk: 52: includes at least we 

mic redirecting the data m a new destinmifln address basad on a re 15651. W 3% and .5111 21116111113;
 

 

{16311313111011 21011111333.
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 The svstcm 0f ciaim ,2 wherein {he redimctkm SCZ'VEE‘ 13 cmfitcmred to

redimchata fmm the users’ com liters h we 31:16:33“ 21 first destination address; in an}? g‘htamei: 

pmmcoh acket hfifli‘lcr bv a sewnfi destinatim address as a function nf the individuaiizegi mic  
 

SCi. 

33 {New . rowscd‘ The, method ufclaim 8 wherein the individuai rule- sct memes at. least 

012611116 35' :1 fmme of a I. fie Of {P Internet Pm’iocel SCI-Vite.   

 

 

.m 056d The. method {if ciaim 8‘ wherein {he individufli rule sci inciudcs an. inkiai

  

 

ICU} .Ul‘a’fil’V 11116 SE-

'35. N 3 « m 052d“ The method ofci  aim 8 wherein the individual mic set; includes a; 1:333:  

 0m rule allowing access based 0?} a I‘m, uestt * c and a destination addresa.   

mo 30366} The methnd 0f ciaim 8‘ wherein the indiviclual rule set. mgludes at least 

 (me: mic redireatin T the data 10 a new [Estimation address hflfifiii on 21 re asst Wage and an 

mien“: ted destination address.  

3m 0506‘ The methnd 0? claim 8.7whe‘re‘in the redirection scwcr is confi fared t0  

address in; an EP hummer redirect data from ihs users‘ commuters by mpiacing a film destination
 

1.12
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moaned} acket hcader 1w 3 secund destirmtion address as a functicm of the individuaiixed 111k:   

 

38. chw, proposal The s: vatem of daim '3.  5. whemin the individuai mks set. irmiufles a: 12:13:.

one ruie as a ftmcx‘iun 01‘ a {v 1:: (If IF’ ( Intsmst Pmmcol Serving. 

 
mic set,

40. New m «136% The svstcm 93? claim 15, whei‘cim‘he individuai nah: set includfis at ieast  

0m: mic. afiow‘in 3' amass based on a lamest 1:336 and a fiestinmim} addresgs;   

4L "New {nosed The svstcm ofciaim 15. wherein. {he individual ruie set ind  tides at 16213: 
 

one mic mdirecting the data m a new destination address based on a re nest w as anti an 

211mm wed destinaiian address. 

*5mm 0? claim 1:? Whm‘gm the radirection Server is CUnfit'm‘e-d {0   

Interns:rcdirect data from the users” ,camputers by 1?th '1' a final destination address in an I?  
 

wwcei‘ acket header bv a ascend dcstinatimn acidrass am a functimm of ihi'f- indixfiduahmd rum  

 

6
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43. New:  1‘0 wscd' The method 0f claim ‘25. whemin the individual mic set includes at. $333!:

one rule as a function 0f 3 w 36 of ilifllnmme‘t Pmtagoi; service, 

44. 'va‘ .m 1036(1) T}  1e rimmed (3f claim 2:? wherein the .indi‘viciual mic set iycludes an iniiial

Iggzgggggg}:31mg,semnd a standard wit: SQL and wi'tiemm {he redi-rcctimgfigewcr is C{31;1_‘§f_igg._g;;§gi__§g

utiiize the temporary mie 36$. for an initial )eriod
 

of time and m fhmrsafmr utiiize [he siandard   

Quit: set.
 

45. (New; pmgmeé) The. methed 0f ciaim 25‘ wherein the individual rule 561 includes at. least

(me. mm ailowin 3 access based on a re nest w 36: agflgfisstimaxim addzfiegs. 

 
ems-2m Kev-d destination afidrcss. 

4?. {New 1‘0 036d} Tim meme-d of Claim ’25 wherein me I‘cdimctmn smver is: mi'xfiwmed toW  

redirect dam frmn the users’ mm ml‘ers b we muting a first. dcsumtim address in an I? "Internet 

,mimol} maker header bv a second desfinaiiom address as a function of {he individuaiized mic 

86h
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REMARKSIARGUMENTS

I. httmductian and Discuxsim 0f Preiiminarv issues

A. hltmdmztitm

This Rasponsc and Ptflposed Amendment is filed in reply 110 the (Effie: Action mailed

Septmnber 15. 3009 At; the due date. for Wing 23 response. is November 16,, ”3009 {Since

November 15, 3009 is a Sunday}, it. is respectfutiy submitted that this Response i3 being, timeiy

file-d.

A copy at this Resp-misc is 13¢ng served on thr: third part}; requester pursuant. m 37 CFR

3.348 and 37 CFR 1.550(3).

Ctaims .1437 are suifiect to rcexaminatien, and are rejected. Ctaims 1414-, 16. 1?. 1‘1}, 38‘

2111013335 am nut atmndcd. Ciaims IS, 18. 31 2.6. and 27 are pm'posed to be amended. Ctaims

“38:47 am pmpmcd new datum. No new matter is added 1101' is the: scope 0f the ciaims eniargcfl.

B. Native of Cancm‘mnt Litigation

Patent Owner mates that the. Present Patent is im-‘mh’ed in the fallowing Civil Autians:

Linksmm‘z T-Vireleisxt Tcdmnivgy, LLC v. flit-£03936 USA, but, ND. 2:08ww00264n'1‘1“"4331

ii} the United StatflS Bistrict Court for the: Eastmn. District. at" Texas;

{3213;33:23er Wiraimx Techmflogy, LLC 1;. Chm Systmm‘, Ina, N0. '3:QS—cwt‘BOE’efiéuDFuCE

in the Unfit-3d Status District Court for thr: Eastern Dixtrict of Texas; and

Ltnkmwr: tt’ir‘eimx Taimofagy, LLC 1A SEC [Mamet Services, 132:2, N0. ‘3308—cv—{30385su

’I’JW in the United States District. Com-t fer the. tiastm‘n District 01‘ Tam

8
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C. Propqied Iifie‘lcctitmgfrmn Rat mast fur Reexamimaiifm 2m: N0: Based  

Patent Owner mics {hat the pending Office Action did not use any of the i'fi‘iections

which were proposad by the: Requcsx. for Rccxan‘nnation. The Uffice. Action introduced new

rcjectims which were not pmpmed by the Rwuest for Reexamimi‘im.

Specifically the, pending Office Actinn rejectfid ciaims 14.37 11.11de1735 U.S.C. § 303(3) as

being unpatcmable may US. Patent Nu; 6,088,451 {lmreinafter “He. ‘45P”) in View of US.

Patent N0 6,333fi86 (hereinafter “Zenchelgky”; As stated. on page 2 0f the Office Action HB-

‘453 is newiy—cimd mi. Patam Owner mates that Zenahehky was previnusly cited in the Request.

for Reexamination,

"fhus, Patent (imam: immpyeis me Office Action as. dctcnnimng that) all of proposed

133-20me from the. Request for Resxm‘ninatim are impropen and :15; determining that gmtenteii

chums: 1-2? are pamutable war :11} (31“ {he pmmwd rqiections fmm the Request for

Reexamination.

9
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11. fimendnmms - New (31331113

By this Amendment chums 35e 3138 '21, ‘36, and 2.”? are mnended to cause: mimr

typigmphicai and. grammalicai arms, and new ciaimfi 2347' are pmposgd {a he added.

The newly addad ciaims find support throughnut the pamnf specifi union and Claims‘ as;

originaliy flied, Specific. cxmnpirss (3f suppufi. for each of the new swims; are mmmmmfi baiow.

aithough the tannins (1f suppam far each ciaim :33 not necesaariiy limited to any such specific

suppmfi.

Naw dependmf. shims 2.8. 337 '38? and 43 arc supported by, at a minimum, the Pmscnt

Patent. at minim] '2, lines 844. New dependant daims '39, .34, 39, and 44 are. suppmied by, at a

minimmn, the Presem Faisal m- mlunm 57 lines 314%. New depcmlem ciail‘ns 30, 33, 40, an€145

an“: suppm‘iad by, at a minimum, this: Prcsant f’atent at calumn 6, H1188 4'3 and-:14. New dependent

claim ’31, 36, 43, and 46 are suppmted by, a: a1 minimua'n, the. Pre-scm: Patent at column 6: fines

4749. New dependem claims 32 '37, 42 and 47 an: suppmted by, at a minin‘zm‘n, {he Fraser}:

Patent at wiumn 6, fines 41-3593.

III. Surm'mu' r‘ {3f Rs'ectic’ms   

{Ilaimx 1-2“? am rejectad under 135 13.8.6 § 1013(3) as being unpamntabic Over US. 33mm

No (3,088,453 {ha-:minaftcr “Ht: ‘451”) in flaw of US. Patent. No. 6,233,686 {i'acrcinaficr

“chheifiky’fi. Pamnl’ Owner respectfufiy disagrees.

Claims 1, 8, 15. and 25 are the sake independent claims {)5 the. Present Patent. The

rejectiona are. digcussed beiow, and are mgmn‘zcd accmrding {'0 the. independeut claims.

3. {J
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IV. Reiection 911:3?ng 1—7

A. Emit: mudmfi Chaim i 

lndcpmndent ciaim 1 makes. in part; “wi'mrein the authentimtian accmmting server

accesses the database and cnzmmunicates the. individualized mic set. that mrrdaics with. the,

first user ID and the mmpumriiy assignefi mawmk addrsss to the redirectinu gamer."

AS an iilustraiiva and newlimiiing example (if claim 1. the Present. Patent states; {31 lines

55—59 of cofiumn 4) that {ha “Ath~Navi mmponcrfi. of {he authentication. ammmting Server 204

queries the. database. fur the 31215 36% m appiy to each new fission, and furwaxds; the. rule sci and

the cm‘rentiy assigned 1P addxess m the redirectiun server 208.”

The Office Actim ai paga 4, asserts that the: Wave femur: of Claim 1 is tiiscioacd by He

‘45} at column 1’7, hm: 6} m cniunm i8, fine I. Howevsr. He ‘45:, at mlumn 1?. fine {31 to

culumn 18.13112- 1. merciy mates

(2‘) Upcm remixing the. user I‘EQKESK message, the amhflmimtimn aim'vm'

282 135m {115 user identifier in the in the message is) $00}: up tbs: uaer

registration (imabase 2m and x‘mieves a i‘CCDI‘d cmrresmnding m that user

(uses: record). A respome. message is prepared by {he authmuication server

202 and sent. back in the. user, The rcsponsa message mutains a germai
tic‘kct fer the usm‘ to communicate with. the cmdmfiiai saw-er 2.04 for

authentication. {emphas‘is added)

He ‘45 ,1, 31 column 16. lines 536?. states that a “‘rem‘n‘d“ may inchida the fist 01“ “mar

crcdamiais” rcflccting “the must recent. changes to the: priviiege mi; :i‘m‘ the 11331:" Bowman He

‘451 merely sends the response 1130852ng hack in the user.

Thus, He ‘45 '1 din-es; mm mach or suggest that the. authenticatkm accmmiing Sfil‘Vif-i‘

“accesscs thc database. and communicates the individuaiized rule set that cun'elams wiih the.

first 11363” H) and the {summarily axsigned nawcn‘iv; address in the redirectirm server,” as

required by claim 1.

I 1
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Further, Pam: meer submits that degj‘endmt ciaims 2-7 depend from claim ‘1, and awe

paicm'abls for the same reasorns as claim L as we“ as (m iheir own n‘xeriis.

Therefme, Patent ancr submits that the rejactiem of claims 1—? should be withfirawn.

B. De-psndcnt Claim 5“__{_d__§p§gfis from claim 1}

Depandm: claim 5 recites, in pari, “the redirccmn sewer funiwr redirects the data {.0

and from the“: uscm’ computing as a functiun m“ the infiividualized mic set.”

As an iilusn‘ative and nun—Hmmng exampie of (claim 5, the present patent states: “Nile.

redirectiim Server pmgrmma the. rule set and {he 1P armrest; so as £0 filter and redirect, the {2.531%

packets amending to the mic set” {at column in; fines 33339}; “dynanficaiiy Changing rules, to

aiiow the radirectim, Mocking. 01' allawing” {at column ‘3, fines 62-53); and “pass . . . block . . .

or mmdify the request: according to the: reflix‘ectiun infomwtim” (at. minim; 3, lines 1S20}.

Further, the Present. Patent max-ides a specific iiiustmiiivc and non—limiting example of

redirecting a message from a first destination address (ur attempted destination atldress) of

“*.X§’z.cam” to a swam! {lamination address (or redirected destination address} of

“www.us.cum” {at (:0an 6 Ham 2:, and at. 8011111121 {3 iines 4.649).

The Office Action, at pagc 5, asserts that. He ‘45} fiisckjscs {hr} above feature at. column

1.9, fines 2—1 I. Hawaver, He: “45] . at minim £9,1incs 2.1 1. march? mam;

Based (m the user identifier. the cradentiai sm‘vm‘ 204 wiil retrieve the list.

of ussr credentials from the registration database 2181 and. encinsc the. iist

in a credentiai ticket. The credcmiai ticket. is sent back m a response
message and will he used for the user :0 communigam with tim neiwm‘k

claimant accegs server 206. (emphasis added)

Additionaiiy, H6 ‘45}. at calunm 9, lines 384%, merely digcloses “an access (tantra! fist.

for Each network i‘SSQul‘C-E m“ infunnafion . . , shah contain the iiai. at? user identifierg whm am

3?
.m‘

Panasonic-101 1

Exhibit A Page 35 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 36 of 307

R E 3:; { (39$..Mfl

ailnwed {o amass it. and the kind 0f amass rights thaiz are alimwcd {'0 Each met." In Qiher worfis,

He ‘45I merely blacks 0 ' alluws access, and 13161313; deiermincs the kind 0f access. rights that.

are a} lowed to each user who is allmwcd access. He ‘45} (1095 not: redirect data.

Further, FIG. 5 of He: “45]. nmmiy diacioses a 5:316 diagram. Specii’icaily. eiemem 504 is

the “Login” state, which can transition to three Other stmeg:

3} element 5.06: the “Authorization 0K” stats;

b} element. 503: {be “No Match“ state; and

C} alarmrxt. 510: the “Tm‘minate” mate.

As discussefi. in the He. ‘45] specificatian at. cohunn '26 lint: 33 m coinmn 27 {inc-z 12.,

FR}, 5 iilustrates an sxmnplary state diagram nf an operatinnal flow. There is no discimure of

redircciiug data {mm a user. Rather, FIG 5 appears; [0 mereiy block {Ema from a use}: when. the.

“N0 Match” state is rammed, and 3150 when the “‘Tern‘xinate” state is: washed. Furtheg FM}. 5

also. agrapears to merely 33km data (without, rmlircction} when the “Autlmz'izatim; 0K” mm is

machsfi.

9“
Thusq He ‘45} does not teach 0r augt est that {he mdimction server ”redirects the. data"tr

as required by dependent claim 5

Tharefme, Pawn: Swami submits; that the rajection of dependant claim 5 shmfld be

withdrawn.

(L De. Jendem Claim (5 {(26 Ennis frmn claim. 1
 

Dependent claim 6 recites, in part, “the redirection sewer furtimr redirects the «data

from the users" cmnputers to multipie destinations as a function m" (hr: individmdized rule

set.” Himslsativa axamplaa (.rfradimcting data are discussad above with mspect t0 ciaim 5.
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The Office Amine, at page {3, asserts that Be “451 dis-doses the above feamre 31‘ F164 K},

wherein the pmra} network eicmenis 184 ailegediy represent muitipie pmemial destinatiens for

interaction based on particular user cx‘edeniiafiia However, as difiCUSSfid aheve with respect in

Claim 5., He ‘45} merei‘y blocks m: almws access‘ am} mereiy determines the kind of access: rights

that are aliewed {.0 each user who is afiewed access. He ‘43} does mm, redirect data.

Thus, He ‘451 (lees; met teach or suggest. the: “the redirection server further redirects: the

data from the were“ computers in muitipie destinatiuns as a functien of the individualézefi

rule set,” 215 required. by dependent claim 6.

Therefm'e, Patent Owner subn'x'its that the rejectien 0f dependem claim 6 Shi'iuld be

withdrawn.

V. Rejecm: of chums EH4

A. Indepeniegg Ciaim 8

independent claim: 8 reeitee, in part, “communicating the individualized rule set that

cerrelams with [he first user ID and the mmpm‘amy assigned network address he the redirection

sever fmm the £111fl'1t311l’ifi32flii0f‘n accounting server.”

As an iliush‘ative and nonaiimitmg example of claim 8, the Preeem Patent States (at fines

55439 0f eelunm 4) that the “AuteuNavi cmnpenent of me authemicaiiem aemuming server 204

queries {he database fer the mie set In appi}! {'0 each new seesion, and fm'wards the rule- set and

the gamma; assigned I? address to [he refiirectien aervm‘ 2.68.”

The (Mike Aetien, at page '2‘, asserts that the above feature of ciaim 8 is disehmed by He

‘45} a}, comma 37, line 61 to column 18. line 3. Hewever, He 45.1, at. column: 1?, Zine {i} {e

eohmm 18, line .1, merely states;

14
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(2) Up‘fji‘l receiving the user request. and retrieves a racerd cmmspomiing
m that. user {user record), A response message is prepared by the
authenticaiion scrvm‘ 202 and message, the authenticatiun scz‘ver 282 uses

the usm‘ idsmifier in {he in the message 10 {on}: up rim user :éflgistmtimz
dambasc 210 sent back to the user. The X'cfiponsc 11163521ng contains a
gc-z‘im'al tickfli for {he 1.13m“ 10 camlmlmicate with the Ci'edantiai servar 204

for authemimtim. {emphasis added.)

H6 ‘45:, at whim} 16, fines 5243?, sums that a “regard” may include. the. list. 0f “user

madman-[13" reflecting “the must rcceni Changfls in the privilege: set for 1hr: Lager.“ i-Mwever, He

‘45} merely prepares a impo‘nse masaage and sends 1316;793:101st message back tn the user.

Thus, He. ‘45}. {10:35 not teach or suggest {hat the auflmmication accounting Servar

“accesses the database and cmnmuuicatfis the individuaiized rule set that carrciaiss with the

first user ID and the. tmnpmariiy assigned mam-wk addrass t0 the redirectinn fierver,“ as

required by claim 8.

Further. Patent, Owner submfis {hm dependem claims 944 depend from ciaim 8, am‘i an:

pateutablé for the same reasons as claim 8, as wail as {m their own mama

Therefore, Patent Owner submits aha: these rejections 0f ciaims EH4 331011101 he

Withfh‘flWl‘l.

B. 13% c.21dcntCiaim 12 {gig kinds from ciaim 8)  

iiicpcmicm claim 32 rc-citég, in part, “redirecting the data in and fmm the usem’

computers as a functiun {if the individuafized rule set.”

As an iilugtrative and nm’Himiting m‘nbodimcm of claim 12, the Present Patmt Hates:

“{tjhe redimctim’z servm‘ pmgmmrz the rule sat! and the. IP address an as m ffimr and refiimct the.

usexs packets awarding to the mic sat” {at (501mm {3' lines 37—33%}; “éynamicaliiy changing miss,

{'0 aiiow the redimcl‘iom blackin r, m" aflgwim” at column 2* 1113535 62.43); and “3335 . . .E: z: , ‘

1‘?
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bind; . . , or mndify the requegt awarding m the radireciion infmmai’iml” (3i: caflumn 3, 11333 18-

20 28}. Further, Present Palm“ pmvidas a specific iliusfl‘ai‘ivs example of redirecting a message

fmm a destinatinn address of “232.com” in a redirected destinatien address {if

“m‘vw.us.cxmz“ {at wiumn 6‘ fine 21, and at coiua‘m} 6 hues 46-48}.

Tim Office Amiun, at page 8. asserts that He ‘45}. discioses the above feature at culmm

29. lines; 213.. Howcver, He. ‘45], at miumn 29, lines 213., marsiy slates:

Based on mg user idmnifier‘ the credential} server 1304 wiil {mimic the list

0f user credentials from that regisl‘ratiun ‘(latabflsc 210 and mmlnsa the fist.

in a cmduntiai ticket. The credcmiai ticket is sent back in a responsg
message and will be used for the user to communicate with the netwark

616mm: amass servm‘ 206. (emphasis added}

Adilitianaily, He ‘45}, at (3911111121 9, fines 384}. merely discloses “an access centre} list

fey Each network resource 0? it'lfflffl'lfiliifim . . . shah contain file fist {if user identifiers wha are

ailmwed m acceas it. and the. kinfi 0f access: rights: that art al‘mwcd it) each user." in {)fi‘lfifi‘ words,

He ‘451 merely blocks or alluws ancess, and mere§y determines the kind of access rights that

are zfliawed {a each user Whm is afiowed amass, He ‘45 .1 dues not radix am. data,

Thus, Hi: ‘45}. {kl-ES mt teach my suggest “redirecting the data" as required by dependent

Ciaim 3‘2.

Thazre‘fore, Patent Owner submits [hat the rejcmion of dcgendem claim 12 Should be

witi‘whmvn.

flfl'lldfl’fli' claim 13 fit: ands from ciqim 8‘:  

Dependent claim 13 recites, in part, “the redirectian server further redirects the data

fmm the. users“ computers to multiple destinatirms as. a funct'mn of the individnafized mic.

5‘1.” Iiiufitrafive exampies of redirecting data an: discussed afmve with I‘CS{NCE 10 claim 12.

16
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The Office Action. at 1.121ch 8 and 9. 21536113 {hat He 45 .1 discloses, this above {mature at

FIG. 10, whamin the plural network elmnems 184 allegedly represent multiplfi potential

destinmiuns [or interactim‘l based on particular user crfldemlais. l-lawevm‘, as dixcussed above.

with mama: to claim 12, He ‘451 merely blacks or allnws anus and merely deicn'nims the

kind m’ access rights that: are alluwed in each use}? wlm is allowed access. H6 ‘451 01095 not.

redirsci data as digcusscd abflVfi with regpect [0 claim 3:3...

Thus. He ‘45} (1063 mi. teach 03' suggest that the redirection sawm- “redirects the data

from the users‘ computers to multiple destinations" as mqulrcd by dependent claim .13.

”i‘lmrefore. Patent Owner mbmits {hat the l‘fljCfltlDD of dependent claim 13 Should be.

wilhdmwn.

VI. Rfi’recfirm ofclalms 15—24
 

A. hide ends-m Claim 1 5 

Amended independent. claim 15 recites, in part, “the redirection SEva‘ is configured to

allow automated modification 01" at. least a partial! nf the rule set . . . as a function 0f some

combination of time, data transmitted {0 01* from the user, or a locatien that. the user

attempts.- to access.”

As an llluslmtiva and nomullmltlng example {Bf claim ii the Presem Patent (21: column ’3,

3; lines 940} states that a redirectimz rule C“532:»wwwmidgetsellwm”l will expirfi after

being inmked a single time (“‘expire” and “138?. 'l‘hs: expired rule: may be aummmicaliy

removed from the rule set after being invoked a single time. in this. example, the. rule set is

aniomatlcally madificxl (by removal) as a functiun of a mmblnatiun 0f time. and {he lvcaiion {hat

the HSCI‘ attempts; to a ‘. ass.

l7
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Similarly, as summer illustrative and non—limiting example 0172mm ‘15., a redirection mic

that wiii expire afwr {we uses {“expire” and “Ex"? may he dwremenied {automatically rrmdified}

after {he first. irwueatim to expire. after one more use {“expire” and We”), and then may he

rammed (auton‘raticaliy modified again) after {he modified rule. (“ 13;”) is inwked.

The Office r‘retion, at. page 10, asserts than the above feature nf Claim 15 is; diselnsed by

He ‘45} at celemn 17, fine 13? and column 17, fines ELEL Hem-ever. He ‘45}, at column 1"},

Zines 6—13, mereiy states, “ifioiiiher administrative infurmafitm to enhance the e‘ffeerivenesr 01’

{he neiwurk securiiy mechanigms. The adminisirative infbrrmzimn includes: but not limited in . . .

the maximum lifetime of each authentication.” Further, He ‘451, at eeiumn 17* lines: £931..

mereiy provider a deiabase war for “the security system administratar in human} tr) create,

delete, disable and modify a user account.” I-iowcver. the user records of He ‘45} appear to

remain unchanged, ever; afrer the maximum: lifetime of the aurhemieatien expires.

Firm, He ‘45! rnereiy diseior‘aes a system security adminise‘etm (a persenl and dues not

teach {31* suggest an “automated Irredrfieaiiuu of a: leer: a portion of fire rule set,” as required by

claim L

Secrmd‘ He *451 Irrerely disciuses a “n’raximum ii‘ferime of we}: authentieation,” but {3065

m): teach or suggeet “mndificaiian” er. least, a portion of the ruie set as a function (If “iime, dam

treeemitted {0 or from the user. or a lemtior; that the user atiernpts m draw: as required by

daim I.

’i‘hird, even if He ‘45] diseiases nurdrfying at reast a portion 01“ the rule set as a function

of time {which the Paiem Owner deer: not admit), then He ‘451 still Lies-s not teach er suggeei

“automated medifieation 0f 21% least. a purrirm of {he ruie set . . . as a filtration 0f same

combination {if time, data transmitted in er frmn the user. 01‘ at 10036011 that the user attempts {<11

18

Panasonic-101 1

Exhibit A Page 41 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 42 of 307

F: i 341 {H'MAU'Z

5*
access.

Thum Patent. {)wne'xr m.\hn1its that. He ‘45} does mm teach {11‘ suggest “automated

modificatinn 01" at least a parting} of the rule set . . . as a functiun 0f some mmbination 0f

time, data transmfited i!) m from the user, or a hmation that the user attempts t0 access,"

as razquir‘ctd by (5313111 15.

Further, Patent Owner Submits that depends-mt claims 16—24 depend from claim 15, and

are pamnmlaie for the same rcasmns as ciaim 1:3, as well as on their awn marits.

'I‘i‘m‘ci'k‘n‘e. Pamm mer submits that the {ejacfjmm of claims; 15—24 shouid be

wiihflmwn.

B. Dependent flagm__1_§j___{_gi_ggczz1ds from claim 15'}

Dependent claim 16 recites, in pm, “me redimctiun server is Gunfigmisd m ailow

medificatim} (If at least a portiun (if the rule set as a functiun 0f time." As discussed above

with respect [Q Claim 15.} He. ‘8151 aims mt mach or suggest. this fceuum.

Thug. Patent Owner submits that the rejecting] of dependent claim If: shank} be

withdrawn.

(3 33:33:31}ch $133111 1% dc Ends frram damn 15)  

Amcmied dependant, claim 18 recites, in. pm, “the redirection server is co‘nfigumd if}

aimw madificafion {If at. East a poriiou of the mic: set as a function of the imatiuu the user

attempts ta access.”

’E‘ht: Office Actimn, :11 page H, assm'ts that the above faatuz‘c 53f ciaim 18 is disclosed by

He ‘45} at 6031121111 '17, films 194.21. iéiowgver, 13k: ‘45}, at cohmm 17, lines 19—21, mareiy

'19
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providefi a database {00} {at the security system administrator {a human} 1:0 “create, delete,

disable and modify a user acmuntf“

Thug, He ‘45l fines not teach m: suggesi mmdil‘ying the mic as: “as; a functirm of the

lucatiun the user attempts t0 acesssfi’ as I'flquired by dependent claim 18.

Therefore. Pam->111 Owner submil}; that {he rsjection of 8613:311ch Claim 18 shank} be

wi ihdmwn.

VII. Reaction of claims 2:127  

A. lndcgsndsm Claim 25

Independent claim 25? recites, in pan, “modifying at least a partion of the. user‘s rule set

while the user’s rule sat remains wrrelated t0 the temporarily assigned nemmk address in

the rcdimcfinn saver."

The (Hfice Action at page M, assm‘ts that. {ha above feature of claim 25 is disclosed by

He ‘45} at «3011mm 11 lines l9~2L l-lowever, He ‘45}, at column 17, lines 3931', merely states,

“{1}: is desirable that a database 13:: provided for film system security alumiistmtor to cream,

delete, disable: and medify a user acmum.“ In {filmy wards, He ‘45]. merely mmlii'les, but does

not {each 01' suggcat when this madlfi ‘tation occurs.

Thus, H: ‘451 {1063 nm mach m suggmt “madifying at least a gmrtlcm 0f the mars rule:

set while the user’s rule 80!; remains correlated t0 the temporarily assigned network address

in {he redirecticm server,“ as requirad by indepmdem Claim 25.

Dependent claim 26 and '27 depend fmm independent 13.128211 ‘25 and are patenmblss fur m

33351 the sauna :ieasmls as ii'ldspcndent claim 23, '13 well as: an their awn merits.

Tlmmfm‘e, Pateni {ilwnm‘ 3.13me than the. {Ejection 0‘? claims 25-21? Should be withdrawn.

‘20
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VIII. New Ciaims {ha mndcm ciaims 2847‘ 

Each of ms: propmed new shims (2&4?) is: of thc same scope (with changes in warding

as permitted under the, stamms and the regulations), (11‘ of a mam-var scape than at East 011:: of

the {31311113 0f the Present Patent. Since. all of the original? ciaims 0f the. Present Famm are.

patentahis far {he reamns discussed a’bnvs, the prepnged new ciaims are patenta‘ble far at feast:

the same rcasans as their respmfivc base daims. as well as an their awn merits. Spacific

additional rcasmm fur p‘aicmabiiii‘y 0f EPIC-h of the propmed new daima 28-44? are provided

bciow.

Propesed new dependent ciaims 28, 1313} 38 and 43 depenfi raspcutively fmm indepamfiml

claims I. 8, 15, and 25?. Each {if new dependent claims 28: 33. 38, and 43 I‘GCiifiSe in part, “the

individual rule Set includes at least one rule as a function of a type nf 1? (Internet. Pmtuml}

service.” Patent Owner submits that this claimfld feature. is 110$ dimmed by He “45 1 or by

Zenaheisky, and thus these new dependent daims are lamentable over the cited. prim art

{31‘anst new depenécm claim 39., 34 ’39, 311644 depend respectivaly from independent

ciaims 3., 8, 15* and 25. Each (if new dependent ciaims 29¢ 34 39, and 44 recites, in {mm

“wherein the individual rule set inclurles an initial temporary rule set and. a standard mic

set, and wherein the rediraefitm Server is mnfignred t0 utilize the temporary rule set for an

initial period {If time and to thereafter utilize. the standard rule set." Patem Owner gubi‘ni‘is

that this claimed feature is not disclused by H0 ‘451 m by Zencheisky, and thus. thew mtw

dependent claims are patentabie over film cited prim art.

Propased new dependent ciaims 30, 35, '40: and. 45 tittpend rmpectivdy fawn indspandm}:

(shims I, '3, 15, and ‘25. Each 0f new dependent daims: 30, 35, 4D, and 45 recites, in part, “the

individual rule set includes at. least one rule aliowing access based an a request type and a

2}
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destinatiun address." Patten: Owner submit; that this claimed feature is not disciossd by HE

‘453. or by mehelsky‘ and thus these new dependent. ciaims arc pamm‘ahie mar the died prim:

art.

Propascd new depemimt daims 31, 36! 4'1, and 46 dapend rcspectiveiy frm‘n indepmdent

ciahm 3L 8, .15, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 31x 36, 4'1, and 46 names, in part, “the

individual rule set inclufies at least we rule retiireeting data in a new destination address

based cm a request type and an attempted destinatimu adfiress.” Patient Ownm‘ submits that

{his ciaimca} fag-Hum is um disclnaed by He “451 or by Zenahaisky and thus these. new fiependcni

daims are patentabie over the: cited prior art.

Propmad new dependant Claims: 32, 237, 42, and 4? depend ‘I‘especfively fmn‘l indapendem

claims; 3, 8 15, and ’25. Each 0f new dependent claims ‘32, 27 42, and 47 recites‘ in part, “the

redirectiml server is mnfigured to redirect. data from the users" computers in: replacing a

first destinatiun address in an 113(Internet pmmml} packet. header by a smear! destinatimx

address as a functiun 0f the individualized rule set.” Patem Owner submits that this ciainmd

fcaiurf: is not diaclmsd by He ‘45} or by Zenchnlsky‘, and Elms them: new ficpendem claims are

patentabh: we?“ the. ciivssuzi prim art;

Thus, Paimt [)wner respectfufly submits than pmposcd new claims 284’? shank} bf:

ai'iowad .
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IX. Canclusion

For at it'sast the shave rcssmts, it. is tespcctfuity submitted that patcntad ciaims L2? are

patcntsbiy distinguishfid over the applied prior ant. Thus, t‘ecmsidetation and confitrnatim: at"

the. patamamlity of daims 13—27.? allowance 0f new claims 284'? amt an catty Notice of Intern. in

lssuc a Rumatnitttttimt Cmtittcate 2m: resmctt‘ully solicitsd.

It is behaved that all of the pending issues have: been addressed. HOWEIVETI‘, the absence at.”

a reply {Q a specific rejecticm, issue or setmnent tines mt. signify agreement. with 01‘ concession

Of that tajectimt, issue or Cmnl‘flcm. [11 additian, because the arguments made above may that. be

exhaustive, there. may be reasons for patmiabiiity of any or at} pending ciaims (at mlmt claims}

that have mt. been aspresscd. Finally, nothing in this reply should he mnsttusd as an intent to

mneeda an}? issue with regard to any Claim, except as specifically stated in this rspiy, and the.

amendnmnt at“ any claim times not necessarily signify concessimt of unpatentabitity of the ciaim

print to its amendment.

Patent Owner has submitted herewith the fees for the ttcwiy added ctaims. it. is bdicvcd

that m other fees are t'equirtzd. Efiowsvet, shouid atty stldititmat fee at fees in: newssary for

consideration of thc papers fited herein, piease charge. any such the. m fees and tsfm'td any excess

payments tn Depusit Account No. 5039295 tst‘stsncing docket 1w. Rt341086.
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Shunid {he Examiner hin: any questions or cmm’nenis regarding this matter, the

undsrsigncc} may be mmaded at the belmv-‘listcd tc§ephena munber.

Respecifu'ily submittad,
Keichim Ikudome a 31,.

Abraham} E-Icrshkm’itz 7

Reg N9. 43.294

Ed Garciathem

Rag. No. 561609

HERSHKQVITZ 6t. ASS‘C‘tC‘IA’I‘ESe LLC
2845 1311ka Same?

Alexandria, VA 2'23 34

TEL: (783) 378-4800

FAX: {703} 37Q~4889

EMAIL: patent.@hc-,1'3hkm’iiz.net

R i PM 1 (ESSAC‘IE; .M-II‘EG
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRAflFIMARK' OFFICE

im-‘emer: Keiehim ilkudeme, e131. An. Unit: 3§92

Reexamination. Proceeding: 8305009301 Confirmatien N0; 6609

{eased on US. Patent \0 e,??9,1 l8}

Reexaminatien Filed: December 17, 30% Examiner: Sam. Ri‘meli

Fur: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

AFTER FINAL RESPONSE UNDER 37 CPR 1.116

AN!) FROPDSED AMENDMENT UNDER 3? CFR 1.53%}

Atm: Mail Stop “Ex .i’erte Reexan‘limxfion”

August 20, 2010
Central Reexamination Unit

Csmmissiener 3131‘ Patents

Lniied States Patent. 8; Trademark Office

PC}. Box 14-50

Alexandria? Virginia 233 l 344350

Dear Cmm’nisxioner:

This; after final Response is in reply in the final {)i'l'lce Auden mailed August 2., 2010, and

the Persanai Interview held an September 2], 30m in the almve—idemtified earyxgm?

reexaminatien preeeeding. "The due date fer filing a Response is (Jeweler ‘2. 20m.

Accm‘dingly. this Response 13 iimely filed.

Statement of lnierview and an Information Disclosure Statement. (EDS) me being

submitted concurrently. Please amend the present claims and add new claims as prepased

below and. eansider the detailed traversal. below, “herein:

The Slams of claims is iimed on page 2 ef'this paper.

Amendments to the Claims. begin on page 3 01? this paper.

Remarkszi‘gumenis begin on page 7 of this paper.

Evidence of Service ml“ this Respnnse on the 3rd party requester is found after the last page

of this: paper.

‘ . , Panasonic-1011
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WE».

(71211? ms 1—47 are subject m reexamination, and. me reieeted.

The amendments to claims 15, 18. 2}, 26, and 2’? were previousiy submified in the

supplen’tentai Response filed on May ‘34,. EWIL and were 99‘; entered by the Office. These

mnemhnents are repeated herein. Fer the eonxr‘enienee of the Examine; Appendix A illustmtee

the ememimen'is m Chime 35, 3.8, 3 9 26, and 3‘? relative to the Respense filed 011 November 14‘

2009. r’miLiititJm;allyy new claims 28—3} mm 33—36 have been amended. to recite “the.

individuaiized rule set“ and? new chums 38-47 have been amended. to recite “the modified mic

sci” to mereeme the antecedent has-is :eieetien under 35 USC 1.12,, see-end. paragraph. During

the Persmmi interview heid 0;: September BL 2016, the Examiner stated that these minor

amendments pmbably weuid he entered 'ifsubmitted in am. eftenfinel Respeme.

Patent Owner respectfuiiy submits that a}: of the above amendments shou‘id. he entered.

under 37 CFR 1.13:3 fer cmreefim'i of‘inforrmaiflies andfifir for sin‘lpiifvleatiml 91" issues for appeafi.

M

‘ ‘ , Panasonic-1011
5mm 3 Page 50 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 51 of 307

R1 311 1, 91,111.11 2 0 U ‘8 6,729, I 18 Reexassninatiijn No. 9011109581

AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS

China 1 ~41 ,7" are pending.

Flame (mimic? Cfflifllé‘ 15 35', 2}, 26,;25121??? as preview?1: requested in the Respamcgfiied

(m .i‘il’iwember f4, BflW. Per 3'? CFR 1.53mi) mid {WFEP $35!}, {hem (iimm.1:i.’irii*-?m.s~ are made

refatiw :0 Ike puree; {1.11 (21:25.2? date Qffih'ng the I'eguesrjbr emmimzzieii.

For #11? armfiniienifi Qf'ifze Eui‘rniner, Appendix A i‘iliij‘imies me anwna’ima’m‘s m claim;

1'51, 18, .2]. 261”, and 2,7 reiazii-‘i? to £256 fiai‘pvmq fled (in Mivember I4, .2009.

Additimzefés, new claims 28—31 and 33—36 371211.12. been mnemfiezf :0 recite “the

individmiized r1131: ici and (1711;121:111 384?? have been aiiiemied i0 Wig-fie ”the medéf‘ieci ride set“

{a (weram'ze {fie wifeceifmf Em.5'i.§' rijeerion 14111de 315 USC 11.2, .S&?(.?(fm{{ paragraph.

21312.11Anzmdmenr does‘ 121:}: waive me 111 flatness reg?Miringjim‘fzer mnsz‘ciermiim. rehrl‘ive to {he

9.1131922:sz .4111midis-1min 1’11: jimf, Mails .a'fiiiendmem‘ places the proaeeefing in 1:113:13? candida»: fin”

isxviimice (gf a Nbl'z'ce {131" Intern 11') [mm Reaitaminaiic‘m Certifiiime. 112 size afiemaiive, {his

Aiiiendmem Hfiffit’e’js {"213 iswuesjbr awed. ..-:'ii‘:i‘:‘(;11-‘diiigf1 anew-3: qf‘riu’s gin-aeim‘mem‘ is agiipropriam

and is urged.

i S. (Twice Amended) A. sysiimi. iramprising:

a redirection server [prim-tamed] pi'egrammed with 3. mafia mic Set onweiated £0 a

tempmariiy assigin-:13. mam-ark. address; wherein the rule set (jamming at Emmi one (if a pluraiity of

fimci‘imis used to contra! data missing 131311 '66:} the user and a pubiic network;
 

wherein the redircciimi server is configured to aiiew autemaicd modification of at least a

martian of the rule set cmfi'eiatcd in the l‘empm’ariiy assigned Hawaii»; address; and

11-‘hereiii the redirection server is confi gumd to aiiow aiiiiimiited. madificaiian of at least a.

pardon ofthe mire set as 11. function Lifsome combination oi‘iime, data transmitted. to 01*ii0intiic

user, or Hawaiian the user accems [ace-635.]

13. {Twice Amended} The system (if claim i5, wherein the radiiitc’iion server is wnfig‘umd £0

aiiow modification 13? at. ieasi. a portion {1f the wit: set as a function of the imitatinm {31' locations

the 11313132085563. [21:06:15.]

21. (Twice Amended} The sysiem ofclaim i5, iivimi‘ein the radii'cciion scwer is configured 1:0

‘ . , Panasonic-1011
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aiiow the removai er reinstatement ef at least a perticm of the mie set as. a fimetien iifihe

Location or inset-ions the user accesses. {twee-$3.}

26. {Twice Amended} The method of." eiaim '355 further incinding the step 0f modifying a}: least

a portion efthe user’s mic get as a function efone or more of: time, data. transmitted to or fiem

the user, and ieea'iien er ice-mime the ueer‘ aeeesses‘ [access]

2?. (Twice Amended) The method 0f eiaim 25, further ineiuding the step ofremm-‘ing er

reinstating at least a pertion 0f the user’s mic set as a function 03? one or mere of: time, the data

transmitted to or fmm the user and [the] ’4 location at ieeeiione the user Human [aesexe]

28 "New The svetem 0f eiaim L wherein the individualized mie set inciudes at least one 

ruie a5 a fimciien Ufa. type 0f {P {Internet Prentice?) semis-e.

29. New The s setem oft-3mm. 1 wherein the individualized ruie set ineiudee an. initial. 

item: are mie set and a standard ruie set and whei'ein tile redirectien server is eenfi‘rui‘ed m 

uiiii‘ze the temporal}? ruie set fer im iniiiai period Qi’time and. i0 thereafter ui‘iiize the standard

mie set

 30. New The s setem oft-3mm. 1 wherein the individualized mie set ineiudee at ieest one 

mic aiiewine access based on, a. re: ueet t - e and a destinafien address. 

 
destinafien addi‘ese.

New} The is 35112711 ei‘eieim 1 wherein the redirectieu gen-er is 1301113911er to redirect: date 

from the users“ com titers b re aieein 7 a first destination address in an IP “Intemet  

packet header by a sewed Lieeiiiieiimi address 213 a fimetion (if‘iiie individueiized rude Set.

33, {New} The method ofeiaim 8 wherein the inciii-‘iduaiized rule set ineiudes at least (me

‘ i , Panasonic-1011
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   mic as a fimetien Ufa We of}? Internet" Preteeoi sex‘viee‘

The method Ofemim 8 wherein the individuaiized rule gm. inciudes an initiai  

tem mmr -' rule set and a Siandar‘d mic set and wherein. ‘ihe redirectim: sense; is cutifiwured i0 

utilize the term mm *mie set for an initiai eeriad oftime and to theyreafi‘er utilize the standard 

ruie set

35. Ne“ The method of claim 8 wherein the individuaiized rule set. ineiudca at least one 

mic allowinn aCC-CSS based en a re 12¢:st e and a deerination addresa   

 
  dam {mm the were" cam nae-1mm reg Latina a first: destination a‘ddresa in an 11’ Internet

pmmeci) packet header by a sewed destinatim address as a. fimefiun fifths individuaiized rule

 
aiiowing access based (m a request type and a destination. Addie“

41, {New} The system affirm“ I 5, wherein the modified ruie set includes at ieasi one ruie

LII
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redirectim the dam is} a new destinatiun address based an a rec nest W . C and an amen: lied
 

destinafiun addmsg.

 

 
rem Draw mic set and a standard rule S312 and wherein the redirectien server is confifiured m  

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial perind ol’time and to tllereafisr utilize the Standard

ruls set

45. 'fNew’ The matlmcl ofclaim 25 wherein the modified mla 56%: includes at least one ruls  

allmving access based (m a. mquam type and a destination addrew

46, New) The method Ql‘claim 25 wherein the maclified mic sct includes at 1633? [me rule
 

redirectin Y the data is a ncw degtinatian address based on a re    juest tv. E and an atte‘n'1_yted

dcstinafim addwsx

4'7. New) The method. of Claim 25! wherein the redirectien server is confiaured t0 redirect   

data from the users“ com uteri; l) re. alacin r a first destinatim addregs in an IP llntemet
 

_ acket hcadm by a second destination address as a function at? the in‘dividualizztd rule
  

a,a; 
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REMARKS

I. Introduction and Discussion of Preliminaw Issues 

A. 1ntroduction

This. after fin-ed Response. is in ropiy to the final Office Action mafiod on. August 2-3, 2.0“}

in the above—ideotified EAT-part6 reexamination proceeding.

Claims 14‘? are Subjoct to reexmnimziion, and are rejeciod. Claims "2841? are proposod

new ciaims which were presented in the Responxo flied on November 14, 2089,

The amendments to claims 15, '18. 2}, 26, and 2’? were proviousiy submifiod in the

supplementai RCSpGI‘iSC filed on May 24,, 2010, and were 39; entered by the. Office. 'I‘hoso

amendments are ropoaiod heroin.

Fufihw, new ciaims 228%} and 33—36 have been almonds-3d to recite “the individuaiized

mic 5301:,“ and new ciaims 38—47 have boon amended to recite “the modified mic set” to overcome

the antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC :12, second paragraph. No new mafior is added.

nor is the mops of tho alaim oniargod.

A. copy of this Suppicmoni‘a] Ros-pause is being sowed on. the third pariy 't‘equesi‘er

pursuzm't to '37 CPR 1.2% and 3‘? (IFR 1.5506}.

’8. All Amendments should be entered under 3’? (IFR 1.116

Patent Owner rospomfuliy submits that these: amendments; should be entered under 3?

CFR 1.116 as; placing the proceeding in better condition. of a. Notice of Intent to Issue

Reexamination Comificato, or for simplification of issucg for appoai. During; tho Pomona}

interview hold on September '23., 20.10,. the Examiner stated that thesis ammudmoni‘s probably

woxfid be entered if submitted in an after—Fina} Response.

Patent anor prom-ides Appendix A iihmtrating the amendments to claims 15, 355, 2}. 2‘6,

and '27 roiativc to the Rcsponoc filed on November 14. 2.009. This Appendix shouid reduce the

burden on tho Examiner in determining what the difibrooces on: between the two amendments.

Additionally, amendmomts to new claims 28—33, 33~3f§, and 38—4?“ are providod herein

moral}; to overcome a 35 USC HZ, second paragraph indefinitoness I‘ejootion by remixing

31116::de l‘ 1321333 uaxum

Thus, Patent Owner rcspeotfilihs Submits that all of the above amendments be permitted,

and should be entered under 3'? CFR. 1.316(1)).

M.)
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(I. Amendments rewardin “the user access” should read “the user accesses”   

As patented, claims L5, .18.. EL 25. and 2? trash recited, “the. user 2129655.” in order 1:0

Ciari'fy {his ungmmmaficai term, the Reapflnse filed on Navember 14, .2009 ammded {11656
‘J

ciaims m racks ”the user attempts m was Span further x‘evimv, Patmt (Burner submits that

ii is mm mom dear f0 m‘ncnd these. ciaims to reciie “the user accesses.”

To keep the ‘i‘CCDl’d clear, Patent Owner respectfuiiy directs the Examiner’s attentifln K} a.

count. Qrdcr (Case 2:08-cv~002é4—DF—CE,. Document 492., issued on {)fi;’30;’1 0, MEMORANDUM

OPENJQN AND ORDER) which. is. being provided separamiy in an Infermastim {3351:2305ch

Statement {IDS}. A. copy was meek/13d by the Firm nfihc undersigned at: September 22,. 2016.

'I‘he mun order. at pages 33849, discusges tha “(arm “iacation tin: ussr 2100638” fifom migmai

patented Chaim 15, and states that Chaim 15 is. indefinite. The Examiner is invited. tn rmiew the

mcmoramium in its cnfireiy.

Patient. Owner submits that original patented ciaims 1'5, '18, 2.1, 261, and 2? arc met‘cly

ngmmmafical, and these ciairm have been c§arifi.cd by amendment 1:0 recite “the user

accesses.“

This amendment is suppomtd. by. at a minimum the spacification at column ”.3, lines 48 m

in am ah‘m'nate embodiment a user may be periodically redirected to a.

location, baged 0n the number of other fafitox'ss such. as the number on?

lflcations accesrged, the time spent at a {osmium the 'iypegx 0i“ lacations

accessed, and Gihtll‘ such factors.

i). Interview Summarv mailin date is net correct.
 

Patent Owner rcs-pectfuiiy Submits. that the Intcmew Summary contains- a typcgraphica}

crmr regarding the maiiing date. Spacificaiiy, a Persanefi Interview was held. on Nuvem’ner $2,.

2009. Tim Interview Summary com page (form P'ETLQGC) asserts a. mailing dais 0f

Novmnber 918 2009, which precedefi the. date. Gf the. interview. Pawn Owner respectfuily

submits this is a dear typographic-211 error, anfi that ‘ihe maii‘ing date is Novembar .12, 2939, or

later.

‘ . , Panasonic-1011
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1!. SIGNAL FLOW" CHART iflustrafinfl sifinai flows of claim 1 ~GENERAL
 

A, signal flow chart. is; attached ai‘. Exhibit A. Exhibit A is a “blown up” copy of FIG. 2.

at" the specification, with annotations iiiustrating the signal paths et‘ciaim 1. Two email updates

have been made with respect to the versimi presented at the recent ?et‘smiai Interview; the

tetter MD has been iitseiteti into element .204 {AUTHENTICAHON AND ACCQUNTING

SERVER) fer identifieatiml, and the reexamination. ”number and the docket number have been

ingeited. t0 identify the document.

During the Persona} Intewiew. mic Exeminet‘ correctiy pointed gut that claim 2 does not

cxpreesiy 'i'equi-re that. signal path G flew through Diai—up Netweiik Server B. 'ii‘he flow at“

sigma} path G through. Diaieip Netwmk Sun: 8 is exemplary, and signal path G may bypass

Network Server 13.

Patent Owner’s representatives wieh to make one additional comment regarding this

figure. wi‘lich might not have been dearly stated during the PCI‘SOI’lfli Interview. Path {i is

mmelex, and. not 3.1}, possibititriess fi‘em ciaim t are ex'pi‘esely illustrated, Specifieaiiy, claim 1

recites, in. part, “processed by the redirectien server awarding to the inflividuaiigaed mie set." In

the sigma} flew Chart. Path (3 i3 represented by a dashed line {mm Computer 100 it) Redirectimi

Sewer C. and then. a sexiest 0f rectangles {or a thick dashed tine) labeled “Ci” fmm Redirectimi

Some: C to Pubiie Network 116 to indicate the iii'neessing by Redirection Server (7. has; been.

periiyrmed uptm the sigma}.

The pmeessing is; “according in the indit~=idual.ized ruie set,“ ‘aicem‘ding to claim. 1. The

pi'eeessiing may be. fer example, redirecting. In this- caee, the pmeessed eignai weuid be a

redirected signal, 33 iitustt'ated by G’ t‘mm Redii‘eetien. Server (.3 to Fubiic Network 1 3.0 in sigma?

flow chart Exhibit A.

The specification, at 4:59-66, pmvides the dearest description [if the redirection

functionaiity of the redirection server... and recites. in part. “Mite refiirectiim server 288

reeeives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed in implement the rule set for the

IP address. as we]! as . . . perthrming the physical redirection of data packets based on the

rule sets.”

In ether wards, the redirection server 01‘ eiaim I must be capabie of redirecting

in. contrast: the applied art does not disciose redirection. A mere detailed. discussien of

this issue win he provided bestow.
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1!}. SIGNAL- FI.~()W’ CH " illustratinn Simia} flows of ciaim I. ~BE'IAILEB   

The fotlowing Clearly maps the tanguege of claim 1 to the features of the eignei flow

Chart (Exhibit ft) Claim. l recites: in full (with line breaks and ieheis 3-1.4} added fin‘

convenience):

.l. A. syetem. cemprising:

A} a database wit] entries correlating, each at" a pitirzility of user tile with an

indivitl'ttaiizett rule set;

B?) a ditttmp network server that receivee user “35' from users’ computers;

(I) a redirection sew-:1 connected to the dial—up network server and a public.
network and

D} an authentication accounting sewer canneeted to the deta‘ttteee, the diet-up

network server and the redirection server;

E) wherein the dial~up network server eomriiuriieetes a first: user ID for one of

the users‘ eenttpltters and a temporarily assigned netwm‘k tttltlrese for the first utter

{i310 the authentication accounting Sewer;

F} wherein the authentication accounting stnei accesses the database {met
communicates the individualized rate set that eorreletee with the first user It) and

the temporarily aseigoed network address to the redirection server; and

(3) wherein data directed toward the public ne‘twertt from the em: of the users‘

computers are processed by the redirectien server according to the imlivittttaiizett
rule 5et

Patent Owner submits that a person ofordinary skili in the art would interpret e'taim t in

View of the specification by mapping the signal flowe of claim t direetty onto FIG. 2. New

each feature witl be individually mapped. in detaii to the signal flow (than,

A a database with entries cerrelatina each of a ituralitv of user 1133 with an 

0

mdividualixefl rule set;

Dataheee A (206) iliuslit‘aites the above database. Signet flows Di and Fl are dieetiseed

below with. respect to Authentieerion and Accounting Server D (hereinafter “Authentication

Sewer D” for the sake of'bt‘cvity) and feature F 'ltelow.

It)
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DiaiJUp Network Saver B {1 U2) receives user “38 from users" computerg via signai par}:

8 {the dul‘ied fine from lama Computers (300} to DiaiéUp Sewer B). Nate that arrow heads

indie-aft: a. directian of flow in the signal paths.

Signal paths C], DE, E, and {3 are discussed beiowg

C

network: and

   a redirection server connected to the dial—u network server and a sublic

Redirect-km 53mm" C (238’) is:

cnnnected t0 the Dial—lip Saws? 8 Via path C. Ii , and

cunnected m Public Network {1' 10.) via path C32.

an authenticatian acmuutinn server connected it) the database the dial—u ) 

network server and the redirectian server:

Authmtication Serve-r D is:

mnnecied in: Database. A. via path D},

connected to {MM—13p'Nem‘m'king Samar 8 via path. DE, and

animated to Redirectmn Server (3 via. path {)3.

 

 

wherein the dial—u network server communicates a first user 1]) far we of

the users’ 00m utters and a tem mrariiv assianed netwark address for the. first user

I!) to the authenticatim accuuntin server- 

Diai-Up Newark Server 13 cummunicates a fimt user 11) for one. ofthe userg’ computers

{109} and a. temporarily assigned natwurk address for the first user ID to the. Authentication

Sen-“er [3* via sigma}, flaw E.

F" wherein the authenticatiun accountina server accesses the database and 

csmmunicates the individualized rule set that carr‘elates with the first: user It) and

the tem marilv assivned network address in the redirection server and 

1}
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The Authenticatirm Scum D accesses the Database A via. Signal path F2, and

communicates the individualized rule set. that mrrclarcs with the first user ID and Elm temporarily

assigncd netwurk address in: the Rcdircclicm Server C via signal path F2.

G" wherein data directed toward the while netwcrk from the one {If the users‘ 

com alters are lrocessed {W the redirection server acmrdinfl in the individualized  

rule set.

Data is dircctcd toward the Public thwcrk HO frcm our: of the uscrs’ cmmputcrs 100 via

signal path G (and pct-hairs G 5). This data is ”proccsscd“ by the Rcdircctim Scwcr {I awarding,

in the individualized rule sci Pmccfising was discussed abm'c in detail, and. this discussion is

repeated immediately helm»: liar the sake of complctcncss and derail.

The xignal path Ci may flow tlimugh the Dial—up Ncrwm‘k Server 8 (:15 Shawn}. or may

flow around the I)ial«up Network Server B.

Path G is ccmplcx, and not all porsibilitics from claim I are cxprcrsly illurtratcd.

Specific-ally, claim I recites, in jpari, “pr‘occsscd by lhc rcdircci‘iml scrvcr according to the

individualizcd rule set.” in thc signal flaw chart, Path G is}; represented by a. dashed line fmm

Computer Will in Redirection. Server C. and than a. series ‘0i71"rctri.ngics (or a thick dashed line}

labeled “0“" from Redirecticn Scwcr (1" {a Public Network 110 to indicate the pmccsring by

Redirecticn Server C hag been pcrfcrmcd ripen thc signal.

The pmccssing is; “according in the individualized mic sci,“ according to claim. 1. The

rummaging may, far examplc, redirect the data in signal path G.

The spccificaticn., a? #5966, provides thc clearest dcscriptim}. 0f the redirection.

functionality of the rcrlircction Server, and recites, in part, “itlhe redirectian server 2G8

receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed. t0 implement the rule set. for the

IP address“ as well as . . . performing the physical redirection 0? data packets based (In the

rule sets.”

in ether words. the redirection server cf claim 1 must. be capable 0f redirectinv.

‘ ‘ , Panasonic-1011
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IV. fiemiied Discussion of He ‘45!   

 

Bled reference

US. Patent \0 6,088,435 3. {hereinafter “He “453”) {arm-rides a security system’meihed for

network element aeeese in an. enterprise nem-«erk. Security is enfereed using

Credentialx'Privileges confirm for each individual} user; and a user may be granted or.“ denied

access to specific eiemeeta within an enterprise. EEG. .20 of He “451 is provide immediately

below 1101‘ eemv'enienee.

FIG, 10 OF He “45$.

 
 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx f

Eiement 306 of FIG. 10 er“ He ‘45] is :1 mar network, and 33 egg 3. public netwerk as

required by paragraph e) an? eiaim 'i. For exampie, He “45.15 at 43133., states, “the

intereenneetien network 3.86." Further, He ‘45 1, at 4:49, states, “ioeai access ee‘ntrei.”

r’rddition,aiiy._ see “Enterprise Network” $4153,

.311 He “4511 the user has to send a measage t0 the eredentiai server." (18:51:38). Then the

credential «m: sends a. credential} ticket back to the user (1?:5—8).

He ‘45! requires a use: 10 gr) 'iii'lmugh {he feiiewing steps in order to gain access» credential; {:0 a

netwerk element. The feliewieg figure was created by the Patent Owner m illustrate the steps of

He ‘4SL based en the specification 01“ He ‘45 i.

Panasonic- 101 1
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STEPS OF Hf: ‘45]

 
 

 

 
 

 
itntercormection !

nety‘mrk ‘
 
 

Step 1:

User {“33} sends a mesrgage to authentication 581%? {302'} in get a gamma] ticket {.17’255

through 1&2}

Step 2:

User (102:) sends message to tilt: credentiat server {284} m gm: 3. cmdentiai ticket: 1:18:53?

through 19:8).

Stap 3:

Liam (102) :sends a ntwssage to the network atemem (mm-ax server to: get a ticket to access to

specific 1.1etwot'k. eiement {104) {f'ZOiZSdfil

Step 4:

Then User (ml-1} accesses tn the specific network stemem {MM} with. the tic-km obtained at step

3 {2t132—3 7’). it is the specific network filament that. makes the decisinn as ten act on user’s

request or stop based cm the ticket suppiied by the user (H E! fig 8).

Tt‘hcsc steps of He ‘45} itiush‘ate a conventional client-server art-augment. After

sending a credential ticket back to the use}; the credential Starve: (284) (the Examiner

impropert‘y equated this credential server with a. redirection server) is gilt im'ol‘ved in the

communicatians between a user (132} and a network element (104). Therefore, there is no

14
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way 11:11 credc'ntiai server (204} In process (111112 directed. 10» 4.1111 the pubiic network from one of

the 11.511111.~ (1011111111013. 3.8 required “1131 paragraph 9.) claim I. (31:11:11 “1‘31'111163 11*; claim 1 21:11-1- algo

1101.1l.isc31.136d.by He ‘45 '3 . as discussed in detail belmw.

V. Summarv 11f ,Re'ezctians   

(12111113 233136 and 384? are ILIILIIJCl mile: 35 USC .1 l3, 5113111111111 paragraph. as

being indefinite regarding antecedent basis. P21112111 Owner 11115- 11111011ded. these claimg 10

cwercomc 1.11.11; rejectinn. as dismmseol above.

Claims 3—31. 33-361, 38~4L and 43—413 are rejected 111111131 '35 13.8.12. § 1.133(3) as being.

unpaitenia‘olc L11:11‘ US.P111<211INI1 (108845l IlkimrldhuIla 451"H11 14111191 lib‘Patent No

{1.233.686 “11.1mm:“Ecnchglalw') Patent (31111121. ICSpECIfuIi}- dzxdm‘5.31: ‘(Pldu‘lLd in

detail below:

Claims 32. 37'. 42. and 4'"?a;1e mid-tied 11116121.35 USI . {I1- }{33Ia} :13 Ewing 1111patm1table

ever He ‘45]. in View of Zenahclsky, and further in View of 1111.13ng admitmcl prior art

(“Backgrnmm of ths’: lz‘wcntion." e11 culumn .l. 113111311 536.? of 11111 iPre-sen‘t Patent. Imminaf‘ter

“151313.463. 1311:3111: Owner raspectfuily disagrees. as Explained 17.111detail'i113iow.

Claims l. ‘3. 15. and 25 1111;: the sole independcnf claims of 131.11 131131513111 353310111; The

11:1“ ectians 1.1.111 dixcussed 11111011? in 153111111-

VI. Re'ections 1111119135 IESC 112 secand wraqra 11    

Claims 23--31 '3336 and 3.84?“ are rejected nude: 35 USI.“ llii’. second pm;aggxaph as:

[31.1.1113 indefinite re5.3acarding anleccdcm [1215.15 PM1111 U11nu has 1.111191113161111 these claims 10

wercomcz this 11130611011. :15 d151311511ecl above.

Re’ection under a 11!“ claims 1-51 33-36. 38—41 and 4346

Claims 3-3]. 33—36, 38~4l. and. 434% are {Qiacted 11116131 35 [5.31: § 11111.11 35 bang

V!I.    

1111;1211'c11111ble 1111131 US. Pamnt N11. {1,0883% (hereinafter “He 45%.”) in View 0f US. Patent No.

6.233(.1861 (hereinafter “Ze11cl1elsky““}. P3113111 0mm? respectfidly disagreeg. as explaincfi

below.

(11141115 I. 8. 14. 21110125 are imicmndent.

13
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Inde’ endent Claim 1
 

Independent ciaim 1 recite-5., in felt (with. tine breathe and tabels A-G‘ added fer

convenience):

'1. A system comprising:

A) a database with entries certelating each of a piuratity of user IDS with. an
individuatized rule set;

B) a diet-up netwm'k Sewer that receives user IDS from users’ Cflfl’tfmtm'fi;

C) a redtrectiun server connected. m the diet-up network server and. a pubiic

netwm’k, and

13} an authenticatim accounting Sewer emttteeted te the database} the diet-up

network server and the redirection sewer;

E} wherein the dial-up netwmfik server communicates a. firSt user it} fer fine 0f

the users' computers and a temperarily assigned. network addrees for the firet user

TED to the authentication accounting ELRLS

F) wherei :1 the authentication accounting xenet accesses the database and.
cmmmmtcartee the individueiized mte set that correlates with the first LiSC-T {D and

the temporarily designed mete-“ark address to the redirectimt sewer; and

G} wherein data directed toward the public network from the {me of the users"

mmputers are pmeessed. by the redirection sewer according to the individuaiized
rate set.

Patent Owner wit} distinguish muttipte featuree of claim i ever the mmhiuatien (sf He

‘45}. and Zenehelsry, (me feature at a time. While the most distinguishing features are discussed

helm»: ether distinguiehing features; atso exit

.t 2!. Define “redirection eervet” Persenat I'ntewiew

Patent aner reepeett‘utiy submits that. the “redirectian server“ feature nt‘eiaim 1 is {”1th

discinsed by the cambinetimn at" He ”451' and Z‘enchelsky.

During the recent Persona} interview, it became Clear that the Examiner was not asserting

that the prior art disektsed at redirection function Rather, the Examiner was asserting that a

redirection server did net necessarily have to be capable 0f perferming redireetinn, but

merety had it) he capabte of pertbrming any one 0.? three fimctiens: atlew;-’pttss, block, or

16
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medifyfredimct. This interpretation \ rats net dear from any of the Office Actions. Patent

{flwner meet-30ml] iy disagrees.

Patent Owner’s representatives submit that the redirection server 0f ciaim 1 must be

capabie 0f perfin‘ming mdireetifln.

The specification, at 4:59—65; pmvickts the ciearegt descriptian mf the redirectian.

fimctienaiity of the redirection sewer,“ and reciteg, in. part, “#3313 redirectinn server 2-68

receives the 1P adtiress and rule set, and is programmed ti) implement the rule set for the

I? address, as we]! as . . . performing the physical redirection of data; packets based on the

rule sets.”

In ether wards, the redirection server of ciaim i. must: be capable of redirecting based

an the rate set.

1b. Define “recitreeiim'i server“ Court Interpretatinn

The Court Order (Case 23;:GE—cv—00264—DF-Cfl Document 492, issued on Ofis‘fifie’ifi,

EVIEZMORANDUM OPENIUN AND ORIIJER, a cepy of which was received by the Firm of the

 

undersigned on September :12, 20W) appears; m be consistent: with Patent Ownex‘s interpretatim}

of.” the wdirecfieu server 03'" daim "L A. review of the {30mm interpretatien may prove

beneficiai .

A5. a starting pm‘ 3113 the Order, at page 1 3., considers the term “centre! data passing” and

quotes the Specificatien as: ibilmws ”The pree‘sem invention aiicmts for creating and implementing

dynamicaily Changing; 111168 to aiiow the redireciirm, Hawking or allowing {gfspscffic tiara. fi‘ilfffiflf

jar specgfic men; as a function 01“ database entries and the user‘s activity“ {Present I’atent,

2:61 -65, emphasis added. by Court).

The Order, at page H, asserts that other text in the specification confinne this

functionaiity, and mime-s the Spec-it‘icafitm exactly as foltewsS ”flee redirection server . . . is

pmgmmmed, t0 impiement . . . checking, data paeketg and blocking er aliowing the packets . . .

[audit perfbrming the p‘hyfiicai redirection {If packets; . . . (Present Patent, 4:59—6:55 the

bracketed. term "{and.}” inserted. by the Court). It. is impurtant. to note that the Court

intentionally inserted the bracket bracketed term “Mud?” to clarify that the redirection

server is we rrammed to ert‘orm redirectien.
 

Further, page 34 (1f the. {)tdet constructs the term “rerlireciion server” as “a server

17
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logically located between the mom‘s computer and. the network that controls the user’s access to

the network.” Tho (Iourt’s analysis arriving at this definition appears to take it for grantefi

that the redirection server is capable of performing redirection {this appmrg to he {so obvious

that it go without saying}.

Thus. the Order appeal; to ‘z'ocognlzo that the redirection filoction is a. mandatory (and. the

morass-1y named or nominal} lill'lction of tho redirocl‘iofi SETVEI‘.

lc. Bollno “recilrocfion son-‘61“ m nominal function

moot Cowner furtlmr respcotfully submits that names have meaning. As Such. a some!"

that is named a redirociiom servor must have, by the: plain meaning of words. a, redirection

function. Rodiromoo is literally, the nominal meaning of a. recliroclion Server. ’lf‘flfis argument:

is comment with the Cow’s ‘imerpmmtion.

kl.

The I’m-23mm Pawn, oi 6:21, and at column 6:46:49, provides an. illustrative and I10Tl-

Exam . 3,2 of “redirection”    

limiting example of redirecting a moasogo fiom a first destination. address (or almmptod

destination addroas. or target addrolis} of “*xymoom” to a second destination addreso {or

redirected destination address) of“\wrw.u$.mm.”

le. Disl'ln wish. “redircclion” over a a; 11' ed art  

The final Office Action, at pogo 5. 2255:3115 that the redirection sows? of claim Ii is:

dioclooed by credential son-or "204 of FIG ll} of‘l-lo “45 l. lieu-over. lit: ‘43], at 001mm 12, line

65 to column 13. line 42.1mmly mates:

2. 2.1-2. Credential. Server

The credential servo 20-41 is responsible for controlling network user

cyedemlals mi privilegeg, which. is ossenljal for oiil’ootlvo network dLLCw

control. in addition, the erodeofial server 204 provides the means for the

central administration and marmgomeol of user credentials for elfecfivo

and efficient admim'stralimx, ills same as me authentication Server 202.

The authentication server 302 only authentioatoo the user identity to

network elomoms. E'Elowover. the ultimate aCCESS dooiaion may also depend

on. some user account lnlin‘maiion othor than merely the user identity.

Thus, it is nocosoary to implomom this extra level of control on the

osscntiai user account information. called user credentials, for ofifocfivc

access control to network resources and infommtion. This control is based

‘ . , Panasonic-1011
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{m the suspicinn that authenticated users may not be honest about their

personal eredeatiate in order to gain aeeees t0 network resem‘eee and
inforrmztien that chenvise would not be allowed tn the-m. User

credentiatfptiviiege central. is an integrat pater of the utter sign—0n process

that: ieads t0 the final access decisions to grant or to deny user access

requests for netwerk remm‘ces and infin‘tmttien. tiemphasis added)

‘fi‘he credential server of He ‘45: moiety d‘iacioses a server Gunfigured to “grant: or deny

user mew tequeatef and. does :19; disctose the mandatory “redireetion” functionality of the.

“redireetien sewer” of daim 3.. See the above detailed discussien of He ‘45} .{in‘ additioae}

detaita,

’Ti‘hue, Re 451 due-3 mt teach or suggest. the redirection functimmlity of the “redirectimt

sewer" feamrc at“ Chaim 1.

7’ Dist-in wish “redirectien. server connected to the diet-L netwerk server  

 ., ubiie netxx-mk”

Patent Oweet’ respectfitl‘iy submits that the “redirection server cmmected to the dial-up

netwerk server and a public netwurk“ feature of claim 1 is not diaciuaed by the combinatiea

offtie ‘45}. and Zeneheiek‘y.

As an illustrative and non-«limiting exampie at this feature of ciaim '1... FIG. 2. 0f the

Present Patent iil‘ustrates dial up netwerk server 182 connected to redirection server 203 which,

in turn, is connected to internet I if}.

Argueudm even ifthe credentiat server 204 in FIG. ’1 0 uffie ‘45} disclosed a redirection

sewer {ta-"him P‘aient Swear does net admit}, thia credential server 0f He “45% is not: ”emneeted

to the diet up netwerk server and a. public. network” as requirefl by claim I.

Specificalty, the fine}? Office Action, at: page 55 assetts that the above t‘eeited feature of

ciaim I is discleaed by FIG 10 of He ‘45}, meeting that credential server 204 intercenneete :0

die}. up server 1002 Via the pu'biiic mete-ark 105.17.

f-hmieven FIG. it} of He ‘45} times nut teach or suggest ‘a pubiio Hematite,” as required

by ciaim 'L Remnant 106 sf He ‘43}. is a iota! mete-“011:, and is. Let. a public Hem-“mic. Re ‘451,

at mimm 4, time 3162, Statex “the interconnection. netwm‘k me.” itiurther, He ‘45 1, at: eelmnn.

4.. time 49, states. “heat. access eentt‘oL" See the above detailed discussion of He ‘45] for

additienat detaiia.

l9
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Thus: He ‘45] does r1151 teach 01‘ suggest the “redirectinn server connected to the died—up

netwerk sewer and a public network" feature of eia'im '1.

Dietinuuish “the authentieatir'm aecmmnnfi nerve-r necessm the (13131311156 

and communicates the individualized. ru1e set that eorre’iares with the first user ID

and the tempered}? assigned network addrefin 1‘0 111:? redireetien server.”
 

hrrdegsendent eiaim 1 recites, in part: “wherein the authentication accounting server

accesses the database and. communicates the individualized rule set that eor‘reiates with the

fire-t user 21212} and the tempernrny aseigned new-mix addrese tn the redirection server.”

A:5 an iil‘nstr‘niive and :10an 211.111 11g exantrpie of claim 1, the Present Patent 51115165 {11:11 the

“Aute—Nawi cnmpnnent nf the authentication emanating server 204 querien the database for the

mic Set to nppiy to each new amnion, and forwards the ru1e set and the eurrenriy asxigned 1P

addrees to the redireerinn server 2118.” (>4:5§~59‘} A150 nee the abnve detai1ed dineusnien 05111:“:

exempiary signal flow chart (Exhibit r51} fer minim 1. Specifically, in Exhibit A, the

Authentication Server 1) cammunieates the individualized rule set to the redireerien server

C thrnugh signal path FE.

The finai. Office Aetien, 3.1 page 1?, asseris that the ebrwe {nature 0f emim 1 is diseinsed

by“ He ‘45 .1 at 17:61416, 17:6?“t1amugh 18:1, and 19:23.

Hewever, He 4:11.~ at 17:61 to ,1 8:1 3 merely states:

{2) Upnn receiving the uner request message: {he anthemeating. server

202 uses the user inenrifier 1n the message in look up 1111:: user registratinn

database 2111 and retrieves a reeerd enrrespend'ing 1:0 that: user {user

record}. A response message is prepared by the anrnentic-anon server 211?.

and sent back In the user. The respense meesage centeins a. genern1
ticket for the user in eemmunieate with the eredsenrizfi server 204 for

authentiearien. (emphasis added}

i1-1owever, the above poriinn GEE-1e ‘451 authentication server merely sends the response

message back to the user. net in credential server. In other words, 1164151. does not teach.

signai path. 172.

Additiona1ly, Re “431, at cehlmn ’16, fines 52—67,. states that a “record” may include the

fist of “user credentiahfi‘ Te'fleeting “the most recent changes 1:0 the privilege set fin‘ the user.”

Be 1151,, at column 193 11:11:15 2-8 merely state-s:

Based on the user identifieatien, the credential server 204 will retrieve rhe

211
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list of user eretterttiats from, the registration database 210 and enclose the

list in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent back in a. response

message and will be used for the user to corrtmtmicate with the network
element actress server 206.

ifiowe'ver the eretietitiai ticket is not an individuaiiaed rate set. 'lf‘h‘us, He ‘45} does not
Us

teach or suggest that the authentication accounting server accesses the database and

communicates the individualized rate set that correlates with the first user It) and the

teiiiporariiy assigned network address to the redirection server,“ as required by eiaim '2.

Additionally, the final Office Action, at the top paragraph of page 2-7, asserts “claim

1 does not expiieitty indicate which structure (the sen-er or the database) is passing the rate

set to the redirection \UKU nor is there an indication in claim 1 that the rule set. is passed.

direet'iy from authentication. server to redirection sefiet Claim 1 appears to allow the rate set.

to reach the redirection server from either the authentication server or from the database.”

Patent. aner respectfully submits that the above interpretation ofthe finai Uffiee Action

is contrary to the eiear iaaguage of claim 1. Ciaim 1 states, “the authentication accounting

server accesses the database and communicates the individualixet‘l rate set that eorretates with.

the first user ED and the temporariiy assigned network address to the redirection server."

More corteiseiy and more cieariy; etaim 1 states “the authentication accounting server accesses

the database and (so‘mttmnicates . . i to the redirection server.”

(Hearty the authentication accounting sen-"er of claim 1 is accessing the database and.

then, the authentication accounting server is aiso communicating to the redirection server: the
u'r

term ‘accesses the database and communicates” eleariy and 'unarmbigaousty modifies the term

‘filie autheotieation server” In other words, claim .1 requires that the authentication accounting

sewer comtiittaieates the individualized rate set to the redirection sewer: See the signal Flow

chart {Exhibit A) "for additional details.

in order to reach the interpretation. ot‘the finai {:iffiee Action {at the top paragraph. of page

27), eteim it would have to be sahstan’tiaiiy amenaed as follows: “the authentication. accounting

server accesses the database and either the authentication server or the datahase (thermionic-ates...

to the redirection server.”

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the final Office Action interpretation {at

page 27} would require amendment of the claim language by insertion of seven words as

shown above, and. therefore is not a. reasenahie interpretation of the fleet claim language.
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Thus. He ‘4Sl (teen not teach 01‘ suggest the abtwe recited. feature ttfclaim 1.

4a., Distinguish “data directed tow-(it'd. the ublie netwnrk item the one of the 

  

  

were“ cum teem are jttieeesed l‘W the redirection. sewer aecerd‘inu in the ‘iiidividuaiixed 

rule set"

Independent Claim 1 reeltee, in pant, “data directed. toward the public network from the

time of the users' computers are preeessed by the redirection server according to the

individualized, rule set.”

As discussed. above, this Teature of claim 3. is represented, in ene example, by Signal flow

6- of Exhibit A-

He ‘45] does net: disclose the pregt‘aimmed redirection function of the “pmeessed by the

redirection server“ feature at claim l.

Additinnally, claim 1 expressly requires that. “data directed toward the public network

. . . are pi‘eeesxed by the i'edii'ectieit server.“

In contrast in claim la the credential newer of He ‘45} merely receives a message from

User {102), and then Sends a credential ticket: hack to the wee. Neither the message from the

user, nor the credential ticket to the user, diselnse data directed. ten-me the public netwerk.

£36451 does net teach any“ newer that processes data. directed toward the publie network free}.

the one ofthe ‘neer’tt eemptiters.
1-

ln feet, He ‘451 does not even teach [it suggest a public: network," as required by claim

1. Element 106 of He ‘4Sl is a local network. and its £193 a. public netwerk. He “453., at.

column. 4? line 333;"; states. “the interconnection netwet‘lt. 3.06." Further, He ‘45}? at autumn 4,

time 49, states, “lace! access control.“ See the abeve detailed discussion {if He “ilfil fer

additionat details.

In nunimaiy, Ii’ateiit Emmet respectfully submits that He ‘451 dBCS net; teach 01‘ Suggest

any at" the above discussed features et‘ elaim ”l, Further, the other applied art does not remedy

the deficiencies (if He ‘45 1.

Thus; the reiectien (if claim l should be. withdrawn. Further, Patent Owner submits that

dependent claims 3-? and 2862 depend item claim .15 and are patentable for the same reasons as

claim 1 i as well as en their own merits.

'. .iet‘eiit‘ei a'en tenet S11 mis in ‘ie i'e'ecinnn 0" claims «'y ant. L323: Stet: t eTl l .PttO bltlttl t fl l” V‘hi"? lib
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wi theme-13.

B. De endent Claim 5 de ends from claim 1   

.Depemlem Claim 5 recites, in part. “the redirection. server further redirects the data to

and from the users’ computers {is a. function of the insivld‘uslized rule set.“

As an illustrative and moonlimiling example of claim 55 the preseo‘l patent slams: “Mire

redirection server programs the rule set and the I? address so as to filter and redirect the user’s

packets according to the rule set“ {6137—39,}; “dynansically changing rules. to allow the

redirect-ism blockingg or aliasing“ (2:62—63); and pass . . . block . . . or modify the request

according to the redirection i albnnation" {f3:8»2l}).

Further, the .i’resem’ Patent provides a specific illustrative and new—limiting example of

redirecting a message from a first destination address (or attempted destination address} of

“in“...com” to a second destination armress (or redirected destination address} of

“wwwameom” {at eolumn 6 line 21 and at column 6 lines 46-49).

As discussed above with. respect in claim 1, Parent {issuer respectfully submits that the

, and He ‘45] does not:redirection server of Claim 1 is n‘oommmed to j. erform redirection  

disclose the capability of perfbnning redirection.

liven if the claim .1 feature “redirection server” is disclosed by a sewer merely having a

functionality of blocking (which Parent Gwner does not admit}, dependent claim 5 expressly
4-

requires that “the redirection server further refiirects the data.” Jms claim 3 es iresslv  

re uires that the redirection server have the redirectin funefionalitv‘.
  

The final Office Action. at page ".3, asserts the: He ‘45]. disc-loses the above feature at

column l9}, lines 2:1}. However: He ‘45 l, at. column ls}. lines 2—] ll merely states:

Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list

of user credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list

in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent back in a response

message and will be used for the user to communicate with the network.

element? access sewer 206. {emphasis added)

Adcli’riuonsilya He “451, at column 9, lines SEE-41, merely discloses “an access control list

for each uetwerk resume-e or inl‘brmalieo . . . shall. contain the list of user identifiers who are
.

allowed. to deems it and the kind of access rights that are allowed to each user." In other words,

He ‘c‘lSl merer determines the kind of access rights that are allowed to eaCh user who is allowed.
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access. Hc “451 dues not teach how to redirect data directed toward public network from

one (if a user's cmnputer. In fact, He “45] does not disciosc any type of rcdirccticn at. ali.

Patent Owner rcspccti‘uiiy submits that the ether appiicd art {chchcis‘ky and AAPA}

dues no'i remedy the dc'fi cicncics of Ht: ‘451‘

Therefore; Fatcm Owner submits that thc rciccticii cf dependant ciaim 5 slic'ulci be.

withdrawn ibr the sums ‘i‘casuus as bass ciaim i. , as well as on iis own merits

C. De endent Claim 6 de lends frcm claim 1
 

Dependent claim 6 recites, in. part? “'thc redirection. scwcr fumhci redirects the data

fmm the users’ commuters to multiple destinations as a fimciion m" the iudividua'lizcd mic

sci.” iiiustcati‘vc exampics ofrcdircctiug data are discussed ail-ave with respect to ciaim S.

The final: Office Action, at pagcs 7 and 28, assch that He ‘43} disclcscs the: above

feature at FIG. 30, whcrcin the piurai network cicmcni's HM uilcgcdly represent multipic

potcmiai dcstinatimx fc‘r iutcmctimi based. on particular user crcdcmiuis.

First, as discussed above with rcspcct {‘0 claim 5, He ‘45] mci‘ciy dctci‘miucs the kind of

access rights that: arc aflowcd 2:0 cach user wlic is aiiowcd access. Hic- ‘45 1 times not reflirect

the data in any way.

Scccndg ciaim 6 cxpircssiy redirects the data to "‘multipic dcstinuticns as a flinctiou of tin:~

imiivid‘uuiizcii mic sci." Fur example, ihc iiidividuaiizcd mic set may rcdircci a message tn s.

first redirected addrcss and then to a, scccud rcdirccicd address, i‘csuiting in multiple dcstiuaiicus

as a function, of the individualized mic set. In ether wards u singic individualized ruic sci.

rcsuits in. redirectin {to muiiipic dcsiinations.

Thus; Hc 4:21 docs not teach or suggcst that “the rcdirccticn server further redirects the.

data dii‘cctcd Kuwaiti, the pubiic network frcim this uscrs’ computers to multiple destinations as a

function cf the individuaflizcd mic set,” as Icquirccl by dependent ciaim 6.

Patcm Owner i‘cspccti‘iiiiy submits that the ether zippiicd art {Ecuchcisky and AAPA)

dues nut remedy the dcficicncics of Hi“: ‘45 1.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection cf dependent ciaim ('3 slic'uki be.

withdrawn ibr the sums ‘i‘casuus as bass ciaim i. , as well as on iis own merits

B. New De" cndcnt Claim 23 de ends fmm claim 1   
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New dependent Claim 28 recites, in part, “WhCIBlH the individualized rule set includes at

least one rule as a function Ufa type of IP (interim: Preteen!) sen-rice.”

The Office [dietinng at page 1?. asserts the: a rule “done not change the structure of a.

physical. system, and also dnen nut change the functinnnlity 0f the system. unlesn the rule is

executed" and therefore this rule is given 110 pntentnble Kl‘itlglll, citing in re Ngai 367 833d 3336

USPQ 2d lEEi'E {Fed Cir. 2004). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees

Dependent claim 28 depends from claim 1, which recites, in part, “authentication

accounting server . . . communicates the individualized. rule set” and. “precessed by the

redirectinn server according to the individualized rule set.”

Then Patent Owner respeetliilly submits that the authentication. neenunting sewer must

he cnrzfignred in be capable of communicating the individualized rule net including “at least one

mic as: a function of a type if KP {Internet Protocol} service,“ and this fire: configuratinn feature.

changes the Structure andfn'r changes the functionality of the itlltllfli‘ltiC-fltifln an enunting server.

Adrditinnntlyg Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redirection $31le mun: be

configured to process. the data “according to the individualized rule set," and therefore this

semnd configuration feature Changes the structure nndr’nr the fiine’ainnnlity 0f the redirectinn

server.

'l‘herefnre, Patent {Llwner submits that the rejection 01? dependent claim '28 shenld he

witln‘lrawn for the. same reasnns as base claim. ie as well as; an. ins own merits

E. New De enchant Claim 29 deends from claim 1 

New dependent claim 29 recites, in part, “the individualized rule set includes an initial.

temnnrar}! rule set and. a standard rule set, and. wherein the redirectinn Server is configured in

utilize the temporary rule set for an. initial period. of time and. to thereafter utilize the standard

rule Set.”

The final Office Aetien, at page 18, asserts that the “user credential“ nf He ‘451

enneepnnde to a rule, and that switching horn a first rule of a. first user to n secnnd rule nt‘ 21

secend. user discloses the above recited. feature of claim 39. Patent Owner respectfully

disagrees.

Claim 29 required that “the individualized rule set includes an initial temporary rule set
‘

and a standard rule self" There in no such individualized rule set {including an initial temporary

ER.) L1:
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mic set and, a. standard mils: 5m.) discinsed by He ‘45 L Note that truth the initial temporary mic

sci; and the standard ads: Sc: hem-1.1g to {are included by) the individualized mic set. ‘I‘hun, the

twn difiemnt mic sets from HC ”451 each bflong to different 1133‘s (the first user and fin: secnmi

user)? and dn not bnlnng to an individualimd rule set. In other \N’N‘dfi, an individuaiimd ruin set

is 33m 21 first rule set for a first user and a. secmnd ruin set for a. second user.

Thm‘efbu": Paten’i Owner submits that {he ‘i'cject‘inn 0.? dependent claim. 29 shnuid be

withdrawn for the same ransom as base claim 1, as we]! as an its nwn meritg.

F. New De ancient Claim 30 de ends fmm claim 1‘  

New dependent minim 30 recites, in pari, “the imiividnniizcd mic set includes at waist mm

min aflowing access hasnd on a, mqunnt type and a destination addx'esn.“

The final: Office Action, at page E8? 3858115 that a. mic “dang not change the structure 0f 3.

physical} system, and M30 {‘30th nm change tin: fimctimtnliiy af 1215 system, uniesn the rule is

cxccutcd” and therefore this: rule in givcn no patenmhie weight, citing In re Ngai 367 F.3d 3336

[E'SPQ 2d 3862 (Fed. Cir. 2804). Pedant Owner mspectfniiy disagmns.

{Jaipendnnt claim 30 depends {mm cinim l, which recites? in part, “authentication

accounting server . . . communicates the individualized. rule set“ and “processed by the

redirectiun server according m the individuafized rule set.”

Than Patent Owner renpncffully submits that the: anthcmicntion ziccnnnting server must

be first cm‘lfigumd to be capabie ofwmmunicating the indivimxaiized mie- net incinding “3;: {east

one mic as a, function nf a type of if? {Time-met Fromm!) xervicc,” and this first. mnfiguration

feature patentably Chang-395 the ntmcmm and-"nr changes the fimctinnaiity of ‘the ain’thsntication

accounting server.

Additinnaily, Patent Owner respectfufiy submits that the mdirection server munt be

sccnnd configured to prawns; the data “according to thn individualiznd mic set,” and therefore

this Sitcom} configuration f‘sainm patcnlably changes the structure zmdfor the functionality of the

redinzct'inn server.

Thm‘efom Patent Owner submits. that the rejection 01? depmdmt Claim 30 shanid be.

withdrawn fbr the same I‘eamns as base Ciaim '1, as well 23$ on in; own merits

G. New De" endent Claim 31. (1% ends fmm claim 1  
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New dependent Cit-tint 31 recites, in part, “WhCIBiH the individualized rule set inciudes at

ienst one ruie 't‘edirecting the data tie a new destination address based en a request type and an

attempted destintttinn address.”

The fine! (Timex: Action. at page i8, asserts that a mic “fines not change the structure of a

physieai system. and nine tines not change the fitnctienetity of the :ystent tiniest; the title is

executed,” and thereibte this tttie is given me patentaifle weight, citing In it: Ngai 36? F.3d .1336

Li-SPQ 2d 1362 (Fed- Cir. 2004), Patent Owner respectfuiiy disagrees,

Dependent. cieitn 3'3 depends from cieim l, which recites, in part. “authenticating:

accounting server . . . cnmmuuicates the individualized rule set” and “preeessed by the

redirection server according to the intlivithmtizeti rule set."

’I'h’ns, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the a'tnhettticetien accounting sewer must:

be first configured to be cepebte of cannnunicating the individuaiized ru‘te set including “at least.

one ruie as a function of a type at“ {P (interns-ti Protocol) service? and this first. cmtfignt‘atitm

Denture patcntnbly changes the structure andfo-r changes the functionality nf the authenticatien

eccminting mm

Additionally, Patent {)wner tespectfniiy submits that the tediteetien server must be

second enntiguted. to process the data. “awarding to the individnatized rate set," and theteibte

this" seennd cnnfigm‘etinn feature patentably changes the structure nndfnr the funetienality at the

redirectinn server.

'I‘hercibtc, Patent Owner submits that ”the rejection at” dependent claim. 31 snottid be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1 , as well as an its own merits.

H. Index ancient Claim 8
 

Independent claim 8 reeites, in tail:

in a system cemptising a database with entries cettetating each of a. mutant}: at

user {De with an individualized rule set; at dieiwun netwni‘k server that receives

user ED}; new users“ computers; a tedirectien sewer connected to the dint—up:

netwetit server and a n entire network. and an aLithenizicetien accounting server

connected in the database the dialing) netwntk server and the redirection. server,

the median comprising the steps of:

eennnunieating a first user {D 'lb‘t.‘ one et‘the nsers’ computers and a

temp-marily assigned network ntidtcss for the first user ii) tram the dinimp

network sewer to the authentication accounting server;

cemmunieating the indisaidualized mic set that eerteiates with the
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first user ID and the temporarily assigned nctwnrk address in the

redirectien server item the authentication aeennnting sewer;

and prt‘ieeseing data directed tow-1nd the public network from the

nne ofthe users“ cnmputcrs aecnrding to the individualized rule set.‘

lndenemlent claim lit recline features sin‘tilar tn inde. endent claim I, and in patentelaie

QVEI‘ the applied ant fur reagent; similar to those of independent claim 1. with refipeot tn the similar

i‘.‘ea.turesE an well an (in its own. meritsi

For example, independent claim 8 recites, “communicating the individualized rule set

that correlates with the first user ID and the tempttrarii; assigned netwark address to the

redirection server from the authentication accnunting server.“

The Office Action, at page 8‘ SSSfli‘tS that the above recited feature is disdained by He

‘45}, at 't?:€il-6t3, and l 716‘? t0 3 8;}. As discussed above with inspect in claim L Be ‘451 doeS

not dinciesc a redirection server.

Additinnntly, the credential server {204) anlel. it} of Re ‘451 merely receives a request

message fmm the User {3.02), and send a credential ticket hack t0 the User (102). ’I'his is

described in detaii at ”18:57tn .1918 Little ‘45}.

Patent Owner respectfully Submits that the other appiied art does not remedy the

deficiencien et‘ Re ’“451. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of independent claim 8

Should be withdrawn.

Further, (tenement ctasimit 9—H anti 33—39 are pat‘cnt‘able flit, at n minimmm the name

rcasnns as base claim 8.215’n-‘eilias on their Own merits.

1. De tendent claims .9414 de tendin» from claim 3 

Dependent etainie 9—14 recite Features similar to these {if claims 2—21 and. are patenteble

ever tilt . applied art fun at a minimum, reasnns simiiar to claims 2—?, as well. an the same reasons

as base ctazim 8 and as wet] as on their own. merits.

J. New deacndent ctaims 3366 de tendin from claim 8   

New dependent Claims 33—36 recite features Similar to those ofnew dependent cleimn 28—

31, and are patentabie {wet the applied art Em; at a minimum, t'easnns similar in claims 284:1, as

weil as the same reneons as base ciaim 8‘, and as well as on their own merits.

ER.) 9::
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K. Intiegendent eiaim 15

independent eiasim 3.5 recites feeturee simiien‘ te those of independent claim .1. and is

patente‘hie ever the Cited. art for fees-ens similar to those of independent claim 1 with respect to

the sin'iiiar features, an weli an on its awn meriin

Amended independent cinim 15 recites, in part, “a reiiii'eetien server 'pregremmeii with e

user’s ruie se’i eerreierieri to a. iempernrily assigned. network ndd‘rese” and. “the redirection server

is eenfignred re alien; autemeted modification of at least a {retiree of the. rule. set. . . . as a.

function 0f some combination of time, data transmitted. m or fmm the. user, or a leeatimi

that the user accesses.” The Specification at 4:59-66. “'l‘he redirection server ....dynamieaily

changing the rule sets based em: cenelitien” prevides clear deseriptien.

As an illiustti'aiive and. non—iimiring exampie of claim Iii, see the Present: patent: at 37:48 i0

8zii regarding autemeiieeliy deieting a redirection rule after a questionnaire has been

sueeensi‘ui i 3* camp] eted.

The fine}, Qffiee Action, at pages 10 and li, asserte that the above fee’mre (if claim 1.5 is

diseiosed by He ‘4Sl at 17:13, and i?:‘19«21. Hewevei‘, He ‘45] mereiy diseiesee a system

security administrator {a person) and a database tee! fer the person, lint: does not teach er suggest:

an. “antemated medifieafien of at least a pertien 0f the rule set," as. required. by eiaim .iSi

Requiring e person is ineeneisient with the automation feature nfelnim .15.

Additieneily, the database. ieel ei‘ He ‘45} appears intended to inediiy infermatien in

deiebaee are of HG. .10. In een'iree'i, claim i5 requires. {hat the automatic 'inodifieerion eeemi

en the mic net programmed. in the redirection server {net in the database}.

Specii‘iealiy, in He “4591, me auiiientieatien. server {202} generates a genera}. ticket, and

the eredentiai sewer (204) generates a credential ticket, The “maximum lifetime” of eaeii

authentication is He ‘L‘iSl is merely a hit ei‘ stereei adminisi'etive inibmiatinn, and appears to

refer to the lifetime of the eredentiei ticket. See He ‘45}, in 1?:643. The “maximum

iii‘ei‘ime” remains unchanged untii the syslem administreinr uses the database ten]: in menueily

change the value of the maximum life-time ei’ each nuthentieatima, as stared adminisirative

infermntion. This administrative infermatien appears to be generei purpose inibmiatien. whien

is eppiied in the swim“. In any case, the “maximum lifetime" {If lie ‘451 is [1mm

automatically modified. Further, He’iiSl due-s not disclose mediifieing ruie sets while the user’s

ruie set remains correlated to the iempereriiy assigned tietfwnrle z’iddress~

'39
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Thus! Patent Owner submits that He “flit does not teach or suggest “automated

mmfifieafien of at least a pertirm of the rule set . . . as a functitm sf some combination of

time, data transmitted to er frem the user, or a location that. the user accesses,“ as required

by claim 35.

Patent Owner respeett‘ully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

defieieneles off-{e ‘45 .l .

Further, Patent Owner submits that dependent claims 16-34 and. 38:42 depend from claim

15$ and are lamentable for the same reasons as claim 3:3“ as well as on their own merits.‘

Wherefore, Ii’etent Owner submits that the reiectt'ens 0f claims 15—24, and. 38-42 should. be

wt thdrawn .

L. De endent claims 16-24 de endin I from claim 15'
 

lilependent clarifies 16~24are patentalale over the applied art for the same reasons as base

claim 35, and as well as on their own merits.

M. De tendent claim 16 de ermine from claim 15 

Dependent claim '16 recites? in part “the redirection server is configured t0 alluw

modification of at least a pertitm at the rule set as a functian of time." its discussed alum-e

with respect te claim ii He ‘45] does not teach. or suggest. automatic modifieatiem and certainly

does net teach autmnatic mmlificatimt as a function Uftime. Patent Owner respectfully submits

that the ether applied an does not remedy the deficiencies ef He ‘45 l.

"Tl‘hus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 1.6 should be

withdrawn.

N. De endent claim 17 the main“ from claim 15  

Dependent claim 17 recites? in part, “the retllreetiml server is configured it) allow

medification of at least a power}. of the rule set as a functien 0f the data transmitted tan or

frem the user.”

The final Office Action, at page 1 2a asserts that this feature is optimally recited in Claim

35, and can be interpreted as an Optional recitatien in a claim dependent on Claim 15. Patent

Owner respectfully disagrees.

3t)
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Even if this fitaiut‘e is optional in claim if: (“seine eemhinetion (if . . 9"), this feature in

dependent eta-3m 3.? must be given. paientehie weight. Claim 1? feature requires “medifieetien ..

. as a function efthe data: transmitted. in or tram the user." in other wards, the term “re 01‘

fiem the user” is inane{fairests ail‘hmtgh which specific. option. (in the user, 0r from the user} is

eptienei.

The final Office Actien, at page 1.7, 211.90 states that tine feature is disclosed by ii-ie ‘45.} at

1?: 19—2} _, wherein data input in; a system administrator can modify the rule set. Patent Owner

reeeeetfuiiy submits that the data. input by a system administrator via a database tool set to

modify the database does not diseiese "‘medifieation of at ieast a pertien of the rule Set as a

function ef the data transmitted m or frem the user?

The data transmitted to er them the user in dependent eieimjl‘? finds antecedent basis in

the “M patesing between the ueer and. a ’puhiie network” as recited by amended haee cieim 15‘

in contrast tn eiaim i7: I-{e S451 merei}: [iiSCiOSCS data input by e syetem administrator Via

a database teei set to modify the database (data input tiireeteci inwards a. ieeel database), Patent

Sweet reepeetfnliy submits that the ether applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He

‘45}.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim '1’? Shanid be

withdrawn.

0. De tendent claim 18 “tie endin from claim 15'  

Dependent claim 18 recites, in pan. “the redirection server is eenfigured {:3 ailew

medifieetinn of at least a. pet‘timt of the rule set as a function 01‘ the loea‘tieu m.- ioeatiens the

user aeeesses.”

The tinei Dffiee Action. at pages l2 and 13, asserts that the abeee recited feature et‘eieim

i8 is disclosed by He “451 at 3 7: 3 9—23 2., wherein data being euppiied by the system administrater

i'netiiiies a rule eet by deletien. and the ioceiien of the etitninistmter is the lecetien at which

medifieeiien is permitted. Patent Unmet respectfuiiy disagrees.

The claim 18 term “location or location the user amuse: refers te target locations in the

sense of target URLs (uniihn‘n resource im:ati',\rs)e 0:: target dddtexses of target websites in the

public netwerk. In eentraet t0 eieim 18., He ‘45} the lecatien of the administrator appears te he

the iocatien fmm which the user begins his emnmunications.
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Theretbre, He ‘451 (teen net teach at suggest the above recited. feature of claim iii.

Patent Owner t‘eepeetfnlty submits that the other applied art dries not. remedy the defieieneiee (if

Re "‘451.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejee‘tit‘in of dependent. claim i8 shenld be

withdrawn.

P. De endent claim 19 the main“ from claim 15
 

Dependent. eiaim 19, recites, in part, Wine redirection newer is configured to allew the

retrieval or reinstatement of at least a portion of the male set as a function of time.”

The final Office Actimn at, page l3, asnerts that the above recited feature of cteim. ii) is

disclosed by the adminietretnr 0f He ‘45] creating er deleting any pertien of the USGT account,

which inherently 000nm over some given permit of time. Patent Owner respectfiiliy disagrees.

Dependent claim ‘19 requires “ellrn-ving . . . as {-1 Function at time." In contrast t0 eiaim

19. the Be “451 administrator appears to create or detete at any time, without respect te the time.

and independent 0f" the time. Thus. lie ‘45}. does net disclose the function at allowing any

removal er reinstatement (if at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time. Patent:

Owner respectfuli}: submits that the ether applied art does. not remedy the deficiencies of He

“45 i.

Thee. Patent Owner submit-a that the rejectinn nt‘ dependent claim. .19 nheuld be

withdrawn.

Q. De )B‘fldflnl‘. claims 20»sz tie marlin from claim 15’   

Patent. Owner respectfully submits that dependent claims; 20%: are netentable ever the

applied. art fer reasnns similar to these of dependent claims; new as discussed above as well as

on, their own merits.

Patent Owner respectfully entnnitn that the other applied art. tines net remedy the

deficiencies of He ‘45l. 'l'lms, Patent Owner submits that the L‘ejeetien of dependent. claims 39:}—

222. sliouid be withdrawn.

R. New de endent claims 38-41 the ending frnm claim 15
 

New dependent elainis 38an reeite .t‘eaturee nimilar to these at new dependent claims 23-
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3 l. and are patentahle 011121 the applied art far. at 11 11111111111119. reastms similar 1111 claims 28311. as

well as the 111111111'1'13111111111 as base eta-1.111 1. 5. 1111111 as well. as 1111 their 011111 merite.

S. hide ancient claim 25  

ltttleperttlettt 131111111 25 reeites 111111111111 similar to these 111' independent claim .1. 1111.13 111

patentahle over the applied 111'1 fer 1111111111111 similar 111 these U'l.‘ independent claim. l. 11-1111 respect 11.1

the simi lar features. 1111 1111111111 011 its 1111-11 meri ts.

lutlepenclent elaim 1-25. reel 11,1 111 full:

111 11 System e11111'111i5111g 11 zediteetlen 31311131'12-0111111111'1111 a users rent1: set

1:1111'ela1etl 1111111.111111111111111, 11151111113131 11131111111111 address 11l11.11.111 the users rule Set

1301111111115 111. 1e115-1 ene 01 a plurality of fitnetiene used to control 111111 1111115111g

between the weer and '11 111111111: meta-ork; the method compnsing the step 111:

11101111111110 at 11211111 11 portion of the user's rule set. while the user’s rule set

1111111111131- cenelated 11.1 the temporarilyVassigned netwellt addreas in theredileetlert

511:1”1611111111

111111.411 the redireetien 5111121 has a. user 31111: that 111 connected to 1'1

cmnputer 11511111.}, the 11211111111111.1131 assigned network addtesa and a nee-1.1011; addresa

and 11111211111111 side connected 111 a computerhen-1111111 111111

111112112111 the computer 11511111 the temper111111 ‘ 411111111211 111311113111 address: is

connected to the 13011111111111 hem111k through. the redlr1311111111 Sener and the methetl

1111111121 includes the 1.11.1311 11.1"

receiving instructions by the retllrectien server 11) 111111111}; at least 11 1111111011 (11° the.

user’s rule set through one 111' mere 111711113 ttaer 51111;: 11111113. .1'e1t.11'eet1'1111 Setter and
the Hem-111'}; side 01' the redireetlen server.

For example. the claim 25 1111111111» 01Ntnutlifying at. least. 11 9111111111 of the user’srule set

while the user's rule set remains correlated 111 the temporarily assigned netwark address in

the redireetien server” 1.11101. disclosed. by the applied art. New that 1111}? modifier-11113115 by the

administrator in He ‘43}. using. the 1111111111131: 11ml are perfumed. 11111311 the database, 111111 11111111111111

the 11am:1 rule set. 111 the redirection sen-1:1 F11.'.rtl1e1 He45.! (lees- 1'1131 (1151:1011: 11101111311111; ruel .111.111

while thettse1"sr11le 11131113111111.1111 correlate-11111 the 11311111111111.1111 assigned network address.

Patent {3111-11131 respectfully submits that the other applied art: 111131311 11111 remedy the

dell elenci1.11 111'" 1:11. ‘43 ‘1. .

F111tl1e1' Patent {)11111e1'1eapeetfullv submits that dependent claims 211. '37. and 4341' are

patentabl e {Ctr 111 a 11111111111311.1111: same 111-1115111151 11:1 hate claim .5, 11s 11.ell 11:1 1111 then 1111-11 merits

1111111 Patent Owner 111111111111 that. the retectmn 11f claims 25-13? 111.111 434? should be writhdraarh.

5.1.: La.)
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'1‘. De tandem claim 26 “tie endin from claim 25'  

Dependent. claim 26, recites, in part, “modifying at least a ponien n1? the user’s mle set as

a function alone or more of: time, data tmnsmltted to or from the user, and location. or leeations

the liner accesses.”

As discussed above with renpec-t to dependent claims '16»? .15 the applied art does not

diecloee any “tea a. function 0t?” modification of the user‘s rule set

These Patent Owner submits that. the rejection of dependent claim 26 should be

withdrawn.

U. De endent claim 27 de mutin- t‘rom claim 25;
 

Dependent. claim 21?",teen;eta-?meant.a “removing or reinstating at lees-t a portion of the.

user‘s rule set at; a functinn of one er mere of: time, the data. ta‘atmnittetl to or float the near and

the lecetion or locatiem: the user aeeese.”

As discussed above with reepeet to dependent claims 16-21, the applied art does not:

diselose any “as a, function of" modification of the user‘s rule set

Thus, Patent Owner submits that, the rejection of dependent claim 2.? should be

withdrawn.

V. New tie entient claims 43-46 “dc endin from claim 25
   

New dependent claims: e346 recite features similar to time-e at new dependent claims: 2;:

3] , and are patemahle ever the applied art fer, at a minimum reasons similar to claims 2%«3 l , as

well as the same tedsonx as baee claim 259 and. as well at»; on their own merits.

VIII. Reactions under ‘35 USC 103 a of claims 32 3? 4'2. and 4’? 

Claims 32, 3?, 42, anti. 4? are rejected mute;- 35 USC. § 103(3) as being unpatenteble

ever He ‘451, in View of Zenchelslzy, and further in View of alleged admitted prior art

(“Background of the lnventinn” at column l, lines 53—57 of the Present Patent: hereinafter

“AAPA”). Patent Owner tenpecti’ully disagrees.

Claims 32, 37, 4'2, and 4'? depend respectively fmm independent claims L 8 15.. and 25.

and each ot‘eleims 3‘2, 337, 42, anti 4‘? recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to

‘ ‘ , Panasonic-1011
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redirect data. from the users’ cemputers by replacing a first. defiinatien address in an I?

(Internet preteen!) packet heavier by a second destination address as a function of the

individualized, rule set.”

The {)‘ffiee Action. at page 23, asserts that. the above recited feature is disclosed by

Applicant’s Admitted. Prior Art (AAE’R), as discussed in 1:46—47 0f the Present Patent.

Patent Owner respectitiiliy submits that Columti l of the BACKGROUND OF THE

ENVENTIGN seetien of the Present. Patent. dues discuss the concept. 0f redirection, but Patent

Owner does not admit that redirection in the particular combination claimed is known prior art,

Additionally, nowhere in the BACKGRGUND 0F THE lNVENTlON is there any

diselesur“ of replacing a. first destination address: by a. second destination address “as a function

of the individualized rule set.” as required by dependent Claims 32. 3?, 42,, and 4?.

Patent Owner respectfully submits. that. the other applied art. flees- not remedy the

deficiencies; of AAPR Thus, Patent (Th-met submits that the rejection of {lependent claims 3'2,

37: 42, and 4? slmuld be withdrawal.

1X. CHBCIHSifln

Fur at, least the above mastitis. it is respeetfiilly submitted that claims .14”? till"? patentably

distinguished. over the applied prior art. Titus: reconsideratien and cmtfirmatien ef the

patentability 01’ claims 34?, allewanee of new claims 28—41 and an early Nmice of Intent to

Issue a Reexart‘;irm.timt Certificate ate respectfully solicited.

it is believed that all of the pending issues have been addressed. However, the absence

of a reply to a specific rejection, issue er een'm‘ient does not signify agreement with or

concession. et‘that rejectien. issue or comment. in addition, because the arguments made {thew

may net be exhaustive. there may be reasons fer patentability of any at all pending claims (or

other claims) that. have not been expressed. Finally; nothing in this reply should be eenstrued as

an, intent to cassette 21.1132 issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated. in this reply,

and the amendi‘nent (if any claim does met necessarily signify emeessien of unpatentahility of the

claim prim to its amendment.

L13 L11

‘ . , Panasonic-1011
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Patent Owner has submitted. herewith the fares far the newly 51:15:in claims. [1: is believed

that no other fem: are required- Hawex-«er, simuid any additional {ca «31‘ fees be. 11860533135 ’51:)?

consideratiun fifths papers flied. herein, pieasc charge any such £15. or toes and refund any «2mm

payments to Depo-Si 1' Ace-Gum Na 50—2929. refemnC-ing docket 11:0. 313341006.

Sheuid {he Examiner have any questions («1' comments regarding this matter, the.

unricx'signed may be contacted 2115.515: beioinsied teleplwme number.

Respectfifily submitted.
Koichim Ikudmm e: a]-

{Abe Hershkuvitzf

Abraham E-Iershkmritz

Reg. No. 45,394

Ed Garcia—Diem

Reg. No. 56.6209

Appmdix A: Claim amendmenm ufelaims £5, 18, 21, 26, and 2?

{'miaiivc to the Response flied. November M, 2009}

Exhibit A: Updated Signal Flaw Chart

Dumber 4, 2010

HERB E'EiKOVI'I'Z {it ASSOCIATES, LLC

2845 Duke:- Street

Alexa‘mdria. VA 2'23 34

TEL: (763} 3?fl-4800

FAX: (703} 370—4809

EMAIL: pa'tm‘its‘kfigihcmhkovitznct

R 1 :14 1 {likisfllfig .Mis'E-G

'36
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APPENIBIX A: CLAIE‘VI AMENDMEENTS OF {HQAIMS 15, 18,. 2}, 26,, and 2",?

RIELIA-A'I‘IVE TO THE RIiSE’ONSE. FILED Nfl‘ifiEik'IBER 14, 3009

Ft»! {he sake {gfciczrmfi andfiw the? c:r:nwem'mee (affix? Enzyme-zeta [My :zzppendz'x ir'::zc‘:£;§‘ the

changes {agf'daims 1’5, 18, .31, 36, and 2 13" r datiw in She Respmzsefiied N'sznrem.!2w* I4, 3!?!”in

15. (Tu-“ice Amended.) A system comprising:

a redirectien server pmgmmmed with a user‘s rule set correlated. m a tem pmaz‘iiy

assigned network address; wherein the rule 56% commits at least (me Ufa pi1.xraiiiy 0? functions

ueed to centre! data 3): 551' 213;; between the user and a publie network;

wherein the ,l‘edirection server is: cenfigured to anew automated modification Of an ieaet a

portion of the rule set cartel-cued m the l'empmariiy assigned. network address; and

wherein the. redireei‘iun sewer iS CQ‘nfigured to aiiow automated Imrtdificatien of ai {east :1

port-inn ef the mic set as a functien of some combination of time data transmitted. to: or fiom the

user, er lecatien the 1136?? accexscs [attempts to access}

i 8, (Twice Amended} The syseem ef‘elaim :5 wherein the redirection server is configured {:0

aikuw mudifieatien of at least a partial}. of the mie set 213 a function of‘the location or leeatiens

the user accesses. [attempts to accesse}

'21 {Twice Amemied} The syetem of claim 5, whereie {he redirectmn server 15 mnfigmefi to

Wow the removal or reinstatemem m“ at least a. pefiien of the We set as a fuuetien efthe

‘ ‘ , Panasonic-1011
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toeatien or tecations the user accesses. [attempts to access]

26. {Twice Atttended} 'it‘he method of ctatm 25, further ineiud‘ing the step of modifying at: ieast

a pettiett et‘the user’s mic get me function efone O‘t‘ more of: time, data. transmitted to or float

the user, and. tocatiun or teeations the user aeeemes. [attempts to access.]

27. {Twice Amended} The method of etaim '25, further ineiudimg the step of remeving or

reinstating at least a portitm of the user's rule set as a. fimetien stone or more ef: time, the data.

transmitted to or from the user anti a ioeatien or {meetiens the user accesses. [attempts to

access]

54;: w
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CERT} FIQA'I’E OF SERVICE

It is hereby cmfificd that? the attached after finai Respense finder 37 CFR 1.116 and

Zih‘oposed Amendment under 37 CFR 1.530 (inciuding Appendix A. and Exhibit A} is being

sen-Cd. by first class mail an the third party requester a: the third party requesmr’g address:

SERRY TURNER SEWELL

P13. BOX 30999

NEWPORT BEACR CA 92(358-505

.-"’Abe l-iershkuvitzfl ()cmher 43 20M}
Abe Hershkavitz Bate

'39
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE ’ ,
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCEUnited States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PO. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.

  
—_

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118 v R1341006C 4719

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street ,

Alexandria, VA 22314 ART UNIT PAPER NUMBER\

DATE MAILED: 03/20/2012

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03)' ' Panasonic-101 1
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“an u;y.

' ‘-\‘ UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

'1 .. ufé Commissioner for PatentsUnited States Patent and Trademark Office
PO. Box14so

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450WMSP‘OQW

DO NOT USE IN PALM PRINTER

(THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS)

Jerry Turner Sewell

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, TN 37203-2731

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. 90/012 149. 

PATENT NO. 6779118.

ART UNIT 3992.

Enclosed is a copy of the latest communication from the United States Patent and Trademark
Office in the above identified ex parte reexamination proceeding (37 CFR 1.550(f)).

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the time for filing a

reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(9)).

PTOL—465 (Rev.07—04) P _ 101 13113801110-
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Control No. Patent Under Reexamination

90/012,149 6779118

Examiner Art Unit

JOHN HOTALING ' 3992

--The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--

Order Granting / Denying Request For
Ex Parte Reexamination

 

 

 The request for ex parte reexamination filed 17 February 2012 has been considered and a determination

has been made. An identification of the claims, the references relied upon, and the rationale supporting the
determination are attached.

Attachments: a)EI PTO—892, MN PTO/SB/O8, C)D Other:

1. |:I The request for ex parte reexamination is GRANTED.

RESPONSE TIMES ARE SET AS FOLLOWS:

 
 

For Patent Owner's Statement (Optional): TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication
(37 CFR 1.530 (b)). EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE GOVERNED BY 37 CFR 1.550(c).

 

  
  

  
 

For Requester‘s Reply (optional): TWO MONTHS from the date of service of any timely filed

Patent Owner's Statement (37 CFR 1.535). NO EXTENSION OF THIS TIME PERIOD IS PERMITTED.

If Patent Owner does not file a timely statement under 37 CFR 1.530(b), then no reply by requester
is permitted. 

2. XI The request for ex parte reexamination is DENIED.

 

  
  
 

This decision is not appealable (35 U.S.C. 303(0)). Requester may seek review by petition to the

Commissioner under 37 CFR 1.181 within ONE MONTH from the mailing date of this communication (37

CFR1.515(c)). EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE SUCH A PETITION UNDER 37 CFR1.181 ARE

_ AVAILABLE ONLY BY PETITION TO SUSPEND OR WAIVE THE REGULATIONS UNDER
37 CFR 1.183. .

 
  
  

  

In due course, a refund under 37 CFR 1.26 ( c ) will be made to requester:

 a) E by Treasury check or,

b) [:1 by credit to Deposit Account No. , or

c) CI by credit to a credit card account, unless otherwise notified (35 U.S.C. 303(0)).

cc:Re-uester if third uart reouester
US, Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-471 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action in Ex Parte Reexamination Part of Paper No. 20120315

Panasonic-101 1

Page 90 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 91 of 307

Application/Control Number: 90/012,149 Page 2

Art Unit: 3992

' ORDER DENYING EX PARTE REEXAMINA TION

No substantial new question of patentability is raised by the request for

reexamination and prior art cited therein for the reasons set forth below.

“2240 (ll) SECOND OR SUBSEQUENT REQUEST FILED DURING REEXAMINATION

If a second or subsequent request for ex parte reexamination is filed (by any party) while a first ex

parte reexamination is pending, the presence of a substantial new question 0f patentability depends on

the prior art (patents and printed publications) cited by the second or subsequent requester. If the

requester includes in the second or subsequent request prior art which raised a substantial new question

in the pending reexamination, reexamination should be ordered only if the prior art cited raises a

substantial new question of patentability which is different from that raised in the pending reexamination
proceeding. If the prior art cited raises the same substantial new question of patentability as that

raised in the pending reexamination proceedings, the second or subsequent request should be
denied.

Where the request raises a different substantial new question of patentability as to some patent

claims, but not as to others, the request would be granted in part; see the order issued in reexamination
control number 90/007,843 and 90/007.844. '

The second or subsequent request for reexamination may *>provide information raising< a

substantial new question of patentability with respect to any new or amended claim which has been

proposed under 37 CFR 1.530(d) in the first (or prior) pending reexamination proceeding. **>However, in

order for the second or subsequent request for reexamination to be granted, the second or subsequent ’
requester must independently provide a substantial new question of patentability which is different from

that raised in the pending reexamination for the claims in effect at the time of the determination. The

decision on the second or subsequent request is thus based on the claims in effect at the time of the

determination (37 CFR 1.515(a)). if a “different” substantial new question of patentability is not provided

by the second or subsequent request for the claims in effect at the timed the determination, the second
or subsequent request for reexamination must be denied since the Office is only authorized by statute to

grant a reexamination proceeding based on a substantial new question of patentability “affecting any

claim of the patent." See 35 U.S.C. 303. Accordingly, there must be at least one substantial new question

of patentability established for the existing claims in the patent in order to grant reexamination."

An Ex Parte Reexamination request was proposed on 2/17/12 requesting that

claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, 26, and 27 are obvious over He at al in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. The proposed SNQ stems from a Board decision in a concurrent

pending Reexamination proceeding 90/009301. The request appears to allege an SNQ

based on issues currently pending before the office. While the claims in the pending

reexamination appear to have been amended and a NIRC is pending, these claims

have not yet published. Therefore the request appears to be premature and not clearly

based on the claims in effect at the time of the request as required by MPEP 2240 (ll).

Panasonic-101 1
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Hence, there appears to be no new SNQ over and above that currently pending before

the office. Accordingly, the request is denied.

All correspondence relating to this ex parte reexamination proceeding should be directed:

By Mail to: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By FAX to: (571) 273-9900
Central Reexamination Unit

By hand to: Customer Service Window

Randolph Building

401 Dulany Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

Registered users of EFS-Web may alternatively submit such correspondence Via the electronic

filing system EFS-Web, at https://sportai.uspto.gov/authenticate/authenticateuserlocalepfhtml.

EFS-Web offers the benefit of quick submission to the particular area of the Office that needs to

act on the correspondence. Also, EFS-Web submissions are “soft scanned” (i.e., electronically

uploaded) directly into the official file for the reexamination proceeding, which offers parties the

opportunity to review the content of their submissions after the “soft scanning” process is

complete. '

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to the Central Reexamination

Unit at telephone number (571) 272-7705.

Signed: . Conferees:

/John M Hotaling ||/

Primary Examiner /FOF/
Central Reexamination Unit '

Alexander Kosowski
AU 3992 Supervisor A3K
(571) 272 4437 Art Unit 3992

Panasonic-101 1
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Doc Code: IDS

Document Description: Information Disclosure Statement filed erase/42 (07.06)
Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651 -0031

US. Patent and Trademark Office: U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the P uerwork Reduction Act ot 1995, no oersons are r- wired to res-0nd to a collection of information unless it disla s avalid OMB control number.

Docket Number (Optional) Patent Number

10101-002RX 6,779,118
37 CFR 1.501 Applicant

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE CITATION lkudome etal.

IN A PATENT Issue Data

(Sheet—1°f___)1 August 17, 2004  
 

 

 
 

 
 

|I:|Art Unit

3621

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

  
INITIAL IF APPROPRIATE

-6088.451 $143?! so -os/28/1996
3 us 6233686 B1 (5503? Zenchelsky etal. 201 01/17/1997\103 —L o.)

 
  

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

  

 
DOCUMENT NUMBER DATE COUNTRY CLASS SUBCLASS TRANSLATION

YES

 

 
 OTHER DOCUMENTS lncludin- Author, Title, Date, Pertinent Pa-es, Etc.

 
 

EXAMINER DATE CONSIDERED
/John M Hotaling 11/ 3/16/2012

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1501. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO
to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 2 hours to complete. including
gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed applimtion form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the Individual case. Any comments on the
amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing mis burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer. US. Patent and
Trademark Office. US. Department of Commerce, PO. Box 1450. Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandfla, VA 22313-1450.

if you need assistance in completing the form, all 1-800-PTO-9199 and selectaption 2.
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' Application/Control No. Applicant(s)lPatent under
Search Notes Reexamination

90/012,149 6779118

JOHN HOTALING 3992

' SEARCH NOTES

SEARCHED (INCLUDING SEARCH STRATEGY)

Search of patgnted file 6779118 3’15/2012 JMH
prosecutlon hlstory

Class Subclass

 
INTERFERENCE SEARCHED

US. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No. 20120315
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Application/Control No. Applicant(s)lPatent UnderReexamination . .Reexamlnatlon  

   90/012,149 6779118
Certificate Date Certificate Number

Requester Correspondence Address: I:| Patent Owner [E Third Party

Jerry Turner Sewell

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, TN 37203—2731 
  
  
  
 

 

 
 

LITIGATION REVIEW [E IJMHI 3/15/12,
examiner initials date

Director Initials

—_

COPENDING OFFICE PROCEEDINGS

TYPE OF PROCEEDING

 

  
US. Patent and Trademark Office DOC. CODE RXFILJKT

Panasonic-101 1

Page 95 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 96 of 307

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address. COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTSPO Box 1450

Alexandria, Viigmia 22313-1450wwwusptogov
 

 
   

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118

CONFIRMATION NO. 4719

40401 REEXAM ASSIGNMENT NOTICE

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC

2845 Duke Street lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll0000000529 9395
Alexandria, VA 22314

Date Mailed: 03/06/2012

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST

The above-identified request for reexamination has been assigned to Art Unit 3993. All future correspondence to

the proceeding should be identified by the control number listed above and directed to the assigned Art Unit.

A copy of this Notice is being sent to the latest attorney or agent of record in the patent file or to all owners of

record. (See 37 CFR 1.33(c)). If the addressee is not, or does not represent, the current owner, he or she is

required to forward all communications regarding this proceeding to the current owner(s). An attorney or agent

receiving this communication who does not represent the current owner(s) may wish to seek to withdraw pursuant

to 37 CFR 1.36 in order to avoid receiving future communications. If the address of the current owner(s) is

unknown, this communication should be returned within the request to withdraw pursuant to Section 1.36.

cc: Third Party Requester(if any)
JERRY T. SEWELL

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301

NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

/sdstevenson/
 

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX N0. 571-273-9900
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE UNITED STATES DEPARTMEVT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address. COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTSPO Box 1450 

Alexandria, ViJgLnia 22313-1450wwwuspto .gov 
   

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118

CONFIRMATION NO. 4719

JERRY T. SEWELL REEXAMINATION REQUEST

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 NOTICE

NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

11||1|1|11||1111111111||111||111||111111111111111111199911111119111111|O111111111111111111152

Date Mailed: 03/06/2012

NOTICE OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST FILING DATE

(Third Party Requester)

Requester is hereby notified that the filing date of the request for reexamination is 02/17/2012, the date that the

filing requirements of 37 CFR § 1.510 were received.

A decision on the request for reexamination will be mailed within three months from the filing date of the request

for reexamination. (See 37 CFR 1.515(a)).

A copy of the Notice is being sent to the person identified by the requester as the patent owner. Further patent

owner correspondence will be the latest attorney or agent of record in the patent file. (See 37 CFR 1.33). Any

paper filed should include a reference to the present request for reexamination (by Reexamination Control

Number).

cc: Patent Owner

40401

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

/sdstevenson/
 

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX N0. 571-273-9900

page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office'
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PO. Box 1450 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450wwwlusplogov

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118 lOlOl-OOZRX 4719

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314 .

DATE MAILED: 03/06/2012

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

pro-90c (Rev. 10/03) Panasonic- 101 1
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_ .. UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARKOFFICE
 

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patents and Trademark Office

P.O.Box I450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

 
, MAILED

THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS ‘ Date:

JERRY T. SEWELL MAR 0 5 2012

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 comm REEXAMINATION unrr
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

EX PARTE REEXAMINATIONCOMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. : 90012149

PATENT NO. : 6779118

ART UNIT : 3993

Enclosed" is a copy of the latest communication from the United States Patent and Trademark

Office in the above identified ex parte reexamination proceeding (3] CFR 1.550(f)).

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the time for filing a

reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(9)).
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Ex Parte Reexamination Interview

Summary — Pilot Program for Waiver of
Patent Owner’s Statement

Control No. Patent For Which Reexamination

90/012,149 6,779,118

t-
-- The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address. -

 
 
 

 

All participants (USPTO official and patent owner): 
 

 
 

(1) Alicia Kelley-Collier CRU Paralegal

(25 Abraham Hershkovitz - 45,194

  
 

  
 
  
  

  
  

Date of Telephonic Interview: March 1, 2012.

The USPTO official requested waiver of the patent owner’s statement pursuant to the pilot program for waiver of
patent owner’s statement in ex parte reexamination proceedings.*

[3 The patent owner agreed to waive its right to file a patent owner's statement under 35 U.S.C. 304 in the event
reexamination is ordered for the above-identified patent. -

E The patent owner did not agree to waive its right to file a patent owner’s statement under 35 U.S.C. 304 at this
time. '- ‘  

 
 

The patent owner is _n_gt required to file a written statement of this telephone communication under 37 CFR 1.560(b) or
otherwise. However, any disagreement as to this interview summary must be brought to the immediate attention of
the USPTO, and no later than one month from the mailing date of this interview summary. Extensions of time are

governed by 37 CFR 1.550(c).

*For more information regarding this pilot program, see Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner’s Statement in Ex
Parte Reexamination Proceedings, 75 Fed. Reg. 47269 (August 5, 2010), available on the USPTO Web site at

http://www.uspto.gov/patents/Iaw/notices/2010.jsp. h

 

 

  

  
  
 

E] USPTO personnel were unable to reach the patent owner.

 The patent owner may contact the USPTO personnel at the telephone number provided below if the patent owner
decides to waive the right to file a patent owner’s statement under 35 U.S.C. 304.

IA. Kelley-Collier/ - (571) 272—6059
Signature and telephone number of the USPTO official who contacted or attempted to contact the patent owner.

cc: Requester (if third party requester)

US. Patent and Trademark Office Paper No.

PTOL-2292 (08-10) Ex Parte Reexamination Interview Summary - Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner's Statement

- Panasonic-101N151 1
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Patent Assignment Abstract of Title

Total Assignments: 2
Application :3: 222931552

PCT at: NONE
Inventors: KOlCHlRO lKUDOME, MOON TA! VEUNG

11th: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECI'lON SYSTEM

Assignment: 1
Reel/Frame: O 006 ICOAO Received: 07/06/1999
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

Asslanors:W
Yfliiifi M93211 Te

Asslonee:W
3452 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD, SUITE 300
PASADENA, OALIFORNIA 91107

Correspondent: CHRISTIE. PARKER 81 HALE, LLP
WESLEY W. MONROE
P.O. BOX 7068
PASADENA, CA 91109-7068

Assignment: 2
Reel/Frame: 02115510435 Received: 07/02/2008
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAIIS).

Assignor: AURIQ SYSTEMS INC.
Assignea: L'ngmgr wwgfifi TECHNQ 95! g3452 E. FOOTHILL BLVD.

SUITE 320
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91107

Correspondent: CLARK D. GROSS
12424 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, sre. 1200
LOS ANGELES. 0190025

Filing DI: 04/21/1999

 

Patent #: m
Publicatlon 33: NONE

Recorded: 06/29/ 1999

Recorded: 07/02/2008

Issue Dt: 08/17/2004
Pub DI:

Mailed: 09/01/1999 Pages: 3

Exec DI: 06/15/1999
Exec Db 06/15/1999

[1
Mailed: 07/02/2008 Pages: 12

Exec 01: 06/25/2008

Suva: Remit: II 01103082012 l2110 PM
 

ll yau run my comments c: qualms concerning m. an displayed, nomad PRD / Assignments at 511.272.3350. v.2.2.lWei: lmerface lad modified: Jan 26. 2012
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'1111‘111 1thlgatlonSearch RePort CRU 3999‘31

Reexam Control No. 90/012,149»
     
  

 
  

 
 

 

 

ToExaminer 1
Location CRUTw___~c~.~_--7

Art Unit:3999
Date: 3/1/12

 
 
 

From: Alicia Kelley-Collier

Location: CRU 3999
MDE 5A74

Phone: (571) 272—6059
 
 

Case Serial NLimber: 991/912,149 alicia.kelley@uspto.gov  

Search Notes
U. S. Patent No. 6,779,118

._..- -_ q- s,.,..,..

2) I performed a search on1the pa1ten1t in Lexis CourtLink for any open dockets or closed cases.
3) I performeda search1n Lexis1n the Federal Courts and Administrative Materials databases for any cases found.

‘ '1420.1.“-..Lu1

4) I performed a search1n Lexis1n the IP Journal and Periodicals database for any articles on the patent.“
5) I performed a searchin Lexis1n the news databases for any articles about the patent or any articles about
litigation on this patent.

Litigationwasfound for 1this Patent.

2:10cv27711" Closed
< "—443‘“#4314; 4-1—7

2:09cv26. CIo1s1ed
2:08cv38§1 Closed

2:08cv304%;; Closed

2.08cv21614'; 1'0pen 9/15/10 MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination. 910/27/10 ORDER granting
546 Motion t6 Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent-In-Suit (D.I 546) and Linksmart's Notice ofNon-
Opposition.92/2/12 NOTICE FROM CLERK re Unopposed MOTION to Stay and Unopposed MOTION to Lifi

Stay. ClerkIS going to terminate the motion to stay and modify entry to reflect that it is only 1 motion which to lifi 
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Westlaw.

 
.35 ‘~ ' ‘ KEYCITE

HUS PAT 6779118 USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM, Assignee: Auriq
Systems, Inc (Aug 17 2004)

 
, . History

'v' : ' 7 . ' Direct History

. . N .

_ _ ;> _ __ ,- l USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM, US PAT 6779118, 2004;_ .. ".
, 3‘). WL 1841593 (US. PTO Utility Aug 17, 2004) ' ‘ ‘ ’

(gig... ; 5 l J Construea' by
_- H -.'. ’ 2 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., 2010 WL 2640402, 2010 Mark-

man 2640402 (E.D.Tex. Jun 30, 2010) (NO. 2:08-CV-264-DF-CE) (Markman Order Version)

.- . Related References

H ' , i 3 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., 2010 WL 3816679 (E.D.Tex. Sep .
02, 2010) (NO 208CV264)

Report and Recommendation Adopted by

H. .. _ . 4 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., 2010 WL 3816677 (ED.Tex. Sen -. I
5 ' 27, 2010) (NO. 208CV264)

 
Court Documents

_ Trial Court Documents (U.S.A.)

E.D.Tex. Trial Pleadings
5 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA, INC; 2. “’

. , '_ . I Wayport, Inc.; 3. AT&T, Inc.; 4. AT&TMob1l1ty,LLC5 Lodgenet Interactive Corp.; 6. Ibahn

~» ..' - ~ A. 1, GeneralHoldings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10
~--' . ' ‘ Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 3538408 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1, 2008)

' Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 010. 08CV00264)

._, , 6 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC, et al., .
7*7 "- ‘7 ‘ 2-- Defendants, 2008 WL 4355636 (Trial Pleading) (EDTex. Aug. 21, 2008) Linksmart Wireless

» Technology, LLC'S, Reply to Ethostream, LLC'S Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264)

' 7 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC., et al., . . ,-
Defendants., 2008 WL 4355637 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Aug. 29, 2008) Answer and Coun-

_ terclaim (NO. 208CV00264) .. u.
' " ' _8 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. (UT-MOBILE USA, INC, (2)

' :3. Wayport, Inc. ,(3) AT&T, Inc., (4) AT&T Mobility, LLC, (5) Lodgenet Interactive Corp., (6)

  

 

 

 
'3; © 2012 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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ibahn General Holdings Corp., (7) Ethostream, LLC, (8) Hot Point Wireless, Inc., (9) Netnearu“,
Corp., (10) Pronto Networks, Inc. (1,1 2008 WL 5369919 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 12,  

 
‘ 2008.) Defendant ibahn General Holdings Corp.’5 Answer and Counterclaims to Linksmart 2:31“ I

“f - Wireless Technology, LLC‘s Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) '37 ‘
if'ii 9 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff v. T-MOBILE USA, INC; Waypo- ‘
' . rt, Inc.’,At&t, Inc.,AT&T Mobility, LLC; Lodgenetlnteractive Corporation; Ibahn General

Holdings Corp.; Ethostream, LLC; Hot Point Wireless Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks,

Inc.; _Aptilo Networks, Inc.; Freefi Network, 2008 WL 5369920 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. .,
12, 2008) Defendant Aptilo Networks, Inc.‘5 Answer, Affirmative Defenses and Counter- ' ' ~

- '_ ' . claims to Plaintiff‘s.Complaint for Patent Infringement (NO. 208-CV-264TJW-CE) - '
Er}; 10 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v.1 T-MOBILE USA, INC. 2. ..

I . Waypor’t, Inc.; 3. AT&T, Inc.; Jury4. AT&T Mobility,LLC; 5. Lodgenet Interactive Corp.; 6. 3 ._.
' -_. Ibahn GeneralHoldings Corp; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8 Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu ,

Corp.; 10. Pronto Networks, Inc.; 1]. Apt, 2008 WL 5369909 (TrIal PleadIng) (E.D..Tex Sep.15,"“”“
‘ ‘ 2008) Defendant Marriott International, Inc‘ 5 Answer and Counterclaims to Linksmart '

Wireless Technology, LLC's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

.. . 11 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC. et al.,

4-;- é—n J-a— Defendants, 2008 WL 5369910 (Trial Pleading) (E. D.Tex Sep. 15, 2008) Wayport, Inc.’5 An-
' . ' swer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

.12 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et a1

Defendants. 2008 WL 536991 1 (Trial Pleading) (E. D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Barnes &

Noble Booksellers,- Inc. Answer to Plaintiff‘s Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264--TJW-CE) ‘

_ - _ “A :..13 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et al.,

 v ‘1 1‘77"

 
  

 
 

 4

y ' :gé‘g‘. Defendants, 2008 WL 5369912 (Trial Pleading) (ED.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Mcdonald's Corp.'s ~
.‘ ' " Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) ‘

14 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,

Defendants, 2008 WL 5369913 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15,2008) Meraki, Inc.'s An-

», S swer', Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE)
. 15 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v T-MOBILE USA, INC.,et al., .. '_

' .‘ . . ' ' Defendants, 2008 WL. 5369914 (Trial Pleading) (E. D.Tex. Sep 15, 2008) Best Western Inter- .
national, Inc.‘5 Answer to Plaintiff‘s Complaint and Counterclaims (NO. . . -

. . . 20-8CV-00264-TJW-CE) ‘5.

' ' 7 7“". ..;l6 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; et al., .
' :4 ' “2'7. Defendants. 2008 WL 5369921 (Trial Pleading) (EDTex. Sep.15,2008)T-Mobile USA, Inc.‘5 '

7 ' ~ Answer and Counterclaims (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)
17 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, Inc. 'et al., De-

~. -, . -. .. fendants, 2008 WL 5369922 (Trial Pleading) (E. D.Tex Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Mail Boxes ~_ -~ 3.. ~
Q .4 ‘ Etc., Inc.‘ 3 Answer to Plaintiff‘s Complaint (NO 208-CV-00264-TJW) '_ ' r _»

' ' ‘ ‘ .18 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; Waypo- 7‘" ' 7'
rt, Inc.; AT&T, Inc.; AT&T Mobility,LLC; Lodgenetlnteractive Corporation, Ibahn General . ‘

Holdings Corp.; Ethostream, LLC; Hot Pomt WIreless Inc, Netnearu Corp; Pronto Networks,
,1 _ .; Inc.;Aptilo Networks, Inc.; FreefI Network, 2008 WL 5369915 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. sep. ~

.. , . ,3; 19,2008) Ramada Worldwide, Inc.‘ s Answer to Complaint and Counterclaims (NO. 3'”73."

 

 
 

 
 

'n.A  
- . - 3. ©2012 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved. 5

 

 



Panasonic-1011 
Page 105 of 307

Be'st Available Copy

 L

14""? " 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) -.
19 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., eta1., .. _,

..-. __ Defendants, 2008 WL 5369916 (Trial Pleading) (E. D.Tex. Sep. 19, 2008) Pronto Networks, '1: 195% ‘ -..~
Vt.” Inc's Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to the Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)‘E.E" .' "5";;1
20 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA, INC., 2.

Wayport, Inc.;3. AT&T, Inc.; 4. AT&T Mobility, LLC; 5. Lodgenet Interactive Corp., 6. Ibahn
General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10.

‘4“? 32'?“ ‘ ”'1": Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 5369917 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 22,“ " ' ' ‘ '
7, ‘7 ~ ~ ' 2008) Defendant Freefi Networks. Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaims to Original Complaint 1 -

A ' i 1. (N,O.. 208CV00264TJW)_ .. »= -

21 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al. ,1";

   

 

 

 

 

‘ ' Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Nov. 13, 2009) Third Party Complaint of Best Western International,
Inc. (NO 208CV00264)

, 22 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et. al.,

Defendant, 2009 WL 5819739 (Trial Pleading) (EDTex. Nov. 20, 2009) Ramada Worldwide, .
Inc.’5 Amended Answer to Complaint and Counterclaims (NO. 208CV00264)

1 23 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et. al.,
,- 1- Defendant, 2009 WL 5819740 (Trial Pleading) (E. D.Tex. Nov. 20, 2009) Ethostream,LLC's. ‘

-' ' Amended Answer and Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264) ‘

- ‘ 24 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC, et al., '
¥ ,, ~ I." ”:1 Defendants, 2010 WL 3050903 (Trial Pleading) (EDTex May 7, 2010) Best Western Interna-i 1., _ .

"V ' " - 7" tiona'l, Inc.’5 First Amended Answer, Defenses and Counterclaims (NO. '

- ' . - 208—CV-00264-TJW-CE)
- ‘ 25 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,

3»: ;..-.... — w: Defendants. Best Western International, Inc., Third—Party Plaintiff, v. Bestcomm Networks, Inc. >
' and Nomadix, Inc., Third-Party Defendants, 2010 WL 4953062 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Oct. .13,

1 1.712010) First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western International, Inc. (NO. ‘ '

‘ .1 20—8CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) "5

 
.._._'._.. ,4va -. 4-4:.

 

 
 . E.D.Tex. Expert Testimony - ' - w - "

f, ' “526 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC, eta1.,
“ " -1' ‘ 1 Defendants And Related Counterclaims, 2008 WL 8039590 (Expert Report and Affidavit)

(E.D.Tex. 2008) Declaration of Tal Lavian, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless

'4 ._ . 11'. _. _ Technology, LLC's Response to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of In- 1

.T- 7' ' i T validity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
208-CV—00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE) ,.

‘ -."27 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et al.., 4 ".1

‘ Defendants, 2010 WL 371 1476 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 14, 2010) Declare}., ‘ .:
ation of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, ‘ “it.

- - -. “f.“ "-4 208-CV—00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF—CE)
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 , 28 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff,v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. Waypo-“

1‘ rt, Inc., At&t, Inc., At&t Mobility, LLC, Lodgenet Interactive Corporation, Ibahn General Hold-I, -
A. ‘1 ,;, ings Corp., Ethostream, LLC, Hot Point Wireless Inc., Netnearu Corp., Pronto Networks, 1c,Ap-~

'. 7’ tilo Networks, Inc., Freefi Networks,, 2010 WL 3842257 (Expert Deposition) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 22,

1 2010) (Deposition of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D.) (NO 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

.'. 11; .. 29 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLC, Plaintiff, v T—MOBILE USA, INC., et a1.,
17"?"7: :7"— Defendant. 2010 WL 3711477 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30, 2010) Declara-
‘ ‘. ‘4 . 2' . ' ‘ tion Of Tal Lavian,.Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC'S

' ' Reply Claim Construction Brief (NO 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE)

 

  

 . 5 ,

"ED.Tex;Trial Motions, Memoranda And Affidavits
'5 30 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v T-MOBILE USA, Inc. et al., De-

fendants., 2008 WL 5369918 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (ED.Tex. Sep. 22,

2008) Defendant At&T Mobility LLC's Motion to Dismiss (NO 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

f—f~é~'—31 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v T-MOBILE USA, INC.; eta11
Defendants, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc. Et Al. ,De- . L

(fendants; Linksmart,Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Servrces Inc d/b/a '
AT&T Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 721149 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affi-

davit) (E.D.Tex. Jan.23, 2009) Joint Motion to Consolidate (NC). 208-CV-002640TJW-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026-TJW-CE)

. .1132 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et al.,
Defendants, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc. et 211., De-

: fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a

: ; At&t Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 721433 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affi-
' _ ff”? “"" davit) (E.DTex. Jan. 23, 2009) Joint Motion to Consolidate (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE," ‘ '

‘ 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 1208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026--TJW-CE) ' 1
33 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et a1.,

Defendants. 2009 WL 714069 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Feb. 27:;
~ . . . 2009) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Motion for Default Judgment '

~ -~-f'~.,~ 11;— ~ Against Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule LLC (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF--CE)
- 134 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al,"

. Defendants Best Western International, Inc., Third--Party Plaintiff, v. Bestcomm Networks, Inc.

and Nomadix, Inc ,Third--Party Defendants. 2010 WL 974673 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and

Affidavit) (ED.Tex. Feb 25,2010) Third——Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.’5 Motion to Strike
orDismiss Third--Party Complaint of Best Western International, Inc. (NO.
208-CV-00264—DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026--DF.-CE)

:1 . 35 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v T-MOBILE USA, INC, et al.,
Defendants, 2010 WL 2155255 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Mar. 19,":,

1 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Opening Claim Construction Brief ‘

_: "“— (NO. 208CV00264) ‘37::- .
' 36 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. 11151.,

Defendants. BEST WESTERN INTERNATIONAL, INC, Third--Party Plaintiff, v. BESTCOMM
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mg;.1 position to Nomadix'5 Motion to Strike orDismissThird Party Complaint (NO.
208CV00264)

37 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC.,et a1.,
, ,. “3, Defendants. BEST WESTERN INTERNATIONAL, INC., Third--Pa.rty Plaintiff, v. BESTCOMM .

.' * NETWORKS, NOMADIX, INC., ThirdParty Defendants BESTCOMM NETWORKS, INC., =
_ Third--Party Defendant, v. NOMADIX, INC., Third--PaIty Defendant, 2010WL2155257(Tria1

’ / .;. Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (EDTex. Apr. 16, 2010) Nomadix, Inc.’s Motion to Dis
"- miss Bestcomm Networks, Inc.’5 Crossclaims (NO. 208CV00264)
38 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et a1. ,--.;.

:‘_ Defendants, 2010 WL 2155258 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.DTex. Apr;16,” 5“.- ” . ‘
_ 3 2010) Claim Construction Brief of Defendants (NO. 208CV00264) '3‘ ' W
39 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. eta1.,

.. Defendants, 2010 WL 2155259 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.DTex. Apr. 19,

a; '..-,L‘.- 2010) Best Western's Supplemental Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208CV00264) L .

40 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et a1., ,

Defendants, 2010 WL 2155260 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 29, .v ‘5 ‘- i '

 
 
 

 

 

  
 

r .f

2010) Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal LavianIn Support , .1:
’ . of Plaintiffs Claim Construction Reply Brief(NO. 208CV00264) ’ :“2‘7

. s.-. 41 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC, et a1,1"

T .1. j. ".53‘, Defendants, 2010 WL2155261 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D..Tex Apr. 30, “a .
' 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brief '

' (NO. 208CV00264)

' 42 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et al.,

. 77““ "7" De'feIIdants. And Related Counterclaims, 2010 WL 3050762 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and

" _I . - Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 7,2010) iBAHN's Claim Construction Surreply Brief (NO. ._ {i _
-‘ . ‘ ' .208-CV-00264-DF-_CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) "" "“

43 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et aI., ‘
Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050763 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and

Affidavit) (ED.Tex. May 11,2010) Claim Construction Sur-Reply Brief of Defendants (N01,.
208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV—00026--DF-CE)

' '44 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et a1.,
Defendants 2010 WL 3050764 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 17,

2010) Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness
under 35 U.S.C. | 112, I2 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304—DF—CE, . .

  
 
 

208-CV—00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE)
:45 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., eta1_., "

' _ Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050765 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and
Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 17, 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Re- I. ' ‘
sponse to Defendan'ts Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal LA Vian Ad-
dressing the Declaration of Dr. Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
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”3 Defendants. And Related Counterclaims, 2010 WL 3050766 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and
" : Affidavit) (E.DTex. May 23, 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Re-

sponse to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indefinite- .

. .. . ,.:-:'~.- ness under 35 U.S.C. l 112, 1'2 (NO 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF—CE, .-. .... ,
I' f. '_jj. 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) ". " .

47 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v T-MOBILE USA, INC., et a1,~
‘ ”" ‘“ “T Defendants, 2010 WL- 3050767 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 2, 3’

' .. ”1:546 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v T-MOBILE USA, INC, et a1"

  
 validity for Indefiniteness under 35 U. S.C. | 112, '12 (NO. 2023-CV-00264-DF-CE,

3,, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) '-
2’48 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC. et 211.,

Defendants. And Related Counterclaims, 2010 WL 4927709 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and

Affidavit) (E. D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2010) Defendants' Motion for a Stay Pending the Reexamina-_
tionorthe Patent'In Suit (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, ‘ ' ' "

-_. 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

49 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Linksmart, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et a1
Defendants, 2010 WL 4927710 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Oct. 7.“

- . 2010) Defendant Choice Hotels International, Inc.’5 ReplyIn Support of Its Motion for-

~— ~ -—.~~ ~f-g3- Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF—CE,
£73: 208-CV—00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209—CV-00026-DF-CE)

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

IE.D.Tex. Exhibits

' _,,,__.,_50 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC. et a1 2010WL.
.3}: ' '.'_ 4024689 (Exhibit) (E.D._Tex. Mar. 31, 2010) Direct Sales Agreement (NO 208CV00264)’ ' .

I. .. " ' , ~51 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v T-MOBILE USA, INC eta12010WL
‘ " ' 4024690 (Exhibit) (E.D.Tex. Mar 31, 2010) Nomade, Inc Reseller Agreement (N.O. -

208CV00264) -,-_H.

 

 

 

 

A- 7...," ?

E.D.Tex}ExpertResumes
»~'-‘ .‘j‘i 52 Kevin Jeffay, curriculum vitae filedIn Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC V. T-Mobile USA,

' ' Inc. et a1, 2010 WL 5779215 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.DTex. Jan. 18,2010) Expert Re-

. sume of Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208CV00264) '
53 Tal Lavian, Ph.D. curriculum vitae filedIn Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile

3". .I _ ‘ . USA, Inc. et a1, 2010 WL 3515006 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (ED.Tex. May 23, 2010) Ex—A
f... .-. _' ..‘i' _ pert.Resume of Ta] Lavian (NO. 208CV00264) . '

 
ED.Tex.Trial Filings

,g;54 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et a1., Rift.
g, f-.‘ f. Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc., et al., De-

" -fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet SerVIces Inc. D/B/A

AT&T Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147057 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 1,2009)I -5
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Q“I Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, ~ ' '
208-CV-00385-D-F-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE) ‘

‘55 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBH.E USA, INC., eta1.,

- Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc., et al., De-

fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Serv1ces Inc. D/B/A

 
 

 

 

 
 

.1. gr . 3.: .' .,.;- -

.3‘ ‘5‘ 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
_ ~ 5'.6 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. etaI.
“W ”i Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v Cisco Systems, Inc. ,et al., De' , :»

Afendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Serv1ces Inc. D/B/A“
" ‘_. AT&T Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147139 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 1, 2009)

‘ Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV—00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304—DF-CE,

1:; 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV—00026-DF-CE) ' ‘ . _c"
i" 57 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC. et al., 2010WL . '

.. : . 1733529 (Trial Filing) (E. D.Tex. Feb 19, 2010) Claim Construction Chart (NO. 208CV00264)‘:
, c ' 'h 58 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v T-MOBILE USA, INC. et 31,2010 WL. “

' _ 3053062 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. May 14, 2010) Agreed Constructions (NO. 08CV00264)_;,‘ '

- ~J01nt Case ManagementReport (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304—DF-CE,

 
 

 

 
  

 

I E.D_Te verdicts, Agreements and Settlements
~:5_9 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.,Waypo-

.- ' rt, Inc.; AT&T, Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC Lodgenet Interactive Corp.; Ibahn General Holdmgs

' .. Corp; Ethostream, LLC; Hot Pomt Wireless Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks, Inc Freefi 
(E;D_.Tex. Dec. 9, 2008)Jury (NO. 208CV00264)

60 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et a1
- ' j: ‘ Defendants, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v Cisco Systems, Inc, eta1., De "

u; ‘ fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Intemet Serv1ces Inc. d/b/a we ,
AT&T Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147112 (Verdict, Agreement and Settlement)* ,”W

-(E.D:Tex Jun 1,2009) Joint Case Management Report (NO 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, i ’ i
' _. 208-CV-00304-DF—CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE) Dockets (U.S.A.) 5,.

 

 
 

E.1).Tex ' ”Elk :
' 61 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v T-MOBILE USA, INC. ET AL, NO

2:08cv00264 (Docket) (E. D.Tex Jul 1,2008)

-"1
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1 E: I. 1" '

Defendants. And Related Counterclaims, 2008 WL 8039590 (Expert Report and Affidavithe ~w‘ffiflg‘fi 33
;' (E.D‘Tex 2008) Declaration of Ta] Lavian, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless *

i Technology, LLC's Response to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of In-

validity for Indefinitencss Under 35 U.S. (NO. 208-CV-00264—DF-CE, 208-CV—00304-DF-CE,
208-CV-00385-DF-CE,,209-CV-00026-DF--CE) ‘

- 63 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et 51.,
I;cDefendants, 2010 WE 3711476 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex Apr 14,2010)Declar-.;\¢' .
r. atioIi of Kevin .Ieffay, Ph.D. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,208-CV-00304-DF-CE, ' "' ’2‘: E"

208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE) '

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

 

 
 

rt, Inc., At&t, Inc., At&t Mobility, LLC, Lodgenet Interactive Corporation, Ibahn General Hold; “ ' —-’ ‘ "
ings Corp, Ethostream, LLC, Hot Point Wireless Inc. Netnearu Corp., Pronto Networks, Ic.“,Ap-

tilo Networks, Inc., Freefi Networks,, 2010 WL 3842257 (Expert Deposition) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 22,
2010) (Deposition of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D.) (NO 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) ._~ . 1

.iii-65 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et aI 
 

 

 
 

5;. ,3; . tion 0f Tal Lavian; Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC'S 1 -
Reply Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208—CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, :.- . :«

208-CV-00385-DFCE, 209-CV-00026-DF--CE) ' _ , ,' 1‘. ”5"

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

. 66 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T—MOBILE USA, INC, et a1,
~ Defendants, 2010 WL 2155260 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 29,

2010) Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. TaI LavianIn Support

of Plaintiffs Claim Construction Reply Brief (NO. 208CV00264)

 

Defendants ,2010 WE 2155261 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30 .
2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brief “
(NO208CV00264) ~

' '_ . 68 Kevin Jeffay, curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC V. T-Mobile USA,

Inc. et a1, 2010 WL 5779215 (Court-fi-led Expert Resume) (ED.Tex. Jan. 18, 2010) Expert Re
sume of Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208CV00264)

1‘_69 Ta] Eavian, Ph.D. ,curriculum vitae filedIn Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v T-Mobile
" USA: Inc, et a1, 2010WL3515006 (Coun--fIled Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. May 23, 2010) Ex- .

pertResume of Ta]Lavian (NO 208CV00264) ~i: , fig;i

 
 

 
1

‘ 31 5:70L1NKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. ET AL, NO. A
' ' 2:08cv00264 (Docket) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1,2008)
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Patent Family

71 AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM FOR INTERNET COMMUNICATION

" Derwent World PatentsLegal 2000-072306+ 
  

 
 

. .- ‘ {1. 7‘:'7‘. ' T. Assignments '1 .
72 Action: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS)

Number of Pages: 012, (DATE RECORDED: Jul 02, 2008)

:3773 ACTION: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS)._
7733* NUMBER OF PAGES: 003, (DATE RECORDED: Jun 29,1999) . h, . " “

 

 

 

 

Patent Status Files

f ..”Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),
_, Patent Suit(See LitAIert Entries),

7 ’- .. Request for Re-Examination, (OG DATE: Dec 02, 2008)
~ > .. L. Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),  

Docket Summaries ‘ .7 ‘

79 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLC v T] HOSPITALITY LTD ET AL, (E.D.TEX.
Jul 29, 2010) (NO. 2:10CV00277), (15 USC 1126 PATENT- INFRINGEMENT)

(E.D.TEX Jan 21, 2009) (NO. 2:09CV00026), (28 USC 1338 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)
‘ ’ 7 H 81 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLCv. SBC INTERNET SERVICES, INC., -

(E.D.TEx. Oct 09, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00385), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)
. .. 1 82 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v CISCO SYSTEMS, INC ET AL, -

' ' " " , ' if (E.13'TEX. Aug 04, 2008) (NO. 2. 08CV00304), (35 USC 271 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)
n

A f783 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v T-MOBILE USA, INC ET AL, (ED.TEX?“
' :Jul 01, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00264), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)

 
 

 

 
 

. 1 -~‘ Litigation Alert ~ - ' ‘4; ~v -

84 Derwent LitAlert P2010-36- 12 (Jul 29, 2010) Action Taken: 15 USC 1126- COMPLAINT FOR
“ J . :7 .PATENT INFRINGEMENT

8'5 Derwent LitAlert P2009-07-58 (Jan 21,2009) Action Taken: Complaint
v.86 Derwent LitAlert P2009--06-09 (Aug 04, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint

7 ‘7 DerWent LitAlert P2008-47-12 (Jul 01, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint
  

Prior Art (Coverage Begins 1976)

88 METHOD OF PROVIDING TEMPORARY ACCESS OF A CALLING UNIT TO AN AN- , . .
" ONYMOUS UNIT, USIPAT 6157829A551gnee Motorola, Inc ,(.US. PTO Utility 2000) '_ "7

1. -’b»1 ‘l.’ X:
\-s k n
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89 SECURITY SYSTEM FOR INTERNET PROVIDER TRANSACTION, US PAT . » '

5845070Assignee: Auric Web Systems, Inc., (U. S. PTO Utility 1998)

+90 SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR DATABASE ACCESS CONTROL, US PAT 5696898Assignee:
 

  

 
 

 
. Lucent Technologies In'c, (US. PTO Utility 1997) ~’ ~

91 SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR PROVIDING PEER LEVEL ACCESS CONTROL ON A NET:~ ; y
;. .3 - WORK, US PAT 6233686Assignee: AT &amp; T Corp., (US. PTO Utility 2001) ' - ' 5'“
l ' 3. 7“,; .

:; 8;

3 r .

1:} 1 f
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US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:10cv277

Linksmart Wireless‘Technology Llc VS TJ Hospitality Ltd et al

 This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012 ‘. .

Date Filed: 07/29/2010 Class Code: CLOSED

Assigned To: Judge T John Ward Closed: Yes
Referred To: Statute: 15:1126

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Plaintiff

Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: None NOS Description: Patent . ,1

Other Docket: None If}?
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: Mfenster@raklaw.com

Tj Hospitality Ltd
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

Mmd Hotel Kilgore LP . 1
Defendant "2'. .

[Term: 11/30/2010] - a ,.

Heritage lnn Number Xiv
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

Eight Pack Tyler LP
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

Heritage Inn Number X r
~ Defendant _ ;

[Term: 11/30/2010] .

8 D & Sons Ltd
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

Heritage Inn Number Xii
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]
:3...

v -..‘
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Cariex Hospitality‘ Llc
Defendant

[Termz 11/30/2010] -

Prus, Llc
Defendant

[Termg 11/30/2010]

Meritax, Llc
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd
Defendant

Longview-Hote| Partners Inc
Defendant

[Term:v.1 1/30/2010]

Hwy 259 Lodging Llc
Defendant" ' ’ ’ "

[Termz 11/30/2010] »

Nyr Property Corp
Defendant

[Termz 11/30/2010] ~

1-30 Hospitality Llc

Defendant
[Term:.311/30/2010]

AmitHCPat'el . ,
Defendant

[Termz 11/30/2010]

Jyotika A Patel
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

Krishan Inc ‘ ‘
Defendant

[Terrm 11/30/2010]

Date 2 I # .. Proceeding Text

 

 

 

 

07/29/2010 COMPLAINT against 281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd., B D & Sons Ltd., Carlex Hospitality LLC, Eight
Pack Tyler LP, Heritage Inn Number X, Heritage Inn Number XII, Heritage Inn Number XIV, Hwy
259 Lodging LLC, I-30 Hospitality LLC, Krishan Inc., Longview Hotel Partners Inc., MMD Hotel
Kilgore‘ LP, Meritax, LLC, NYR Property Corp., Amit C. Patel, Jyotika A. Patel, Prus, LLC, TJ

07/2é/2d1oz:

07/29/2010

07/29/2010

07/30/2010‘

07/30/2010

. r ,

07/30/2010

1

2

‘. Hospitality Ltd. ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 0540-2597118.), filed by Linksmart Wireless

Hospitality LLC, Eight Pack Tyler LP, Heritage Inn Number X, Heritage Inn Number XII, Heritage

 
Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit.A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Additional
attachment(s) added on 7/30/2010: # 3 Revised Civil Cover Sheet) (ehs, ). (Entered:
07/29/2010)

Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (A0 120). A0 120 mailed to the Director of the US.

Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/29/2010)

, CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster, «. ,

Marc) (Entered: 07/29/2010) , , 32
NOTICE by Linksmait Wireless Technology, LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
07/29/2010)  

’ Judge T. John Ward added. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

In accordance with the provisions of 28 USC Section 636(c), you are hereby notified that a US.
Magistrate Judge of this district court is available to conduct any or all proceedings in this case
including a jury or non-jury trial and to order the entry of a final judgment. The form Consent to
Proceed Before Magistrate Judge is available here by clicking on the hyperlink and is also on our _
website. All signed consent forms, excluding pro se parties, should be filed electronically using the
event Notice of Consent to Proceed Before Magistrate Judge . (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to 281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd., B D & Sons Ltd., Carlex  
Panasonic-101 1
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07/30/2010. .'

11/29/2010

11/29/2010

11/29/2010"w 9

6

7

'. Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)
8‘.

11/2s:;‘/2o10w 11'”

11/29/2010

11/29/2010

11/29/2010 _

12'

. Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

13

14

11/29/2010 15.._';_.. ,_.... A 4...

11/29/2010 ,

11/29/2010

11/29/2010 -18 '
' " Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered. 11/29/2010)

11/29/‘20‘1'0 "

1 1/29/2010 20,1-

16

17

19

1 1/29/2010 21

11/29/2010_ - 22 .

11/29/2010 123.'4.‘I'.

1 1/29/2.019.- ‘2‘}.--

11/30/2010 25 _

11/30/2010 ' 26 ',,:

4‘u’
rat's.

a

11/30/201o-~ 27--

. ' 11/30/2010)

1 1/30/2010 28

., Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

Best Available Copy
‘6

Inn Number XIV, Hwy 259 Lodging LLC, I-30 Hospitality LLC, Amit C. Patel. (Attachments. # 1 4%
281 Lodging, # 2 Amit, # 3 BD &Sons, # 4 Carlex, # 5 Eight Pack, # 6 Hwy 259, # 7 Heritage «LL:Eur,
Inn No X, # 8 Heritage Inn No XIV)(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010) _-'~‘j‘ :'

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to Krishan Inc., Longview Hotel Partners Inc., MMD Hotel
Kilgore LP, Meritax, LLC, NYR Property Corp., Jyotika A. Patel, Prus, LLC, TJ Hospitality Ltd..
(Attachments: # 1 Krishan, # 2 Longview Hotel, # 3 MMD Hotel Kilgore, # 4 Meritax, # 5 NYR

. Property, # 6 Prus, # 7 TJ Hospitality)(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) -‘ 

7 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of ~ "'7'
‘ ‘ Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

lug/2,910, 10 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of "
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) '.

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of ,‘ =44 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of ‘ _ _‘
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) ‘ "'5: "

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of _
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of E “‘

Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)
NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

 
NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of 4 .3
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) ' '

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of .
Proposed Order)($pangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

ORDER - granting 19 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Longview Hotel Partners Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will .
bear its own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, )
(Entered: 11/30/2010)

ORDER - granting 16 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against , .
Defendant I-30 Hospitality LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:11/30/2010)

ORDER~— granting 17 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Jyotika A. Patel are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own

costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered.

 

 

ORDER- granting 20 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Men‘tax, LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs

and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/30/2010)
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11/30/2010 29 ORDER- granting 14 Notice of Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against Defendant
Heritage Inn Number XIV are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own

' ' ' ' costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

..;I.I;-.23.4.1111... 11/30/2010)
ORDER — granting 12 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Heritage Inn Number X are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:-- .
11/30/2010)

11/30/2010 ' 31 . ORDER - granting 13 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
9‘ - ' - . Defendant Heritage InnNumber XII are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear. '

its own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010) ,

11/30/2010.'- 32 ORDER- granting 15 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against .
' - _» ~.. ' '~- Defendant Hwy 259 Lodging LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010)

ORDER— granting 10 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against ’* ’

Defendant Carlex Hospitality LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

.I own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:11/30/2010) - ~.

OR-DER granting 11 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
. Defendant Eight Pack Tyler LP are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its .

;.; own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: :-
. ‘ 11/30/2010) ‘

ORDER - granting 21 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant MMD Hotel Kilgore LP are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

- own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30I/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: '- » : ~
11/30/2010) _ _ I .

11/30/2010' 36 ORDER- granting 18 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
' ‘ " ' "' I Defendant Krishan Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs'

and attorneys fees. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) I
I (Entered: 11/30/2010)

11/30/2010 .371 ORDER - granting 22 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against - -‘ ~
“5" “ Defendant NYR Property Corp. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010)

"‘ ORDER’- granting 23 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against

Defendant Prus, LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs ‘. .,

and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/30/2010) .; Isl-1'53;

 

 

 

  
 

  ORDER- granting 24 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against ‘ 1... '
4 : Defendant TJ Hospitality Ltd. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own.»I

. .. .' -._. .'.-. costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered. ~71-If-3; -. ~-
1 rt. . I. .1- .11/30/2010) . '.'s .g--. .

11/30/201I0I40 ORDER- granting - 8 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
. , Defendant Amit C. Patel are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party Will bear its own

costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: .
' 11/30/2010) . . ”I" '. "- ' " ‘

11/30/2010 41 ORDER- granting 9 Notice‘ of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
.' I Defendant B D & Sons Ltd. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its ownI

. '. costs and attorneys fees". Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: ' ‘

 

‘: ~I-Ilgr.‘...1 43

 , 11/30/I_2010) I -.
11/30/2010 ‘42 ' ORDER- granting 7 Notice of Dismissal All claims asserted by Plaintiff against Defendant 281

Q 'I If 3.9 Lodging Hotel Partners Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own
?5 .~ "‘ ' costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

' .,'.I.'. ’ 11/30/2010)  
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“ US District Court Civil Docket

-.U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)  
2:09cv26

Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc v. Six Continents Hotels Inc et A

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012
 

Date Filed: 01/21/2009 Class Code: CLOSED  Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: Yes

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 28:1338

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Defendant

Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOS Description: Patent

Other Docket: 2:08-cv:00264-DF-CMC
2:08-cv-00385—DF

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

 
Litigants "1' Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

‘ Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM  
Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler Law PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
,. USA

903-753-9300

- g.. Fax: 903—553—0403
' ' ‘ Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM  

: " Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

. 12424 Wilshire Boulevard" " ' ‘ ‘ Suite 1200

. Los Angeles , CA 90025 .
USA

310/ 826-7474
- Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- - Email: AWEISS©RAKLAW.COM  
Six Continents Hotels Inc, John M Guaragna
Defendant [COR LD NTC]

Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
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Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
Defendant ' -

Six Continents Hotels Inc
Counter Claimant

Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
Counter Claimant

1..n‘. -.

  [a—

Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc
Counter Defendant

2:.

h, . v

 

Jr..-

.3:

 

n l

Best Available Copy

.1.\.,

401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

John M Guaragna
[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000'
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

John M Guaragna
[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA .

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

John M Guaragna
[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler Law PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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" ' Suite 1200

“"‘ ' "7' 2“ ’” ' ‘” Los Angeles , CA 90025
-- . . - -. . - USA

1“.“ '3" '7‘? . y 310/ 826-7474
._.4. .3 2. 2 ' A. 2 , Fax: 310/ 826-6991

‘ 2‘ '. Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM  
.‘LfigeI21: {,1

Date35.11:? Proceeding Text j ‘ Source
101/21/2009.. ' COMPLAINT against Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc

. - 2 ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001843024.), filed by Linksmart Wireless

4+ w?“ Technology LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
01/21/2009)

01/21/_2009"' 2 Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (A0 120). A0 120 mailed to the Director of the U. S.
‘- Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009) -

01/21/2009 3: 3. CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (Fenster, ;'
" '. "7* “-:Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

  
 

 
.1. .e. . '15:“

 

01/21/20091414.’ .15 NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
. 01/21/2009) -

01/21/2009 5 E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group
4w“5 2 ~=— Resources Inc. (Attachments: # 1 summons InterContinental Hotels)(ehs, ) (Entered:
2‘“ 2' . 01/21/2009) .

01/21/2009“ 6-. ORDER REFERRING CASE for Pretrial proceedings to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham.
' 2. Signed by Judge T. John'Ward on 1/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

01/21/2009 g'Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (ehs, ) (Entered:
-1 2 --—~—--—~' 01/21/2009) 2 2: ~_-.

01/22/20098 $313; NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology
_«2...: ,_ _ LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 01/22/2009)

01/22/2009 1 9 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
w- -:—- -- 2 ~—‘ Technology LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2009)

01/23/2009 _ 10 Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. (Attachments: # 1
~ Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/23/2009)

02/03/2009 ORDER REASSIGNING CASE. Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom for all further proceedings
.. . , Judge T. John Ward no longer assigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch, )

— — ~—~ (Entered: 02/03/2009)

02/06/2099 3121105-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC.
‘7 _ Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc served on 1/21/2009 to John Guaragna DLA Piper by

CM RRR, answer due 2/10/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered. 02/06/2009)

 
  

 
  
I"2‘35: '* ' _

02/06/2009‘7 13—---EGOVSEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. Six ~ .
; Continents Hotels Inc served on 1/21/2009 to John Guaragna, DLA Piper by CM RRR, answer due . '

 

 

. 2/10/2009. (ehs, )(Enteréd: 02/06/2009)

02/10/2009 14 ANSWER to 1 Complaint;, COUNTERCLAIM against LinksmartWireless Technology LLC by Six ‘ 92""
- ' Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc. (Guaragna, John) (Entered:

02/10/2009) ' ‘

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels
_Group Resources Inc identifying Corporate Parent InterContinental Hotels Group PLC for

. Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, Six Continents Hotels Inc. (Guaragna, John)
2- ‘00:; (Entered. 02/10/2009)

02/27/2009‘.” 16’ ANSWER to 14 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. (Weiss, .,
U 223 Andrew) (Entered: 02/27/2009)

04/22/2009 17 NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009) . T,

05/01/2009 18 ORDER granting 10 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDERED that the above- captioned actions are
consolidated for all purposes pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 42(a) and Local Rule CV-

‘ _ T" "“42(b) and (c).. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, ) (Entered: ' ’
2:7: - 055/01/2009) -

 02/10/2009
"3I H .‘-.1
tugs-$3"  
.r

 
  

05/01/20095 - -- - NOTICE OF FILING DOCUMENTS IN CONSOLIDATED CASES re 18 Order on Motion to Consolidate
ff If?" Cases. ALL FUTURE FILINGS TO BE FILED IN LEAD CASE 2:08cv264 ONLY (ehs, ) (Entered:
LAM-,2. __ .. 09/03/2009) I , 2 ;.

05/04/200919 NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall) '

T" ' ;'_- beforeMagistrate JudgeCharles Everingham. (jml, ) (Entered: 05/04/2009) |
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05/06/2009" 20 Notice of Scheduling Conference, Proposed Deadlines for Docket Control Order and Discovery

Order. Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10: 00 AM before Magistrate JudgeCharles

 
 

 
 

 

 

06/01/2009--21LREPORT of Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A- Proposed Docket Control
1.21.: }Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling.

;"Order) (sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009)
06/03/200‘9 I 22 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Scheduling

~ ‘ . ‘. : Conference held on 6/3/2009. (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR. ) (jml) (Entered.

j““'“ 06/04/2009) .

07/06/2010;. 23 NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of CLAIM CONSTRUCTION HEARING held on
5/25/10 before JudgeChad Everingham. Court Reporter/Transcriber: Shelly Holmes,
:CSR,Telephone number:(903) 663-5083. (116 Pages) NOTICE RE REDACI’ION OF TRANSCRIPT
The parties have seven (7) business days to file with the Court a Notice of Intent to Request '
:- Redaction of this transcript. If no such Notice is filed, the transcript will be made remotely '

melectro‘hically available'to the public without redaction after 90 calendar days. The policy is- ~ .
'ldcated on our website at www.txed.uscourts.gov Transcript may be viewed at the court public~
terminal or purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of '
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction Request due

.;. 7/30/2910. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 8/9/2010. Release of Transcript Restriction set-f:‘ for 10/7/2010. (tja, ) (Entered: 07/06/2010) .. »

07/19/2011 ' 24 ORDER ADMINISTRATIVELY CLOSED. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 7/19/11. (mrm, ) '-:‘- - (Enteréd107/19/2011) "3 ~

02/06/2012 25 ORDER REFERRING CASE for pretrial purposes to Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven. Signed by 4
. I. ' . ’ -"-‘« Judge David Folsomon 2/6/12 (ehs, )(Entered: 02/06/2012) I: -

 
 

 

,4:..-.

 
 
 

Copyright © 2012 LexisNexis CourtLink, Inc. All rights reserved.
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~ US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

v
“ 2:08cv385

 Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc v. Sbc Internet Services, Inc

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012
 

Date Filed: 10/09/2008 ’ Class Code: CLOSED

’ ’ Assigned To: Judge~ David Folsom Closed: Yes

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 15:1126

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Both
_ Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket:_2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOS Description: Patent
 

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC
2:09-cv-00026-DF

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

‘ Litigants . Attorneys

Linksmait Wireless Technology, Llc ‘ ' Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff ' [COR LD NTC] .

, ' Russ August & Kabat
" 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
' ‘ Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- ~ ~~ ‘ . Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]

,_ ~ Spangler Law PC
. 208 N Green St -:

- Suite 300 ‘* ' - ‘ '

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903—553-0403

.- _ . - V .. Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

 

Andrew D Weiss . -_
[COR LD NTC] $.13? .1
Russ August & Kabat " " V
12424 Wilshire Boulevard .. —
Suite 1200 L '-'- ’ ' '

Los Angeles , CA 90025 -
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

Sbc Internet Services, Inc Doing Business as At&T Internet Richard Alan Sayles
Services ~' [COR LD NTC]
Defendant ’ ‘ Sayles Werbner  ~ “v 31‘
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US District Court Civil Docket

US. District - Texas Eastern

: (Marshall)

2:08cv304 4;}:

Linksma'rt Wireless Technology, Llc v. Cisco Systems, Inc et A '

 

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012
 

Date Filed: 08/04/2008 Class Code: CLOSED

 
Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: Yes

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven - Statute: 35:271
Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Plaintiff

Cause:' Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOS Description: Patent
Other Docket: None

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants .. Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc ' " A Marc A Fensterv
Plaintiff ~ : ' [COR LD NTC]

‘ Russ August & Kabat
’ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

— Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 

.. Andrew W Spangler
. 5. - [COR LD NTC]
- Spangler Law PC
‘ ‘ 208 N Green St

Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300

a»; a - - ~ ~ Fax: 903-553-0403
' Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

 

—.' ., ' Andrew D Weiss

_ . .m. [COR LD NTC]
. ‘ Russ August & Kabat
. - 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

- 310/ 826-7474
- ._ . .— Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

Cisco Systems, Inc . David J Beck
Defendant ' 3' [COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
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US District Court Civil Docket

US. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:08cv264

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc v. T-Mobile USA, Inc et al

This case was retrieved from the court on Thursday, March 01, 2012
 

Date Filed: 07/01/2008 Class Code:

Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: No J1:
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 15:1126 ’

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Both

Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: None NOS Description: Patent
Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00385-DF

2:09-cv-00026-DF-CMC

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants . ' . Attorneys

James W Knowles Mediator James W Knowles

Mediator [COR LD NTC]
Knowles Mediations

909 East South East Loop 323
Ste 410

Tyler , TX 75701
USA

903/ 534-3800
Fax: 903/ 534—3806
Email: JIMK@KNOWLESMED.COM .:.

.. f .

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Adam S Hoffman
Plaintiff [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 ' 11
Email: AHOFFMAN@RAKLAW.COM .11“.

Alexander Chester Giza

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310-826-6991 a :,

Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM g}.

Andrew w Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
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208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

-12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Bruce D Kuyper
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310-979-8254
Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: BKUYPER@RAKLAW.COM

Eric Charles Flagel
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: EFLAGEL@RAKLAW.COM

Irene Y Lee

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: Ilee@raklaw.com

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August 8: Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

' 553674"
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Consol '
Plaintiff ‘ '

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Robert F Gookin

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310—826-7474
Fax: 210-826-6991

Email: RGOOKIN@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ‘

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Todd Y Brandt

[COR LD NTC]
Stevens Love
5020 Montrose Blvd
Suite 800

Houston , TX 77006
USA
713-284-5201
Fax: 713-284-5250
Email: TODD@STEVENSLOVE.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER©SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM
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Best Available Copy
 

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 - ‘

Los Angeles , CA 190025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney.St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA ,

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Alexandra B McTague
[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue
New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> ‘
Email: ALEXANDRA.MCTAGUE@WILMERHALE.CO

 
David B Bassett -- -

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA / -
212/ 230-8800 -. -- .
Fax: 212/ 230-8888 .
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DAVID.BASSETT@WILMERHALE.COM

 
James P Barabas .. ,

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr —New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY '10022
USA

212/ 230-8800 ._ ..
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
Email: JAMES.BARABAS@WILMERHALE.COM

 
Jonathan Andron

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston
60 State Street

Boston, MA 02109 . ‘
USA j
617-526-6749 -'

Fax: 617- 526— 5000 .-"E’
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> 7;":
Email: JONATHAN.ANDRON@WILMERHALE. COM

 

Joyce Chen
[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York ’
399 Park Avenue

.
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Best Available Copy

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8809‘
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOYCECHEN@WILMERHALE.COM  
Kirk R Ruthenberg
[COR LD NTC]
SNR Denton US LLP —DC

1301 K Street, NW ,_., . ;.--
Suite 600E ‘ — - .

Washington , DC 20005
USA

202/ 408-6410
Fax: 202/ 408-6399

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsflrm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr —New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM  
Peter M Dichiara

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston

60 State Street . , | ’
Boston , MA 02109 " “’1'
USA .’ ‘

617/ 526-6466
Fax: 617/ 526-5000
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PETER.DICHIARA@WILMERHALE.COM  
Robert David Daniel ‘ ‘

[COR LD NTC] '
Beck Redden & Secrest LLP
One Houston Center ‘

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 r ,
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: deaniel@brsfirm.com  
William F Lee

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109 - .
USA
617-526-6556
Fax: 617-526-5000

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
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Wayport, Inc . a 3 --
Defendant .

[Termz1 11/.12/
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Best Available Copy
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(w

Email: WILLIAM.LEE@WILMERHALE.COM

Brian C'Bianc0' '

[COR LD NTC] _
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler
[COR LD NTC] -
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA '*

512/ 338—5410
Fax: 15123385499 .

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC] ,
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street ’
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayies@swtriallaw.com

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin ~Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street:
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave
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Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546 ,
USA ' .-.

512-338-5400 ‘
Fax: 512-338-5499 , ’ -
Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

,4(1

Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com ‘1'};

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney

Suite 4500 _
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888

<i>pro Hac Vice</ l> , H ..-

Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM _ - :5}?!
 Paul E Veith ,1',

[COR LD NTC] '
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-4718
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: PVEII'H@SIDLEY.COM

. fl

Rachel D Sher . 3%:
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At&T; Inc
Defendant

[Termg 09/24/2008]

1m

MW, ,5; ,.. ‘74?"

 

At&T Mobility, Llc
Defendant «~ ~91

[Termz 10/08/2008]

;..~- ,4 v. _ _~- »

Best Available Copy.w.

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

 
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearbom St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000 ‘
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 ~ -

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza ~
One South Dearbom Ave . ' '

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 ‘ ‘

 
Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

 

Michael E Jones

[COR LD NTC]
Potter Minton PC '

110 N College
Suite 500
PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA
903-597-8311 “ -
Fax: 903-593—0846

Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COM

 

Richard Alan Sayles ‘ ;~. ..:- w
[COR LD NTC] 3a “
Sayles Werbner 5
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA ‘- -.

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

 

EVE L Henson .;

[COR LD NTC] .. :-:. ,. ,
Sayles l Werbner .
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower
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Lodgenet Interactive Corporation
Defendant

 

.2 .2: -.2._'i’ '3?!“
V[“3934v"‘
:. .E‘mx. ..
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Best Available Copy
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 Dallas , TX 75270
USA ‘ '

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787 ‘ ‘ " "‘ ‘ "
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Michael E Jones

[COR LD NTC]
Potter Minton PC

110 N College ' ‘
Suite 500
PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA
903-597-8311
Fax: 903-593-0846

Email: MIK_EJONES@POT|’ERMINTON.COM . g. 2.

 

Harold L Socks ‘
[COR LD NTC]

Center

1250 NE Loop 410
Suite 700

San Antonio , TX 78209
USA
210—341—3554
Fax: 210-341-3557

Email: BSOCKS@RVMJF]RM.COM

Brian F McMahon

[COR LD NTC]
Morrison & Foerster LLP -Los Angeles
555 W Fifth St
35TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90013-1024
USA

213/ 892—5628
Fax: 213/ 892-5454 ‘ '
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> .
Email: BMCMAHON@MOFO.COM

 
Cynthia Lopez Beverage
[COR LD NTC]
Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Suite 6000

Washington , DC 20006
USA .
202-887-6950 -~
Fax: 202—785-7635

Email: CBEVERAGE@MOFO.COM

 

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC] .
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Jennifer Parker Ainsworth

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Robertson & Cornelius PC

909 Ese Loop 323
Suite 400
PO Box 7339
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Tyler , TX 75711—7339 -
USA . .. .. ... .
903-5095000
Fax: 903-509-5092 ‘

Email: JAINSWORTH@WILSONLAWFIRM.COM

3f ' . r Mark E Ungerman
. ~‘ [COR LD NTC]

f‘ Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
; 2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Suite 6000

Washington , DC 20006
USA
202-887-1535
Fax: 12028870763

Email: MUNGERMAN@MOFO.COM

  
»; ‘_, v; I“: Michael Ernest Richardson

‘ ‘~.- [COR LD NTC] , .

. . V '1 ' .. Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
~ ~* -7 1221 McKinney ‘

" ‘-‘ I .7- Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

‘ .= _ . Email: Mrichardson©brsfirm.com

h  
",' . Noah A Levine '
“ '- [COR LD NTC]

.1 A Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York I ‘
1- ' 399 Park Avenue

: ‘ NeWYork,NY 10022 -*
“1 USA A

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230—8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

u

' - . , Paul W Kletzly -
-‘ “” [COR LD NTC]

. . . ‘ Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
3 2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

1 '~. Suite 6000

a ' Washington , DC 20006' USA

202/ 887-6927
Fax: 202/ 912-2332
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PKLETZLY@MOFO.COM

6i.

 
‘w 3.1 ‘ ‘ 3: J . ‘0 Robert David Daniel ,_

- ~ ': _ , ' [COR LD NTC] ’ ‘

_ . '- 3‘3 Beck Redden & Secrest LLP
..._ _ . amt“; . , ; 2.. One Houston Center

' , 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: deaniel@brsfirm.com
 

Ibahn General Holdings Corp Michael E Jones -
Defendant I . ‘ z ' [COR LD NTC]

- .. _ ' ’ ‘ _ ‘ . Potter Minton PC
, I 110 N College

 
‘? Suite 500

PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA ex
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T"

903-597-8311
Fax: 903-593-0846

Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COMi

Allen Franklin Gardner
[COR LD NTC]
Potter Minton PC

110 N College ' '
Suite 500
PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA

903/ 597-8311
Email: Allengardner@potterminton.com

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney-St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 
David J Burman

[COR LD NTC]
Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third Avenue
Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA
206-359-8426
Fax: 206-359-9426

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DBURMAN@PERKINSCOIE.COM

Kameron Parvin

[COR LD NTC]
Perkins Coie LLP —Seattle

1201 Third Ave'nue
Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099 "
USA
206-359—6111
Fax: 206-359-7111

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: KPARVIN@PERKINSCOIE.COM

Michael D Broaddus '

[COR LD NTC] .
Perkins Coie LLP ‘-Seattle
1201 Third Avenue
Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA

206/ 359-8694
Fax: 206/ 359-9694
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: MBROADDUS@PERKINSCOIE.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] ’ ~
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
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Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
. Noah A Levine

~- _ - ‘ [COR LD NTC] ‘ .
V {L . ' 5 -, Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York . _

"' - 399 Park Avenue ‘ ‘ ' ‘-
-. i. 5 New York , NY 10022

". ’ USA
? ” 212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230—8888

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 
EthOstream,;Llc.J . _ E Dean Danyl Hunt
Defendant ~ .5: '- ' é . [COR LD NTC] -

" --:"-~:-';-j« _ ., =.' " Baker& Hostetl’er
T ' 3 . ‘ £1; ‘ ' 1000 Louisiana

- A. ,i 'ie , Suite 2000 -

': ;.,:, ? ’~: Houston , TX 77002-5009
.5 USA
' 713/ 646-1346

Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

 

 
-" “—7— . Brian G Gilpin

»_ " ' ' ' ‘ [COR LD NTC]
, .. ; ~ . . Godfrey & Kahn SC

,Tqv“,lj". X pf. ' I; ; W" 780 N Water St
' ‘ - ' _, _ ' ' Milwaukee , WI' 53202-3590

",5." USA .
i 414-273-3500

Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

 

: x

_<”L,“ l.

 Christina J Moser

[COR LD NTC]

_ - Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
. 3 . ~ 4 :. i, , ’ 1900 East Ninth Street
 

.w i . , , '3: .' “-3 3200 National City Center
A . " Cleveland , OH- 441141 USA

216/ 861-7818
. . - Fax: 216/ 696-0740

Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM :, »

 
David J Beck

. [COR LD NTC]
’ . Beck Redden & Secrest

. ~ 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
~.L * ,0 One Houston Center
" ‘ ‘- Houston , TX 77010-2020

:1 i" ‘I USA
T ‘. 713/ 951-3700
T V Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

h

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
_ Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
. 1221 McKinney

v ‘ Suite 4500 ~
-. Houston , TX 77010-2010

. - i a USA
'~ . 713/ 951—6284
; - " Fax: 17139513720 "

:3 Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
. :5 Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York * +3 '-- --~‘<

‘ 399 Park Avenue ' -
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New York , NY 10022
USA

- , 212/ 230-8800
. _ ‘- Fax: 212/ 230-8888" ’

" -f T- 'i r‘ 1 ' " . '. ,_ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
"I' ' “ " Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

_'.-,'..-;_:1:.. - ._,... , 3

U. —4;-.JT'J-h'.-—‘\ ...

‘s 4 4 v

.\. “1,
+8

1 ‘

  
Netnéaru Corp
Defendant -' ‘ _

[Termj02/23/2009] ' .- ' . ‘
ProntoNetworks, Inc - Jose Carlos Villarreal
Defendant 5 r 35 ‘1‘ [COR LD NTC]

 
[Terrn: 06/09/2010] . . . .. a. ' ' Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

. :, . . ”’1? 900 South Capital of Texas Highway . : ‘
‘3 . 4, ’-—_ - . Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor ;:
.; ' Austin , TX 78746—5546 -

USA ‘
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499

, Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

3 .‘ Aden Martin Allen

; . .: [COR LD NTC]
V. -' ' Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

' t 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
:.. Las Cimas IV

’ Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA ‘
512-338-5437
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

l4

 
‘3 '. 1. Michael Ernest Richardson
' ' [COR LD NTC] . ‘

' ~. {‘5 Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

9 1221 McKinney '
‘ Suite 4500

‘€ Houston ,TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284

‘ Fax: 17139513720
‘ , Email: Mrichardson©brsfirm.com

 

u ', v Noah A Levine
' ', [COR LD NTC] "

' ._ A“; Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
. 399 Park Avenue
‘ ”- ‘ New York , NY 10022

USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

v -:' ’ Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

t.‘n.-
\

 
Aptilo NetWorks, 'Inc A ‘ Clyde Moody Siebman
Defendant ‘ 7 _ . ‘ [COR LD NTC] '

 
[Termz11/24/2010] L f Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP-— — — ~~~ - . 1 , 300 N Travis St

- - , 13‘ e Sherman , TX 75090-0070
7 V USA

903/ 870-0070
Fax: 19038700066

.- Email: Siebman@siebman.com b. - —=- »
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David J Beck

[COR LD NTC] 1.1.1. . -1
Beck Redden & Secrest -. . "

_ 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
‘. j.‘ 3; One Houston Center
,. - Houston , TX 77010-2020

~ ' .15? USA

‘ .3 ‘1: 713/ 951-3700
' Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

I n

Lawrence Augustine Phillips
[COR LD NTC]

. Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP

. ‘- ' 300 N Travis St
.' v . Sherman , TX 75090-9969

‘ ' USA , .

' 3.Q‘ 903/ 870—0070
1‘ ‘ ’3‘ Fax: 903/ 870/ 0066
i T 7" Email: LARRYPHILLIPS@SIEBMAN.COM

El.  
Michael T Herbst

[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates

3 % ‘ 70 W Madison St
_ . #5750 .

' ' v 3 Chicago , IL 60602
.2 =.' ‘ USA . ~
3 ~ . [.3- 312-357-0300
fie Fax: 13123570328 .

' 4 i'-. Email: MICHAEL@THORELLI.COM ‘

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

-.~: ‘ 1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

. Houston , TX 77010-2010
'3: ‘2 USA

. ,' 713/ 951-6284‘ '
*5} Fax: 17139513720

: :-: Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com."-1.
5

 
Noah A Levine . .3 .’
[COR LD NTC] . ‘
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York

399 Park Avenue . . _. 11111-1111.
- New York, NY 10022 3- ‘. ' ”

. .. , ' USA '
j- g _' 1‘ 212/ 230—8800

. ' Fax: 212/ 230-8888
' - a: <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

, . Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM  
Steven L Wiser .3 '

[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates

. 70 W Madison St

‘ . _ . #5750
.- » - Chicago , IL 60602 '

u V, 3. USA
" ‘ 312—357-0300. .

-. ‘ gr: Fax: 13123570328
"‘ 1’ Email: STEVE@THORELLI.COM  
*2 Theodore J Koerth

[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates

70 W Madison St _ . . _
. #5750 7 " ‘_' f"
- Chicago , IL 60602 »"
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USA

'i - 312/ 357—0300

_ . -‘ .' Fax: 312/ 357-0328
.m .f V: <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

' Email: TED@THORELLI.COM

 
‘p.

\

Freefi NetworksInc Roy William Hardin . , 2
Defendant“ ' ' [COR LD NTC] . .1

[Term"09/09/2009] Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell, LLP
. 2200 Ross Ave

Suite 2200

. , Dallas, TX 75201-6776 '
“ USA

. Y, 214/ 740-8000
Fax: 214/ 756-8556

' 2723 Email: RHARDIN@LOCKELORD. COM ' '

 
uu,

4;"- ..

'_ ' John W MacPete
“~ - [COR LD NTC]

Locke Lord LLP -DaIIas
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

, Dallas , TX 75201-6776
. - USA

v 214/ 740-8128
’ ' Fax: 214/ 756-8128 '

Email: JMACPETE@LOCKELORD.COM -

1|“ ‘ - Michael Scott Fuller

' [COR LD NTC]
, Locke Lord LLP -Dallas

2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

. Dallas , TX 75201—6776
. USA .

: = .. fl .. . ‘ - , 214-740-8601
« -,,. M if? -~ _' Fax: 214— 756-8601

‘ - Email: SFULLER@LOCKELORD.COM

 
Meraki, IncI; I; ; Marvin Craig Tyler
Defendant ' [COR LD NTC]

[Term "11/05/2009] Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC. 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor - ‘

. Austin , TX 78746-5546
-' . USA .

I“: ; 512/ 338-5410
' ‘ Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

 

ix

Aden Martin Allen . :‘

[COR LD NTC] .i '
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway ,
Las Cimas IV . . u. .-.-
Fifth Floor ’ ' "

V ‘ Austin, TX 78746— 5546
3. . j .. USA

I 512--338-5437 - ~
' -i~- Fax: 512-338-5499

‘ Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

 
ii

 
Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway

 
' J . ; Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor "

_ - Austin ,TX 78746-5546
1;. ' ‘ _. USA
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512-338-5400 . f V
. ‘ Fax: 512-3385499 - ' ~

‘3 ; 3 -..~ Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

 ' 1}: " Robin Lynn Brewer
‘ [COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC -Palo Alto:
650 Page Mill Rd
Palo Alto , CA 94304-1050
USA

650/ 493-9300
Fax: 650/ 493-6811

~ .. ‘- <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
-... , 1‘ a. Email: RBREWER@WSGR.COM

'qt.“- 
Mail?Boxes Etc, Inc Brian C Bianco
Defendant l- [COR LD NTC]

[Term:'11/12/2010] Sidley Austin C—hicago Bank One Plaza
- w j,_.‘-“"rf3"f""" . i 4 . One South Dearborn Ave "

' ~ _ '. Chicago , IL 60603 .
'. "-, -- i ‘ ' . USA

'3 «'2 " 3” ‘" 312/ 853-7000
' ~' : . _ 5 ‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036 '

3. 3} Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

  
.,¢ - Michael Charles Smith
' [COR LD NTC]

Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall

P O Box 1556 _
- :7, Marshall ,TX 75671-1556 . .' ~‘-e-~-» ‘

USA , _ . .0
a a . 903—938—8900 . " ‘

E‘ .' ._ Fax: 19727674620 ,
' Email: MICHAELSMITH©SIEBMAN.COM

; ‘.2 Richard Alan Sayles
[F . [COR LD NTC]

~‘ Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270 . _
USA

‘ _ ‘ 214/ 939-8700

3‘ - f. Fax: 12149398787
-' Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

4'}.

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
. USA

"" . ~ 312/ 853-7359
» - Fax: 312/ 853-7036

1 v Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

  
. -. r r Elizabeth L Maxeiner
f‘ ’ ‘ [COR LD NTC] '

Y ' '~ Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

. W _‘ . 312/ 853-2225
* *‘f-‘T-‘fi- ‘ ~- , =' ‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036

'~ . . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

' ' 4 , ~ Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM  
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EVE L Henson

., [COR LD NTC]
‘1 " Sayles | Werbner ,

1201 Elm Street _
‘ 1 4400 Renaissance Tower

’ j " Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

.w‘..
1‘‘W~41;.

_ “ Holmes] Hawkins , Ill
‘4 I " [COR LD NTC]
‘ ' King & Spalding -Atlanta

;_ ' « >7 1180 Peachtree Street, NE
’ v , 7;“. Atlanta , GA 30309-3521
3 -- USA

"5 , 404-572—4600
Fax: 404-572-5100

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

‘_ , '- ' Hugh A Abrams
i . [COR LD NTC]

' ‘- Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

. .1 One South Dearborn Ave
'2 . 3': Chicago , IL 60603
; j". USA

v i. - 312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

. '-. ' Lisa A Schneider

" V [COR LD NTC]
A' - ‘ Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza

. _ - _ ' One South Dearborn Ave
:- Chicago , IL 60603

*1 ”1 USA

a - 312/ 853-7567
' Fax: 312/ 253-7036

 
Mark Daniel Strachan

.,- [COR LD NTC]

_ '__ Sayles Webner
. n: ,' 4400 Renaissance

I ; . > 1201 Elm Street

_ _ ~' Dallas , TX 75270
f‘ USA ,

; 214-939—8707 3
Fax: 214-939-8787 _ .
Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com ,1

 
Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest —Houston

2 l ‘ 1221 McKinney‘
3 . '. 1‘ Suite 4500 '

- Houston , TX 77010—2010
‘ 11> -' USA

' 713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
, - Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York

- 399 Park Avenue 3
. ' , '. ".7 . ~,. ,' v ‘ New York , NY 10022 . . ‘. ii
" ' , . ’ ' USA . . - ism-‘3

1x 212/ 230-8800

".., -V,...,
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. Fax: 212/ 230-8888
~ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.CO_M

:- Paul E Veith ff,
«5 [COR LD NTC] =~» ’

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave '

Chicago , IL 60603
, .5 ‘ USA

~ 312/ 853-4718

J .' ‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036
:- '~‘ Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM.3“.-v 4

Rachel D Sher

-. [COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago '1’. L
One South Dearborn St v '

Chicago , IL 60603 ‘
USA

312/ 853-7000
- ' Fax: 312/ 853-7036
" Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

,p-,.
\

- Richard A Cederoth

.r- [COR LD NTC]
' Sidley Austin —Chicago

One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853—7036

, . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
‘- Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

' .‘ Steven T Snyder.
. - a: [COR LD NTC]
7 1 ‘ King & Spalding LLP -Charlotte
1 ' ”'- 100 N Tryon Street

‘i . Ste 3900

Charlotte , NC 28202
USA
704-503-2630

I ==* ‘ . Fax: 704-503-2622
-. ' Email: SSNYDER©KSLAW.COM

 
Mcdonalds Corp V ‘ . _. ' Marvin Craig Tyler.
Defendant . . [COR LD NTC]
[Termz 11/12/2010] . '- ,_ Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

. g 51. , 4,. 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
‘1 A‘. Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor

' " Austin , TX 78746-5546
.. USA

~' ; -,..--..-.-. , .,: . 512/ 338-5410
i; V ' " ‘ . ’ Fax: 15123385499

' ' . . . - , Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

r e

u .

 
‘ _ ‘ Richard Alan Sayles
-" [COR LD NTC]

; t. Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@_swtriallaw.com

 
' . Brian C Bianco -

‘ i“ [COR LD NTC]
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‘2 Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

David T Pritikin

' 1 . [COR LD NTC]
. _ ; Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

‘ ' v . One South Dearborn Ave
-' Chicago, IL 60603

. . .,. USA
, ‘ 312/ 853-7359 -
T " '1 Fax: 312/ 853-7036

3 Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC]

1 1; Sidley Austin -Chicago
- One South Dearborn. St

Chicago , IL 60603
7 f “ USA

:,_ .' 312/ 853-2225' ‘
'ffi Fax: 312/ 853-7036

; 4 ~ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
., _ Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
-.~. Sayles | Werbner

Z 1201 Elm Street
, 1 . 4400 Renaissance Tower

3* f . .~ Dallas , TX 75270
. -‘ USA - ‘

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

‘ , One South Dearborn Ave
* Chicago , IL 60603 '

, '_ [1 USA '
312/ 853-7017. ~

' 1--' Fax: 13128537036

' <i>pro Hac Vice<'/ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

, . 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
-_ - ‘ Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor

.. 1 y - ;, -,_ . ‘,' . . Austin , TX 78746-5546
,2 ,4 ,_ :r: . . USA ' .

‘ , i 3,,- 512-338-5400
- 1 Fax: 512-338-5499

' v Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

4}

 
Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

1 =~ One South Dearborn Ave *“ '1 ‘ ~‘.~

’_ Chicago, IL 60603. - .Zi’. V
1" ~;.'. 1. "1 USA '

v , ‘ 3 7 -. “ 312/ 853-7567
' ' Fax: 312/ 253-7036
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Mark Daniel Strachan
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest —Houston

1221 McKinney ;
Suite 4500 _..

Houston , TX 77010-2010 '
USA

713/ 951-6284 _ _.
Fax: 17139513720 ‘

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine ~ '

[COR LD NTC] .
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York _

399 Park Avenue ’ ._
New York , NY 10022 V ' ..- '
USA ’

212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888 ._ _
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> . :‘j.' ‘
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 

Paul E Veith . ,

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-4718

Fax: 312/ 853-7036 . ‘
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM " "“ '-

 

Rachel D Sher ,

[COR LD NTC] ‘ ‘
Sidley Austin -Chicago .
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA ;

312/ 853-7000 “
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 '
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

 
Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: RCEDEROTH©SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulIey , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza __
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—7000
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L ‘3‘" Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

~~~- .~ ,

Barne_s.& yoblerBooksellers, Inc Brian C Bianco
Defen‘QQntfii-‘i" ‘ -‘ [COR LD NTC]
[TermE-'11/12/2010] _ Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza 

 

 

.. . . One South Dearborn Ave

' -. : Chicago,IL 60603
' . ' ; ‘ USA

. ' 3' z 7* 1: 312/853-7000 '
" ' ' ' ' ' . Fax: 312/853-7036

‘ .1 Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

'l

1.

j ‘ Richard Alan Sayles
"- - [COR LD NTC]

Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

3 . . . Dallas , TX 75270

- ~ . - ‘ USA
:1 j,’ ,, 214/ 939—8700
" ‘ f Fax: 12149398787

hf Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

3 W: David T Pritikin

”.3 [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
' _ . USA

_ .. ‘ -. ‘ 312/ 853-7359 >

- .3- . ‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036
= 1 Email: DPRITIKIN©SIDLEY.COM

:.‘ E‘, Elizabeth L Maxeiner
; ’- '--. [COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA .

.- . 312/ 853-2225
_ - Fax: 312/ 853-7036

- 1. ~3 .‘ <i>pro Hac Vice.</ I>
.‘f .‘ ": Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

, [COR LD NTC]
a Sayles | Werbner
' 1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

. 214/ 939-8700
. .. Fax: 12149398787

2“ ; , ~ Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

."-rr .~.‘1

u

Hugh A Abrams _
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603 '
USA

312/ 853-7017
. Fax: 13128537036

_ - <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
-.; '. '. .~ Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

l4

: l Lisa A Schneider
‘_ 1 [COR LD NTC] '
- Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
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One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Stmchan

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street .

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939—8707
Fax: 214-939—8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com_

Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC] ,
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney’
Suite 4500 _
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951—6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York L
399 Park Avenue ‘ ' 1"
New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230—8800
Fax: 212/ 230—8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 
Paul E Veith ' “"1 " . _
[COR LD NTC] ~ _.
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza ‘2 ~ .;
One South Dearbom Ave - ‘- ' =
Chicago , IL 6060
USA ~ .
312/ 853-4718 ' ‘ '
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

 
Rachel D Sher .

[COR LD NTC] ' "~ '7 V L
Sidley Austin -Chicago ‘ , '
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA ‘ ‘
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000' ‘
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: RCEDEROTH©SIDLEY.COM
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. — . Brian G Gilpin
; [COR LD NTC]

' Godfrey & Kahn SC .
780 N Water St - — - -» ,_

Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA . - ' - -'

- 414—273-3500

‘ Fax: 414-273-5198
' r: Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

.QL

‘ ‘ t; Christina J Moser_
‘ [COR LD NTC]

Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
1900 East Ninth Street

3200 National City Center
Cleveland , OH 44114
USA

. 3 216/ 861-7818
- _. ‘ Fax: 216/ 696-0740

' a} _". 9. x, Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM

.l“
\

' "3) 1‘ David J Beck
[COR LD NTC]

- . ' Beck Redden & Secrest
‘i 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

t One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

, a.‘ ’ t 713/ 951-3700 ‘ "
.. , - ' Fax: 17139513720 ‘

‘I' e; ,__y Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

,1
,t :x.

; - . . David M Stein

’r “Vi [COR LD NTC]
I ‘ -: Akin Gump Straus Hauer & Feld LLP

‘i 633 West Fifth Street
Suite 5000

Los Angeles , CA 90071
USA
213-254-1200

. Fax: 213-254-1201
Email: DSTEIN@AKINGUMP.COM

ii.

: . . 5 Dean Danyl Hunt‘
4 ‘4} [COR LD NTC] .

': Baker & Hostetler
i; 1000 Louisiana

‘ Suite 2000

Houston , TX 77002-5009
USA

713/ 646-1346

Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

i.-

 
45.

 
"vhf-.3? ~ 1“. _ - N: ' Fay E Morisseau

- " _,_ [CORLDNTC]"
1}; McDermott Will & Emery -Houston

1 f. 1000 Louisiana, Suite 3900
' ' Houston , TX 77002

USA
713-653-1700
Fax: 713-653-7592

Email: FMORISSEAU©MWE.COM 
. ' J Thad Heartfield

u . ' , [COR LD NTC]
' The Heartfield Law Firm

_- ,t 7 2195 Dowlen Rd
‘ ‘ - Beaumont , TX 77706
1 USA

'” 409/ 866-3318
Fax: 14098665789
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Email: Thad@jth-Law.com

Jennifer L Yokoyama
[COR LD NTC]
Cooley, Godward, Cronish LLP
5 Palo Alto Square
3000 Elcamino ~

Palo Alto , CA 94306-2155
USA
650-213-0332 -
Fax: 650-213-8158
Email: JYOKOYAMA@WHITECASE.COM

 
M DRU Montgomery
[COR LD NTC]
The Heartfield Law Firm ' ~' ' ‘
2195 Dowlen Road .

Beaumont, TX 77706
USA »

409/ 866-3318' ‘
Fax: 409/ 866-5789
Email: DRU@JTH-Law.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney -
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010 '
USA

713/ 951-6284' ‘
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsflrm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA "

212/ 230—8800 ‘
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

John M Guaragna
[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin ,TX 78701-3799
USA .
512/ 457—7000

Fax: 512/ 457—7001 _ _ _
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM ’

\  
David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700' ‘
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com  
Erin Penning ~*
[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP San Diego

,1; ‘
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401 B Street
Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101
USA

. ~ 619/ 699—2862

., * Fax: 619/ 699-2700

3: f Email: Erin.penning@dlapiper.com

l ' 13-" John D Kinton

’ l": _ . [COR LD NTC]
' Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego

‘T- ' 401 B Street
Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101

‘ USA
' ” , « 619/ 699-2700

- l '- ‘ Fax: 619/ 699-2701'
.' s5 ‘ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

‘~ 3- f Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

': . 3 K Michael Ernest Richardson
2 ‘ ."- [COR LD NTC]

‘rt 1 Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX, 77010-2010
USA

_ '. - 713/ 951-6284
, . Fax: 17139513720

1 ‘ Email: Mricharqson@brsflrm.com -. '

h

 
_~ '15 Noah A Levine
; 5 ~-. [COR LD NTC] ’

cg Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

2 g 212/ 230-8800
‘ . ' Fax: 212/ 230-8888

.. ._ : : *5. . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
1;. 3 , ' .“ ; “ Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 
IntercontinentalHotels Group Plc David J Beck _

Defendant- v;,'3j.; G : [COR LD NTC] ..
[Terfrnz' 12/12/2008] ‘ ' Beck Redden & Secrest .1 ‘

" .3‘; 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 2
’1' 1' : One Houston Center
‘ Houston ,TX 77010-2020
._ . 3:}: ' , . USA

‘ ; ,. , ‘ 713/951-3700

- " 1 l . ff . _‘ -._~ Fax: 17139513720
' 3 Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

~lA

 
 
 

 

.- x
’ j Erin Penning

‘ ' [COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street
Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101
. USA

~ - 619/ 699-2862
.' ~ - ., Fax: 619/ 699-2700

' ‘ ‘- ’ Email: Erin.penning@dlapiper.com

u

‘ ' = John M Guaragna‘
' " [COR LD NTC]
'i Dla Piper US LLP —Austin

401 Congress Ave -
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799  
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3 $3 _ John D Kinton
I“, ; w: [COR LD NTC]

_ , ‘ Dla Piper US LLP‘-San Diego
" ”f 401 B Street

: 5.: A Suite 1700
4. . San Diego , CA 92101
' ' USA

619/ 699—2700
Fax: 619/ 699-2701
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

.H'
\

.-.{I1. ,4
‘ w: Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] - ‘

' .3? Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
7L; y 1221 McKinney

.1 ‘ Suite 4500
7" Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA

713/ 951—6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

“am.A-

 
J;

  
 

‘ ,* -. Noah A Levine

‘ [COR LD NTC] . t
’ gin" ' Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York ‘

" 399 Park Avenue‘ :

. ~ New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> A

' 5 ‘ . Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM " 7

.V.‘>.'.>
\

 
Choice Hotels International Inc -' -. ‘*‘ David J Beck . ‘
Defendant ; - , z ‘- ' [COR LD NTC]

. ' f. ‘1': Beck Redden & Secrest
~ '~-. 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
5 One Houston Center

' Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
3 Fax: 17139513720

A Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

la

'1: 1‘ Gregory R Lyons
. , : _ ' [COR LD NTC] ' ‘
; "ii; Wiley Rein LLP .

.1 :.: 1776 K Street NW
c ' Washington , DC 20006
' USA

202/ 719-7356

Fax: _202/ 719-7049
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: GLYONS@WILEYREIN.COM

ii

Kevin Paul Anderson

[COR LD NTC] - ~
Wiley Rein LLP _
1776 K Street NW

Washington , DC 20006
USA

202/ 719-3586
Fax: 202/ 719-7049
Email: KANDERSON©WILEYREIN.COM
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_ Michael Ernest Richardson , __ .
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.3 . .. .' -. ‘ Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

.; -.’. -.,. + 1221 McKinney ‘‘ ' Suite 4500

. - . Houston, TX 77010-2010e 3 1 USA

'2 "2 ' 713/ 951-6284
9 . , Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

i.-
 

Michael Charles Smith

: «4 [COR LD NTC]
. 4 Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP- Marshall

y '- .' . P O Box 1556 I ~
‘. 4 "= Marshall ,TX 75671-1556 .

. . . ’ USA ' ‘ -
rt: 903—938-8900 . .

A ‘-~. Fax: 19727674620 5-? "
Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM

3.

.I94.-
\  

‘3

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York.-s ‘ . 3, . - 4
‘ 399 Park Avenue .

. ., ' New York , NY 10022

‘ ‘ j. 1‘: USA
, 1’ . ,‘ 212/ 230-8800- ‘

. .. it? Fax: 212/ 230-8888
~ 9: a . I. V <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

‘ ' " Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 'Ii

 
a

H".
..

 
Best Western International, Inc Christopher Michael Joe
Defendant- ; .. I [COR LD NTC]

“I?7”" —.-~,— ‘ "" . Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
p. -“ ‘ ' .. » _. . - 1700 Pacific Avenue'

,_ ;- , ;; ,. Suite 2390 -

" " ' " " f." " I .- Dallas , TX 75201
" : ' 13.; USA

" 1 (214) 466-1272 '
I '7 Fax: (214) 635-1828

‘f'. Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

 

Andrea L Marconi

[COR LD NTC]

_ , Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
. . Two Renaissance Square

. , ' 1., -, .g Y 40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
e" : ' , ,. '- ' Phoenix, AZ 85004-4498

‘ . . USA
7 3 ’ 602/ 916—5424
; 1 f: Fax: 602/ 916-5624

If, Email: AMARCONI@FCLAW.COM

ii 

Brian Andrew Carpenter
[COR LD NTC]

. A: Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue

-. . J Suite 2390
‘ ‘ L‘ x‘ 1: Dallas, TX 75201
, . :. ‘ . ' USA

'. “f‘ 214-466—1273 .

I z .7 Fax: 214-635-1829 ‘
. Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJCIPLAW.COM

  
David J Beck

. .. A [COR LD NTC]
1;;‘2‘13; -. _'~_.~ . , Beck Redden & Secrest : 1

‘ ' 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
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One Houston Center
Houston lTX 77010-2020 ,._ .. .
USA '

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720 .
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David E Rogers
[COR LD NTC]
Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
602-382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070
Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

Donald A Wall

[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
Two Renaissance Square
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA '

602/ 528-4000
Fax: 602/ 253—8129

<i>pro Hac Vice<j I>
Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC] :
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York.»
399 Park Avenue '

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230—8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Sid Leach

[COR LD NTC]
Snell & Wilmer —Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA

(602) 382-6372
Fax: 16023826070
Email: Sieach@sw|aw.com

 

 
David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020 ' '”" "
USA V '
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713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@b_rsfirm.com

I - - Alexandra B McTague
‘ zig' [COR LD NTC] .

'1 ‘ Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York ‘
399 Park Avenue ‘ --

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888

. ' <i>pro Hac Vice</ I> -
‘ Email: ALEXANDRA.MCTAGUE@WILMERHALE.COu

 

 .' David B Bassett .

- .g 2: .- [COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr N-ew York.Inw
-v

i;
- ' 399 Park Avenue

- New York , NY 10022
. USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888

: v ' <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
-. Email: DAVID.BASSETT@WILMERHALE.COM

James P Barabas :1:
: ‘ . [COR LD NTC]

3 '1‘? Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr--New York 1‘
'1 ‘ '"' ‘ 399 Park Avenue
«a New York , NY 10022

‘ ' USA
212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888

‘ w Email: JAMES.BARABAS@WILMERHALE.COM-'

Joyce Chen
[COR LD NTC]

I . ~ . Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr N-ew York
3. "3'; 399 Park Avenue

s... New York , NY 10022
. USA

212/ 230—8809
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOYCE.CHEN@WILMERHALE.COM, ..;1

I.

.ii

. , Michael Ernest Richardson
- [COR LD NTC]

_ - Beck Redden &'Secrest -Houston

'j'; 1221 McKinney _ .L . tn;3 :l. , Suite 4500

‘ ' ‘ Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951—6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com _ :3.Ii,

 
.=:-‘ _' , " ' ‘ * Noah A Levine

'1 ' ’ . ', . [COR LD NTC] ..
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York

3 g r -' 399 Park Avenue
—' ' New York , NY 10022
3 USA

“I 212/ 230—8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 
’. Peter M Dichiara

[COR LD NTC]
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Sbc Internet Services, Inc Doing Business as At&T Internet
Services Terminated: 11/12/2010 Consol
Defeffidarif _. V. “

.10.. .~

 
 

 

 

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston "
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109

USA . ‘ ‘i
617/ 526-6466
Fax: 617/ 526-5000
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PETER.DICHIARA@WILMERHALE.COM,.

 
Robert David Daniel

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest LLP » —»
One Houston Center

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA ' ‘

713/ 951-3700 .
Fax: 17139513720

Email: deaniel@brsfirm.com

 
William F Lee

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston.:
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109
USA
617-526-6556 - ~

Fax: 617-526-5090
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> -
Email: WILLIAM.LEE@WILMERHALE.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza " “
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA . _
312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ l>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

 
EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner

1201 Elm Street I A :24. '7
4400 Renaissance Tower 3. '-
Dallas ,TX 75270 “ ‘
USA ' 

 Panasoniééii’: :
Page 152‘ Of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 153 of 307

 

 

 

 
,.‘..

~.<i‘.I.‘r‘

‘.ii

ii

Best Available Copy

1-

la

‘5-

i.

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams _
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS©SIDLEY.COM

Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC] ‘
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036 ‘ "

 
Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] _ '
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney 3
Suite 4500 —‘ ‘

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284

Fax: 17139513720 3
Email: Mrichardson@brsflrm.com ~- ~ '-

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC] -;
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr N-ew York ‘
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230—8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 

Paul E Veith

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin ~Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave
Chicago , IL 60603
USA '

312/ 853-4718
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 2
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

 
Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearbom St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA ‘
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

 
Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC] ~

Sidley Austin -Chicago a. ’
One South Dearborn St . .

Chicago, IL 60603 ~ r. :1ng . .j.‘ ‘ ‘.'
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.-‘ "' 312/ 853-7000 _
. . V ' ' Fax: 312/ 853-7036

"Ft" <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
'5 7 Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM
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1p- .0 a
'in

Richard T McCaulley , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave 1. ,.

- i Chicago , IL 60603
I. . , ' USA

j‘~ - f. .7 312/ 853-7000
' ‘ -' Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

 
11:11. --{h:'..' T '

SiXFCont‘inents libtels Inc"Consol ‘ John M Guaragna
Defendant's; 1‘ ; [COR LD NTC]

12‘0“er Dla Piper us LLP -Austin
" 401 Congress Ave

. ' Suite 2500

. . - Austin , TX 78701-3799
m :._. a ’ USA

‘ f'. " ‘ 512/ 457-7000.
‘ ' , ; ‘ v. 7 Fax: 512/ 457-7001‘ _ :1

- " 3; i' ‘_" Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM 1;. J ’

   
‘f. David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 .
. One Houston Center ' " ‘ ' ‘“ I ‘

., '- Houston , TX 77010—2020 [ ‘. ‘
‘ '. USA ' ' f'

-. “ 713/ 951—3700
. Fax: 17139513720
‘- _._ - Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

ii.

in.

eg ' Erin P Gibson
‘ [COR LD NTC]

Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street
Suite 1700 - _,

_ > San Diego , CA 92101

. .. . USA .
.‘ f ._ 619-699-2700

_ . ' Fax: 619-699-2701
" <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
' Email: ERIN.GIBSON@DLAPIPER.COM

.ii.

John D Kinton

[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street .

‘ ' Suite 1700

, ., ' San Diego , CA 92101
:1 ‘. _'V .. USA

-‘ 619/ 699-2700- '

' Tr Fax: 619/ 699-2201
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> :
Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

-h.

  
Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck‘Redden & Secrest -Houston

» - . ; 1221 McKinney
51,32 . _ . - Suite 4500

‘. z 2 i t " . Houston,TX 77010-2010 . w .
" ' ' ‘ '- USA . ' 1‘

., - 713/951-6284 ' ' ‘
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Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine - .
[COR LD NTC] " . :‘
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York 35‘:
399 Park Avenue “

New York , NY 10022
USA .
212/ 230-8800 - -»
Fax: 212/ 230-8888.
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 

John M Guaragna _
[COR LD NTC] . ' .
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin ' ‘ L
401 Congress Ave '
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Erin P Gibson

[COR LD NTC] ,
Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street
Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101
USA "
619—699-2700 .
Fax: 619—699-2701

<i>pro Hac Vice</ ]>
Email: ERIN.GIBSON@DLAPIPER.COM

John D Kinton

[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street

Suite 1700 . .
San Diego , CA 92101 ~ V» ' ~ ,
USA -

619/ 699-2700
Fax: 619/ 699-2701 -
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

 
 

Michael Ernest Richardson ..‘

[COR LD NTC] .,
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500 . 4”,. .2 ~ ~
Houston , TX 77010-2010 . .
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com  
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Noah A Levine .
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Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York .1;
 

399 Park Avenue £5; ‘31”; ‘
New York , NY 10022 a V ‘
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720 ~

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 

James P Barabas

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888 ' “‘ ff"?

Email: JAMES. BARABAS@WILMERHALE. COM ' ‘

 
Joyce Chen

[COR LD NTC] ,
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022 -‘
USA -‘

212/ 230-8809
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> a. -
Email: JOYCE.CHEN@WILMERHALE.COM

 

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] -' ‘
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720 . _.
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC] . . ~

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York .
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 
William F Lee

[COR LD NTC] . ‘
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston
60 State Street '  
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SbcInternetServices, IngConsol Richard Alan Sayles
Counter Claimant ' - ,' [COR LD NTC]
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. [gt . 3 x j. 1201 Elm Street

' ' ' ' I 4400 Renaissance Tower

1 :5 Dallas,TX 75279
‘~ USA

‘ ' 214/ 939-8700
‘1 Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

7_ David T Pritikin
’ . - [COR LD NTC]

. _1 - Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
1 ‘. t One South Dearborn Ave
' Chicago , IL 60603

~ :Fi USA
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, ' ' Fax: 312/ 853-7036
* Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM
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Hugh A Abram‘s
[COR LD NTC]

= :- . . Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza "
-. . ’ ' One South Dearborn Ave

+ ‘ Chicago , IL 60603
- " USA .

_ . ‘ 312/ 853-7017
4 « . Fax: 13128537036

7 - - <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
, .= . Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

. 1221 McKinney
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0 . .' USA ' ’
I. . ,"f 713/ 951-6284 .
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(r ‘ Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Paul E Veith

[COR LD NTC]
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Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

‘ Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

. » Chicago , IL 60603

_ ~ USA ‘
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, : Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM
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-. Sidley Austin —Chicago
One South Dearbom St

Chicago , IL 60603
' USA
312/ 853-7000

‘ ‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036

., '5' . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

37 a' ‘5 Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM
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2} Richard T McCaulley , Jr
"i . [COR LD NTC]

; _ Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
" One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000 > —
. Fax: 312/ 853-7036

.- ,' Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

,-p. 1.. 
IL.

Six Continents Hotels Inc;Consol ' 1’ . John M Guaragna
Counter Claimant . ; [COR LD NTC]

' ‘ ' Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA '

’ " . g 512/ 457-7000
' . ~ Fax: 512/ 457-7001- _

' ', v. Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

j - ‘r -' David J Beck
' ', [COR LD NTC]
3 ’ - Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020

USA - ‘ . _
, , 713/ 951-3700 ‘ " ‘: ir.‘

_ . Fax: 17139513720 ~
' 'v Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 
5.1:

 
; v , Erin P Gibson

V ' — '_ ‘_- -. [COR LD NTC]

' -. _ p" f”? ' ; ‘ ' ‘ Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
~ - a. . . «g 401 B Street

' Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101
USA
619-699—2700 -

. .‘_ ' _ Fax: 619-699-2701 .
‘ g- ‘- _ “- -«’ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

. ,3 .1 '_ i 2“ .‘ Email: ERIN.GIBSON@DLAPIPER.COM

ii 
. 4 ~ ' fl" John D Kinton

~- ~ -~~- -, - - w [COR LD NTC]
‘ ' " a Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego

401 B Street
Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101
USA

1 619/ 699-2700 _
. . , Fax: 619/ 699-2701
‘7 .' .- <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

.>.

 
{1n ‘ ,.,.

. Michael Ernest Richardson -

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
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' I ‘ 1221 McKinney

' ‘ “I “N 'f‘." ‘ ' ‘ Suite 4500
' ‘ .. . 7. Houston, TX 77010-2010

USA t

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

5L 
Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc Consol John M Guaragna
Counter Claimant . ‘. [COR LD NTC] '

.. ' f Dla Piper us LLP -Austin
. 3 3~—, 401 Congress Ave

.; Suite 2500

" Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457—7000

; .4 Fax: 512/ 457-7001
” ’ Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

:
.p-

g ‘ - David J Beck

. , .7 [COR LD NTC] ~ ‘
‘- T": Beck Redden & Secrest

1 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951—3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsflrm.com

l;

- ‘. .. Erin P Gibson

[COR LD NTC] . .
; ' i‘ ' Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego

f .7 '3‘ 401 B Street '
‘ ‘ Suite 1700

‘3 San Diego , CA 92101
- USA '

619-699-2700
Fax: 619—699-2701

. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
- Email: ERIN.GIBSON@DLAPIPER.COM

John D Kinton , ,

2 - .3}..- [COR LD NTC]
" fl - Dla Piper US LLP ‘-San Diego

: " “'~ 401 B Street
‘7 Suite 1700

San Diego, CA 92101
USA

619/ 699-2700
7 Fax: 619/ 699-2701

’. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

. ‘ Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

. . .7 - Michael Ernest Richardson
«. f [COR LD NTC]

7 " Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

. 713/ 951-6284

1 I. " Fax: 17139513720
7" ' ~ ‘ - Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

.,4\-.
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Consol Andrew D Weiss _
Counter Defendant . . [COR LD NTC]

’- Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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'1":

n

 
,3}

Cisco' Systems, Inc Consol ,
CounterDefendant- :- ‘ , 9.;

.3. 
 

Bestcdmm 'N'etw'orks, Inc‘Thirdparty .
Defendant. L" _. v

 

 

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 
Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200 . _'
Los Angeles , CA 90025 _—‘ ‘
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 
David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden &vSecrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 
Joyce Chen
[COR LD NTC] .
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8809
Fax: 212/ 230—8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOYCE.CHEN@W1LMERHALE.COM

 
Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden &,Secrest -Houston
1221 McKinney

Suite 4500 V .
Houston , TX 77010-2010 ”
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Morris C Carrington
[COR LD NTC]
Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont
PO Box 16 .

Beaumont, TX 77704-0016 . —
USA .

409/ 835-5011
Fax: 14098355177

Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

David J Leonard

[COR LD NTC]
Leonard & Felker
P 0 Box 19101- ‘

Tucson , AZ 85731
USA

520/ 622—7737
Fax: 623-321-8085
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.1; mi 1:‘ .e.

Nomadlxlfllnclhirdparty ,1
Defendant .

[c ‘t - ,.

 
  

”AME." ‘ '

Ethostream, Llc
Counter Claimant=

ii

”4

 

 

BestIAvailable Copy

.3.

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

Douglas G Muehlhauser
[COR LD NTC] _
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Irvine, Ca
2040 Main St :
Fourteenth Floor'

lrvine , CA 92614 - .2
USA x .‘1’ ‘

949/ 760—0404
Fax: 949/ 760-9502
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB.COM

Elizabeth L Derieux

[COR LD NTC] '
Capshaw Derieux LLP
114 E Commerce Avenue

Gladewater,TX 75647
USA

(903) 233—4816
Fax: (903) 236-8787
Email: EDERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

John W Holcomb

[COR LD NTC]
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP —Riverside
3403 Tenth Street
Ste 700 . .

Riverside , CA 92501
USA '

951/ 781-9231
Fax: 949/ 760-9502
Email: 2JWH@KMOB.COM

Sidney Calvin Capshaw , III
[COR LD NTC] '
Capshaw Derieux LLP
114 E Commerce Avenue

Gladewater , T)_( ‘75647
USA

903/ 233-4826 - ,
Fax: 903-236—8787 4
Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Dean Danyl Hunt
[COR LD NTC]
Baker & Hostetler
1000 Louisiana
Suite 2000

Houston , TX 77002-5009
USA

713/ 646-1346
Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey & Kahn SC
780 N Water St

Milwaukee , WI 53202—3590
USA '
414-273-3500 -
Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

Christina J Moser ..
[COR LD NTC]
Baker & Hostetler ~Cleveland
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-. - '- v; . 1900 East Ninth Street
,. .« - 3200 National City Center

Cleveland , OH 44114
USA ‘ ,

r. . 216/ 861-7818 ' -‘ :f'
' Fax: 216/ 696-0740

- . Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM

. ‘ David J Beck

3. [COR LD NTC] .
~ *- ~ Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720 _
; .; ,‘ Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

_ - Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC] >

1 5. Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston - .-.f_
j ' ' 1221 McKinney '

.1 .Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
4 t ~ . Fax: 17139513720

" - _ . - Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
.4r..‘..'.. . \

Linksmart Wireless‘Technology, Llc ' ~ 5: 5 Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant '* ‘ f ’ [COR LD NTC] ‘

' "”"f‘ ' ' "— Russ August&Kabat
'34" 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

" , 310/ 826-7474
., . , . Fax: 310/ 826-6991

; . v . Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 
 

E’

. . 4 Larry C Russ
.1 g ' a «I e‘ [COR.LD NTC]

~‘ - '~ ‘-: Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- .' <i>pro Hac Vice.</ I>
. ._ Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

3, . 5 Marc A Fenster . ‘ x
1 r; [COR LD NTC] ~"-

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ‘

310/ 826-7474
. , Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER©RAKLAW.COM

 
«i

. 1'; Stanley H Thompson , Jr
.1 - _ _- ”.1. . : [COR LD NTC]

 
_ [:3 A . Russ August & Kabat
‘ ' “F ' "' 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025 
-75‘;:.-?..-.‘...> , r
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USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

'. Y, \. Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC] . .

; 2. Russ August & Kabat
‘ T 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
’ Suite 1200

*1 Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991

‘ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
. ‘ Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Ii   
Lodgenet Interactive Corporation - . . - Harold L Socks
Counter Claimant ' = - « [COR LD NTC] 4“} a- .

” " " “7" ”if r -‘ ."- Ray Valdez McChristian & Jeans -San Antonio North Frostm,.‘ =1 Center ‘
1250 NE Loop 410
Suite 700

San Antonio , TX 78209
I 2! USA

' - 210-341-3554 .
. Fax: 210-341-3557 -

\~‘ Email: BSOCKS©RVMJFIRM.COM 3»; I,

 
 

L "f” Cynthia Lopez Beverage
" ‘ [COR LD NTC]

Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Suite 6000

Washington , DC 20006
USA
202-887-6950

. , Fax: 202-785-7635

, _' .» Email: CBEVERAGE@MOFO.COM

David J Beck

' [COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

. 713/ 951—3700
: - Fax: 17139513720

:1 ' ' ” Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

: - ' Michael Ernest Richardson
‘ [COR LD NTC]
7 7 Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston ,

‘2 1221 McKinney
Suite 4500 '

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

:7 ‘ 713/ 951-6284
>.‘ . . . . . Fax: 17139513720 -
1* ‘ ’_, 3. -.. "v ‘ Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

7r 
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc : ~ Andrew D Weiss

Counter Defendant ’ ' [COR LD NTC]
. ‘ . J5, 3 Russ August & Kabat

" V ‘ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

gm?) Suite 1200
‘2 j .1 Los Angeles , CA 90025
4;: yuan - .-._~ . — USA " ". “
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‘ 310/ 826-7474

5*“ ‘g '~ Fax: 310/ 826-6991
_ ,, A Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

‘ 1 Larry C Russ
‘ i. 1 r; [COR LD NTC]

" Russ August & Kabat

; ‘ 1» " 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
‘ 3'; Suite 1200
T - Los Angeles , CA 90025
t ; . USA

310/ 826-7474
- Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
' , Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

“ ', ~_ v Marc A Fenster '
” “ ' [COR LD NTC] , ~

. . 3. ; Russ August & Kabat
'- ' ' 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

‘ ‘ Suite 1200 .

“g - Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

5‘ . Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

' ' v Stanley H Thompson , Jr

» -' -. "3 [COR LD NTC] _
; . 5 ' Russ August & Kabat
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

'. 1 “1 Suite 1200

C Los Angeles , CA 90025
' USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

. 1- Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

- . Stephen M Lobbin
; a: [COR LD NTC]

‘ ' Russ August & Kabat

' ,‘fi; 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
3 5, Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- .1 .. _ . l. ‘ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
. ' - Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

u

 
IbahrivGeneral Holdings Corp Michael E Jones ‘
Counter Claimant ; x f [COR LD NTC]

‘ ' 1 Potter Minton PC’
110 N College

" Suite 500

, ; : PO Box 359

g. i5 -. Tyler , TX 75710-0359
‘1" _. ‘ USA
7‘3““? ‘ ”‘ ‘ “ V 903-597-8311
3 i ' - ' Fax: 903-593—0846 -

1 ~ Email: MIKEJONES@POTI’ERMINTON.COM

- 7; . a..." v .gi:

 

. I ~ David J Beck
- - [COR LD NTC]
‘ ‘ ‘ Beck Redden & Secrest

‘1. 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

v 713/ 951-3700 ~ '“
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Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

. '. David J Burman
-.« " . , [COR LD NTC]

i - Perkins Coie LLP :Seattle
_ ; . ’ 1201 Third Avenue
,. .’ Ste 4800 -

- - Seattle , WA 98101-3099

1' USA
' 206-359-8426

Fax: 206-359-9426

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DBURMAN@PERKINSCOIE.COM —

_ x , Kameron Parvin,
.* 3‘ »: [COR LD NTC]

. , 5 ’ Perkins Coie LLP ‘-Seattle
L, r 1201 Third Avenue

_; l... Ste 4800
¢ Seattle , WA 98101-3099
" USA

206-359-6111
Fax: 206-359-7111

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: KPARVIN@PERKINSCOIE.COM

 
 

ju » _' .A Michael D Broaddus
-’ [COR LD NTC] » \

- .i- 7 Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
‘ 1201 Third Avenue

Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA '
206/ 359-8694
Fax: 206/ 359-9694

. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
- Email: MBROADDUS©PERKINSCOIE.COM

.ufli .. J“

 
'u...‘ 1 ,'

- Michael Ernest Richardson

- - if [COR LD NTC]

‘ A 2 ' Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
'- ’ '1 1221 McKinney

Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010—2010
USA

713/ 951-6284 _ V , .
é _ ‘ Fax: 17139513720 ‘ ""2: ""

. Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com '-

 
 

u‘. , . . . -.'.

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc . - ‘ Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant ~ - [COR LD NTC]

' “ ' ' ' v "7' ‘ z * Russ August & Kabat ' ‘
- - ' A" 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

.~ 310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991

- 1 Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 
 

. ' Larry C Russ
1 '. .' [COR LD NTC]

‘ < —~— —;—" 1 . . Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 _ ‘
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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Aptilo- Networks, Inc
Counter Claimant

[Term: 11/24/2010]

 
,v .. ' ,,

.lr:

.Ax

Best Available Copy

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster ,

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire BoulevardSuite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 '

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Clyde Moody Siebman
[COR LD_NTC] ' ‘
Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
300 N Travis St

Sherman ,TX 75090-0070
USA

903/ 870-0070
Fax: 19038700066
Email: Siebman@siebman.com

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden &'Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Lawrence Augustine Phillips
[COR LD NTC]
Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
300 N Travis St

Sherman , TX 75090-9969
USA

903/ 870-0070
Fax: 903/ 870/ 0066
Email: LARRYPHILLIPS©SIEBMAN.COM

 
Michael T Herbst , , , .
[COR LD NTC] - g 3  
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc
Counter Defendant__.*-,.‘.. - ":1... _‘ M:2‘ . r

{r

 
. . . ..

[4' :~ - ‘ "r3, "

 

 

Best Available Copy

':‘,

Thorelli & Associates
70 W Madison St
#5750

Chicago, IL 60602
USA ~
312-357—0300
Fax: 13123570328
Email: MICHAEL@THORELLI.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsflrm.com

Steven L Wiser

[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates
70 W Madison St
#5750

Chicago , IL 60602

USA ‘
312-357-0300 '
Fax: 13123570328

Email: STEVE@THORELLI.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles, CA 90025USA

310/ 826-7474 7
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles, CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA. 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

 

 
 

 

 

 at..-

Page 167- of307

 



Panasonic-1011 
Page 168 of 307

 
Best Available Copy

 

 
3‘." .4 v4 n

T-Motpfie USA, Inc :
Counté' Claimant

 

 
 

 

 

 

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA -

310/ 826-7474.
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ,

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM 5} .

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest . .-..
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA -

713/ 951-3700 .
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 
David B Bassett

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York 2
399 Park Avenue '

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800.
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DAVID.BASSE1T@WILMERHALE.COM 
James P Barabas

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York . _
399 Park Avenue ' “'7‘"? “““
New York , NY 10022 '72:; ‘ f ‘
USA ‘.

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
Email: JAMES.BARABAS@WILMERHALE.COM 
Joyce Chen
[COR LD NTC] g
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York ‘
399 Park Avenue ,
New York , NY 10022 » —"~*-r‘ , -~‘ --
USA ' . ' , _.

212/ 230-8809
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOYCE.CHEN@WILMERHALE.COM  
Kirk R Ruthenberg
[COR LDYNTC]
SNR Denton US LLP -DC

1301 K Street, NW

Suite 600E .. 2 .3 ._-.
Washington , DC 20005 » ,
USA

202/ 408-6410
Fax: 202/ 408-6399  
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Linksmart WireleSs Technology, Llc
Counter Defendant

 
 

*1

 

Best Available Copy

i;

Email: KIRK.RUTHENBERG@SNRDENTON.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden 81 Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]' ' .

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr N-ew York399 Park Avenue ‘

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230—8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email. NOAH. LEVINE@WILMERHALE. COM

 

 Peter M Dichiara

[COR LD NTC] -
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston
60 State Street ~

Boston , MA 02109
USA

617/ 526—6466
Fax: 617/ 526-5000
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PETER.DICHIARA@WILMERHALE.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster‘ '

[COR LD NTC] _
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard 4-
Suite 1200 ~|

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 .. u. 3 ,4.
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 , ' -':
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr  
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~ [COR LD NTC]
. - _. -. v, v _ Russ August&Kabat

"' -‘ 'Zj 12424 WilshireABoulevard
" “ ' " : ‘ [i .— " ‘ Suite 1200

3 .j - Los Angeles , CA '90025 _ H
1 ” USA ‘ 5’“

“i 310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

"“ Stephen M Lobbin -

. ‘. ' [COR LD NTC] ,
'- ' 1 Russ August & Kabat
; * 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

. 1- " Suite 1200 '
- ~ . Los Angeles , CA 90025 ~~ ~

‘ "1 USA c .

a; ' 310/ 826-7474 .1 i
' Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN©RAKLAW.COM

  
Mail Boxes Etc, Inc ' . -. , . Brian C Bia‘nco
Counter Claimant ~ 3‘ . [COR LD NTC]
[Termz 11/12/2010] __ 5 Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

. j’ ‘ One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

4:
. Michael Charles Smith

_ . [COR LD NTC]
. ' ,. Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall ‘

. P O Box 1556

; i- ‘ Marshall , TX 75671-1556

j 1‘ USA '. 903-938-8900

Fax: 19727674620
Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM

, Richard Alan Sayles
. [COR LD NTC]

' - ' Sayles Werbner
v -~ . . . -. . _ 1201 Elm Street

"‘"f " ‘ ‘ 4400 Renaissance Tower
I v, ‘ Dallas , TX 75270
‘ ', USA
' ' "- 214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787

. Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

 
 

Holmes J Hawkins , III
[COR LD NTC]

-. , ‘. . King & Spalding -AtIanta
. , .1 ._ '- . , 1180 Peachtree Street, NE

.r: ' -‘ 5 ‘. “ Atlanta, GA 30309-3521
‘ _ ‘ USA '

- .' . 404-572-4600

3 - ~: Fax: 404—572-5100
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

 

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA
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Wireless Technology, Llc
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<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284' ‘
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Steven T Snyder
[COR LD NTC]
King & Spalding LLP -Char|otte
100 N Tryon Street
Ste 3900

Charlotte , NC 28202
USA
704—503-2630
Fax: 704-503—2622
Email: SSNYDER@KSLAW.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

, Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ' ‘
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ‘

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
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12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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' 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200
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~’ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
. war... -4, ..

 

Marriott International, Inc ‘ John M Guaragna
Counter—Claimant: ' [COR LD NTC]

lz‘gggfgg « 2 ' Dia Piper us LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

' ‘ Austin , TX 78701-3799
., z “ USA

3} ; f ~..» 512/ 457-7000
. -' Fax: 512/ 457-7001

‘I‘ Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

.~3
 ,ii.

3' r

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

. Houston , TX 77010-2020
- USA

I r . 713/ 951-3700
1 Fax: 17139513720

, ‘ Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney ‘
Suite 4500

= ' Houston , TX 77010-2010
. ' USA .

v 713/ 951-6284 ,

‘ 2 Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
.'.1- . _..... 1. 7.7 ,.
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Counter Defendant [COR LD NTC]

~ 1 h" ,1? ‘ Russ August & Kabat
‘ ‘ ' 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

. Los Angeles , CA 90025
t - .' USA :

.’ .. -' 310/ 826-7474 -
‘ . ' Fax: 310/ 826-6991

." Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

u

Larry C Russ
' [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

f 310/ 826-7474
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Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM
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" Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

. .'~ , ' 310/ 826-7474
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Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard ‘
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

3 ' ' 310/ 826-7474
, '. ‘4 Fax: 310/ 826-6991

" Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

' . Stephen M Lobbin
' ' [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
, USA

., - ' y 310/ 826-7474
.4 ~ Fax: 310/ 826-6991

' <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

: 1;.- Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
Wayport;'lnc ; 193,1. Brian C Bianco-

CounteLCIaimant V [COR LD NTC]
[Terrri:7,11/1'2/2010] Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

' ' ‘ One South Dearborn Ave

: Chicago , IL 60603
,: . .' . USA

P"; _ . . ' 1 312/ 853-7000
' : Eu. 3 5‘ ’ "‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036 ‘

" ' 3 . ' Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

 

Marvin Craig Tyler
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor

, -.~ Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA

~. _ i , 512/ 338-5410
_‘ ,y ,. r " ' '3 .- . v Fax: 15123385499 ‘

‘ » ‘ ~ Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

 
i- . _ _- . . .. Hugh A Abrams

‘ ' - ‘ [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South' Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603

. e _ , USA
j i . 312/ 853-7017

if} _ ' ~ . ‘ . Fax: 13128537036
_‘ " f ,3" :f . -. . '. ‘ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I> .

~‘* ‘ ‘ ”9. - ' . Email: HABRAMS©SIDLEY.COM
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. Michael Ernest Richardson

~ ' :1 [COR LD NTC] »
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USA
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' ' '1 Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 .
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM 
,j. » .« ;,g '5 LarryCRuss

~_-- " ‘ 1 9 -. [COR LD NTC]
' ; 1 _ ; ‘ Russ August & Kabat

1 . 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
. * '- Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster ‘
, :5 [COR LD NTC] "

' l" Russ August & Kabat
2'. 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 
 

.1~ Stanley H Thompson , Jr
- [COR LD NTC] - -

' * xg’ Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

 
. . ‘ ' . :. ~. . Stephen M Lobbin
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' , * 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
- '- ~. g - ,1 "t; ' ‘ Suite 1200
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc . -
Counter Defendant , ' .l' ‘ ' . . - ‘.

 
 

 

USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian C Bianco

[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853—7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Werbner .
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney' '
Suite 4500 .
Houston , TX 77010—2010
USA .
713/ 951-6284 ..
Fax: 17139513720 -
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
 

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 ‘

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

Larry C Russ '. 51
[COR LD NTC] ‘ "
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
"- . _ Russ August & Kabat

. ~ ' 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
.' v ‘ Suite 1200
' Los Angeles , CA. 90025

i Z 7‘ 5 USA
" '_ ’ 310/ 826-7474

1 ‘ .. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
‘c Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]

=. Russ August & Kabat
- ‘ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

. Suite 1200

= Los Angeles , CA 90025
' _ . i ; USA

- ~ .- 1, ‘ § ~ i 310/ 826-7474
" " ‘ : -‘- Fax: 310/ 826—6991

1.. . Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

 
Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

. .- . Suite 1200
Z‘ .' ._« Los Angeles , CA 90025

4 ~ ' . USA . .
1. ,-"‘.‘ 310/ 826—7474

‘ .. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
" <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

' Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

‘u 
5a

 " l

Mcdonald§_§ori:>___.: ‘ Marvin Craig Tyler

CounterClaimant , [COR LD NTC]
[Termz' 11/12/2010] ' -. ‘ Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

‘ . v f‘ ,4 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
.- ' Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor

. .. i i if" Austin , TX 78746-5546
4 f, j. _ " 1 .g USA

:’ ‘ 512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

[ti-2.. ,. ”1.-

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]

‘ - Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
. v . One South Dearborn Ave

‘ Chicago , IL 60603

" j -' 312/ 853-7017
T ‘ ‘~ Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
. Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

, ~ ' -' . . 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
:* ; v '. ~ ‘ Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor

' ; - Austin , TX 78746-5546
. ¢ , - USA .

' - v < ‘ -. 512—338-5400
a Fax: 512-338—5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM
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v

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA '

310/ 826-7474. 1
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474.
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .

310/ 826-7474' ‘
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474' ‘
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA_ 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474~ -
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Viceél I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler
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Best Available Copy

Llc

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway .
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA ‘

512/ 338-5410. ,
Fax: 15123385499 \
Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Aden Martin Allen

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV
Fifth Floor v

Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA ' \
512-338-5437
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5400 ' ‘
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA » ~

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA . .

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 ,
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr 1
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
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. refit.

~ Best Available Copy

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Christopher Michael Joe
[COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
Fax: (214) 635-1828
Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA ‘

713/ 951-3700 '
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David E Rogers
[COR LD NTC]
Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
602—382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070

Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest ~Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
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USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
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Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 '

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON©RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey & Kahn SC
780 N Water St

Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA
414-273-3500
Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpln@gklaw.com

Christina J Moser

[COR LD NTC]
Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
1900 East Ninth Street

3200 National City Center
Cleveland , OH 44114
USA

216/ 861-7818
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r . David J Beck
'7 ' ' . [COR LD NTC] .

._ 5 Beck Redden &'Secrest
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

s ._ One Houston Center
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USA

713/ 951-3700
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Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

. ‘ David M Stein
, ' .1 ' [COR LD NTC] , '

" Akin Gump Straus Hauer & Feld LLP
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.«. Suite 5000

Los Angeles , CA 90071
USA
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Fax: 213-254-1201

Email: DSTEIN@AKINGUMP.COM

- Dean Danyl Hunt
. ,. [COR LD NTC] '
'- ' Baker & Hostetler
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‘~ -_ = Suite 2000
’ i ‘ 1 Houston , TX 77002-5009

USA

713/ 646-1346
Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

Fay E Morisseau
. [COR LD NTC]

‘ - , McDermott Will & Emery —Houston
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« . USA -

1 ‘ : 713-653—1700
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Email: FMORISSEAU@MWE.COM

J Thad Heartfield

[COR LD NTC]
‘ The Heartfield Law Firm

- . 2195 Dowlen Rd _
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USA ‘ ‘
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‘; Email: Thad@jth-Law.com

Jennifer L Yokoyama
[COR LD NTC]
Cooley, Godward, Cronish LLP
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USA - -
650—213-0332
Fax: 650-213-8158
Email: JYOKOYAMA@WHITECASE.COM
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,1'» . . . ' Fax: 310/ 826-6991
... .- ; “3‘; Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

; ' Larry C Russ
* [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

. Suite 1200 _ !

Los Angeles , CA 90025
_ USA

f 310/ 826—7474
_ -' Fax: 310/ 826—6991

I}: <i>pro Hac Vice<_/ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM .;

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

. Suite 1200

' Los Angeles , CA 90025
' USA

" 310/ 826-7474. .
; ’ i' ‘ Fax: 310/ 826—6991

“‘ .. . Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD-NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

- Los Angeles , CA 90025 A
' . USA

-- 310/ 826-7474.

. : i - Fax: 310/ 826-6991
~ - Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

v3

 
V Stephen M Lobbin

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 '~‘~ "*1 ~

_ Los Angeles , CA 90025 ' ' ‘:' ‘
.- -. _ - - USA

.1.‘ . : ‘ .“ .. 310/ 826-7474
‘ ' . Fax: 310/ 826-6991

L V j <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
~ ' Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
 

 

 

Pronto. Networks, Inc Jose Carlos Villarreal
Counter Claimant [COR LD NTC]
[Terrm 06/09/2010] . _ Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati »_-. ..; . .1

i ; i : 900 South Capital of Texas Highway , A;
‘i' . , Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor ‘ '

.. - : Austin , TX 78746—5546

A .. ’ , .‘ » .1:

~ — - 7— --; . . ~ Panasonic‘s?”
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USA

_ ~ . 512-338-5400
.' ,J -‘ Fax: 512-338-5499 .

' Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

-: ‘ - Aden Martin Allen

[COR LD NTC] .
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati .

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV
Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546

. ' USA
'3 g f .. 512-338-5437

_ ' Fax: 512—338-5499
a} A ' Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM ‘

 
xi

ia I

‘ ‘ Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

. Houston , TX 77010-2010
- USA

' . 713/ 951-6284
‘- Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

  
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Andrew D Weiss
Counterflefendanp [COR LD NTC]

» 9:31“ 13.3-; . . Russ August & Kabat

  , _ , ._ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
‘i: ‘ , ' ' . Suite 1200 “ ‘ "

' ' ~ . Los Angeles , CA 90025
. . .. * ' , USA . y. s ..

.. ~ 4 j -' -‘ 310/ 826-7474 .1
g - Fax: 310/ 826-6991 '

. , a - _ Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM  
Larry C Russ * " ‘” " ‘
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200 aw;
Los Angeles , CA 90025 ‘ f; '
USA ' ‘~ ‘

310/ 826-7474
‘ Fax: 310/ 826-6991

j. - <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

f -, ‘ -> . , ’ Los Angeles , CA 90025
'F‘ 1;. . ’ I'LL: ’. ‘ USA

: ' 310/ 826—7474~ ,
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER©RAKLAW.COM

  
,_ 4 _ .. g ‘ ' Stanley H Thompson , Jr

rig-'9'; , [COR LD NTC]
if.“ " Russ August & Kabat

. 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

- Los Angeles , CA 90025
‘: _ .1 » ‘ .. ~ ' v USA

*' ' . ' " 310/ 826-7474.

Panasonic.
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Freefi Networks,- Inc
Counter Claimant

[Term3109/99/20091 

 

r. 7.

 

 

 

 

Best Western International, Inc Thirdparty
Plaintiff. ‘3' ‘

1‘5"": ~.

Best Available Copy

':

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC] '
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: SLOBBIN@_RAKLAW.COM,

Roy William Hardin
[COR LD NTC]
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell, LLP
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

Dallas , TX 75201-6776
USA
214/ 740—8000

Fax: 214/ 756-8556 _
Email: RHARDIN@LOCKELORD.COM

John W MacPete

[COR LD NTC]
Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

Dallas , TX 75201-6776
USA

214/ 740-8128
Fax: 214/ 756—8128
Email: JMACPETE@LOCKELORD.COM

Michael Scott Fuller

[COR LD NTC]
Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

Dallas , TX 75201-6776
USA
214-740-8601
Fax: 214-756-8601
Email: SFULLER@LOCKELORD.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Christopher Michael Joe
[COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
Fax: (214) 635-1828

Panasonich161‘1
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‘ ' . ' Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

; g ' ‘ Brian Andrew Carpenter
‘~ ‘ -‘ [COR LD NTC] ’
2 ‘ j‘i Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC

-«. y 1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

= 214-4664273
- Fax: 214—635-1829 .

‘ - . Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJCIPLAW.COM

. _ . David J Beck
; 1’ [COR LD NTC],
; '= Beck Redden & Secrest

c. - 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700 -
~ Fax: 17139513720

A Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

el

- .. ‘ David E Rogers‘ ‘
y“, [COR LD NTC]

, i ._ Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
602-382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070
Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

, Michael Ernest Richardson

i ' [COR LD NTC]
1 Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

. 713/ 951-6284
, Fax: 17139513720

~ Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Ramada Worldwide, Inc . 3 ‘ Brian G Gilpin
Counter Claimant ~ [COR LD NTC]

' ' ' .7 " ' ‘ ' Godfrey & Kahn SC
‘ -' ‘ v, . 780 N Water St

Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA
414-273-3500

.~ Fax: 414-273-5198

'_ Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

 
2.5 .- - " ' -‘ -. " David J Beck

. - ‘ [COR LD NTC] ‘
. - . Beck Redden & Secrest

7* — - ~—~~ -;7' - : a - 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

- ~' ' ' "7 '~. One Houston Center
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
. _ . :. Fax: 17139513720

.5. ' _ . Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 
.157 I " L .‘ ._ Michael Ernest Richardson

‘ [COR LD NTC] ~
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

 
:J' ‘ PanasonFioLli;11
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.- . g r Best Available Copy

x

.I"

 
I . .

Linksmart+Wireless Technology, Llc
Counter Defendant. ‘1,,e 1 n . ..

 
 

Ami“;-

 
_._~.-,.1.-.‘:T _, sag: . r

w

 

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA '90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 
Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753—9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

 
Andrew D Weiss ' 7' "

[COR LD NTC] ‘ .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 i at:

Los Angeles , CA 90025 ~: '
USA ‘

310/ 826-7474 - "
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

Larry C Russ -'~ w '.
[COR LD NTC] ' - - ' '
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 ' ‘

Los Angeles , CA .90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

 
Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

 
Stephen M Lobbln ' ..
[COR LD NTC] 3 .
Russ August & Kabat . ,
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA ' 90025  
Panasonic-101 1
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. . . Best Available Copy

   
film.-

Ethd tream, Llc

Counter Claimant,nLa

n v .~'. _ .—

 
 
 

Lin’ksméirt Wireless Technology, Llc

Counter Defendant  

‘i 

 

0" ‘ " :"iL

 

USA

310/ 826-7474' '
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN©RAKLAW.COM

Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey 8: Kahn SC
780 N Water St

Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA - -
414-273-3500
Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010—2020
USA . .

713/ 951—3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500 ~

Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA .
713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA ‘
903-753-9300
Fax: 903—553-0403
Email: SPANGLER©SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

 
 

Panasonic-101 1

Page 187.;Qf30‘75



Panasonic-1011 
Page 188 of 307

.23.; ,av _ u.—

n

 
 

5v .. l

Nomadixxlnc' Cross
Defendant "

.n, ... A ,
.7.-.,.JT. 1....

.p

 

Best Available Copy

 

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 '

Los Angeles ,‘CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN©RAKLAW.COM

Morris C Carrington
[COR LD NTC] ,
Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont
PO Box 16

Beaumont, TX 77704-0016
USA

409/ 835-5011, -.
Fax: 14098355177

Email: McCarrington@mehaffywebe

David J Leonard

[COR LD NTC]
Leonard & Felker
P O Box 19101

Tucson , AZ 85731
USA

520/ 622-7737
Fax: 623-321-8085

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

Douglas G Muehlhauser
[COR LD NTC]
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Irvine, Ca
2040 Main St
Fourteenth Floor

Irvine , CA 92614
USA

949/ 760-0404
Fax: 949/ 760—9502
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMO

r.com

B.COM
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Sbc Internet Services, Inc
Counter Claimant '

[Term: 1‘1/12/2010][ «'24) ~'

1x

 
 

Best Available Copy

Elizabeth L Derieux

[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP
114 E Commerce Avenue

Gladewater , TX 75647
USA

(903) 233-4816
Fax: (903) 236-8787
Email: EDERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Sidney Calvin Caoshaw , III
[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP
114 E Commerce Avenue

Gladewater , TX 75647
USA '

903/ 233-4826
Fax: 903—236-8787

Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270 ‘ .

214/ 939-8700 " ‘ ’ J
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

 
David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC] --
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza '
One South Dearborn Ave ~'

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7359 » » a ..

Fax: 312/ 853-7036 :._ 1':
Email: DPRITIKIN©SIDLEY.COM - - " I

 

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin —Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson ~ ~

[COR LD NTC] ‘
Sayles [ Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams .
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

 
PanasoniC'-101 1‘"
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312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>'
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Lisa A Schneider

~ [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

. -;. 7 Chicago , IL 60603
* y "_ USA

T ' ' 312/ 853-7567
vi Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]

'-“ . Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston "
. ‘ 1221 McKinney

' ' . Suite 4500

4' Houston , TX 77010-2010
. , . ' USA '
~ a . 713/ 951-6284
’ 1 ’" Fax: 17139513720

x2 Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Paul E Veith

[COR LD NTC]
..~ Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

‘ One South Dearborn Ave
~ . Chicago , IL 60603
.' \‘ USA

.' 312/ 853—4718' ‘
'. ~3- Fax: 312/ 853—7036

~ - . Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

 
Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin —Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
‘ USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@S_IDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603

. USA
. ~ ' 312/ 853-7000

. . . Fax: 312/ 853-7036
'- <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

-. ' Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

  
Richard T McCaulley , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603 . ‘ ‘ _
V r USA 1 1 .111

. 312/ 853-7000 ' ' ' » 1'
Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

 

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc ' Alexander Chester Giza  
Counter Defendant ._ [COR LD NTC]

. _-,.~ . e Russ August & Kabat12424 Wilshire Boulevard

war ~—~ A 5 . - - PanasonicLIQ‘l-l:
1 . .' ’ r ‘ ‘ . Page 19030;?~ “"‘“ 
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Best AQailable Copy

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC] . ‘
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St -
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826—6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC] . .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Page 191 ofBQZ
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'_ Best Available Copy

'1 : ‘ t ’ ‘ Fax: 310/ 826-6991
-s-&r....:n , <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: SLOBBIN©RAKLAW.COM
 

  
Wayport, Inc ._ _ - . J . Brian C Bianco
Counter Claimant 3‘ .. -' [COR LD NTC]
[Termz 11/12/2010] Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603 L.
USA

312/ 853—7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

 
. ’ Marvin Craig Tyler

. ’ [COR LD NTC]

- f. ~:~ Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
-' 900 South Capital of Texas Highway

, f Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
14" ‘_ Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA

512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

  
Richard Alan Sayles

' - [COR LD NTC]
:. ' - -. 1. t.. _ .H «V |_ Sayles Werbner
" ’ g: ' ' 1201 Elm Street

. ' -,. ‘ 4400 Renaissance Tower
" 1 Dallas , TX 75270
' ' ' USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

 

  
«+2.. ‘ " DavidTPritikin ‘.

':' . ' A - [COR LD NTC] .
;.- 3 ' . . Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza - :‘

, r‘ v .. -- - ‘ ’ One South Dearb_orn Ave
' . a . Chicago , IL 6060

. If _: « - '. USA ‘
' '4 ‘ I ‘ ' 312/ 853-7359

.;_ Fax: 312/ 853-7036 ‘ j_
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM “  

- :_ Elizabeth L Maxeiner _ -
_:_~T_ .. _.._ . .. [COR LD NTC] ' ""7'1; '. '

. _ Sidley Austin -Chicago , .0
_‘ " - . One South Dearborn St ' «it.

, .r , ' Chicago, IL 60603 ~ ,2
- ' . a - USA ' ‘ "

', f: 312/ 853-2225 _
.3 . . . Fax: 312/ 853-7036

. “:55, ..» <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
' ‘ Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM  

. ' EVE L Henson

. [CORLDNTC]
1' Sayles | Werbner .

1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
.’ USA

: ,i 214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

 
Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
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Best ”Available Copy

Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036 ‘

<i>pro Hac Vice'</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway

Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512—338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC] ' '
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939—8707
Fax: 214-939-8787
Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] ' ‘
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA '
713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC] . ~
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr
[COR LD NTC] '
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RMCCAULLEY©SIDLEY.COM
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Best Available Copy

Link-smart Wireless Technology, Llc

Counterngendant

 
 

Mcdonalds Corpse.- . ,
Counter Claimant

[Termz 11/12/2010] .

 
n

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 .

Los Angeles, CA 90025USA

310/ 826-7474 .
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles, CA 90025USA

310/ 826—7474 :
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUS$@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA\ 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746—5546
USA

512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

 
Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]
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Best Available Copy

Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700- -
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Brian C Bianco

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: DPRITIK‘IN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603 ‘
USA

312/ 853—7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338—5499
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Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearbom Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—7567 . t
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

 
Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

 
Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago " "
One South Dearborn St .,

Chicago , IL 60603
USA . _
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM  
Richard T McCauIley , Jr ‘f
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin —Chicago Bank One Plaza .
One South Dearborn Ave * -"~‘~‘: L '-

Chicago , IL 60603 "" " '
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RMCCAULLEY@S]DLEY.COM  
Alexander Chester Giza

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard a4, 1 :.
Suite 1200 ‘

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474-
Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM  
Andrew W Spangler i
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St

Suite 300 ' ,

Longview , TX 75601 a v _' 4 -
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Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc

CounterClaimant
[‘rérm: 11/12/2010]e

b
_’Ls. 4.3.“..3,__~~ . .

Best Available Copy

- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss ‘

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@_RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 ’
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
Brian C Bianco

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

One South Dearborn Ave .
Chicago , IL 60603 ‘~ -, < ‘-
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
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Best Available Copy

- [COR LD NTC]

Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Richard Alan Sayles .
[COR LD NTC] ~
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street '
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA '

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago‘, IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC] _
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853—2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

 
EVE L Henson

Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

 
Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

 
Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance . , .

1201 Elm Street j ‘, ‘:
Dallas , TX 75270 7‘1! ‘32} W, .- 
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7 . ‘ USA

J h ' .‘ V 214-939-8707
Fax: 214—939-8787
Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

.1

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

~ Houston , TX 77010-2010
‘ USA

‘ 713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

'x

' ' Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearbom St

Chicago , IL 60603
' USA

- _ - 312/ 853-7000
.' ~ , Fax: 312/ 853-7036

-, Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

 
Linksmart‘Wireless Technology, Llc - Alexander Chester Giza

Counter Defendant ‘i [COR LD NTC]
1*; ' ~, _ Russ August & Kabat

‘ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
_"_ ‘ _ -“ ‘ 1 USA

a z‘ . . _ ' , 310/ 826-7474
-' x . ‘ ' Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

.-

 

L ' — Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

a Longview , TX 75601 ~
, USA

.3 . -. V 903-753-9300
_1,.: . ‘ - '- ' . Fax: 903-553-0403 -

‘ ' Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

 
-7- _.-. ..,-, . . ._ Andrew D Weiss

" [COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025 a -.
USA . , ' ' t;
310/ 826-7474 “' r ‘
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 
«a; 

Larry C Russ

. _ [COR LD NTC]
‘ ~ .51 ' Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

.- . , Suite 1200
‘H _ _ Los Angeles , CA 90025

= . ‘ ' ‘ USA a ' ‘ y.

g - 310/ 826-7474 -. i
' ‘ Fax: 310/ 826-6991 5 c_‘— "-1"

- <i>pro Hac Vice</ I) 331‘. .» ' - ~

Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM
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' ' . '- Marc A Fenster

w . . . . ..'. [COR LD NTC]
. ' — . Russ August & Kabat » _

7' A". 12424 Wilshire Boulevard 3 ' “
- Suite 1200 “_

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
.- Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr f. "

_ , _. [COR LD NTC] ‘ ‘
7. 55 Russ August & Kabat
, - ' -, 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

.; Suite 1200
' 1 Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474
. He Fax: 310/ 826-6991 .

‘ Email: STHOMPSON©RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC] -
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ‘
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

‘ Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

.qx

 
Mail Boxes Etc, Inc - ; ' ‘ Brian C Bianco ,
Counter Claimant ‘ [COR LD NTC]
[TermE 11/12/2010] ' ' ' Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One PlazaU - t in r

“ i ' One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036

_ Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM
  

- j 1‘ ~ Michael Charles. Smith
, , , ‘ [COR LD NTC]
~ Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall

' P O Box 1556

Marshall , TX 75671-1556
USA

‘ .. _‘ . 903—938-8900
,2 1‘ Fax: 19727674620 ,
" ~ ~ - .— Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM ~----'-.r

 
 

V . > - Richard Alan Sayles
' . ’ " r a, [COR LD NTC]

‘ A Sayles Werbner
; i 1201 Elm Street

~ 4 - 4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

. _. Email: Dsayles@swtrial|aw.com - ,-.,

  
1 ' David T Pritikin ‘. ,

f [COR LD NTC]
' Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

One South Dearborn Ave  
Panasonic‘e‘lldl‘l; .
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Best Available Copy

. . Chicago , IL 60603
*“ ‘ ‘ USA .

. . ; 312/ 853—7359
~ ' Fax: 312/ 853-7036

‘ 1 Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago

‘ 9 One South Dearborn St

- Chicago , IL 60603
' ' : USA

‘ . ‘ 312/ 853-2225
_ , Fax: 312/ 853-7036
I '. .- <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
. - - Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

 
EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner

, ,1, 1201 Elm Street

'_ 4400 Renaissance Tower
- . ‘ Dallas , TX 75270

USA

. ‘ 214/ 939-8700‘
L '5 Fax: 12149398787

- Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Holmes] Hawkins , III
[COR LD NTC]
King & Spalding -Atlanta
1180 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta , GA 30309—3521

. , ‘ ‘ USA
' 404-572-4600

Fax: 404-572-5100

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

  
Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

_ , * . Chicago , IL 60603
".f“. ~'- g , ' . ' USA

‘ ' ‘ ~ '- ' 312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

~ ; <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

“ ‘ Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

 

 
. Vs. Lisa A Schneider

“3.1 . [COR LD NTC]
~- Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

1. ,- , g One South Dearborn Ave _. ..
‘ ‘ T’T‘F‘f‘i‘f“ 12.. ‘ *‘ Chicago, IL 60603 '~

- USA .

1;";
 

1 A . _ _ .: ~ 312/ 853-7567
2- . , -. Fax: 312/ 253-7036

~ Mark Daniel Strachan

' ' ‘ [COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
.. USA .; , 1‘. _

214-939-8707 '~.'
, Fax: 214-939-8787

- Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

  
 - " Michael Ernest Richardson
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Links'mart'Wireless Technology, Llc
Counter Defendant '
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Best Available Copy

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951—6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC] '
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearbom St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER©SIDLEY.COM

Steven T Snyder
[COR LD NTC]
King & Spalding LLP -Charlotte
100 N Tryon Street
Ste 3900

Charlotte , NC 28202
USA
704-503-2630
Fax: 704-503-2622
Email: SSNYDER@KSLAW.COM

Alexander Chester Giza

[COR LD NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC] .
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St -
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753—9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
. [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
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Best Western International, Inc
Counter Claimant

 

 

Best Available Copy

USA

310/ 826-7474 A
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA' 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON©RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA. 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Christopher Michael Joe
[COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
Fax: (214) 635-1828
Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

Andrea L Marconi

[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
Two Renaissance Square
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA

602/ 916-5424
Fax: 602/ 916-5624
Email: AMARCONI@FCLAW.COM

Brian Andrew Carpenter
[COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390 .

Dallas , TX 75201
USA '
214-466-1273
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Fax: 214-635- 1829 ..
Email: BRIAN. CARPENTER©BJCIPLAW. COM ' '" i"? ‘

 
David J Beck

[COR LD NTC] V
Beck Redden & Secrest . . . 32,-”. -
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 - ' -‘ -

. A ' One Houston Center

v f » Houston, TX 77010-2020
-' USA

' s ' 713/ 951— 3700
1 Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsflrm.com

David E Rogers
[COR LD NTC]
Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix

‘ , One Arizona Center
- ~ ' 400 E Van Buren

-. ‘ 'v Phoenix, AZ 85004—2202
" ' USA .

2 ,3 602-382-6225
‘ f ‘ Fax: 602--382-6070
' ; ' Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

 
Donald A Wall

[COR LD NTC]

Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix . : , ~
, - ‘ Two Renaissance Square ’ :1; 7'

3- . ' 40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700 '
:4 , , ,- > Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498

,,r'... _- ..: ' , - USA ,_
- 602/ 528—4000

, . .. - Fax: 602/ 253-8129
-- — - -~ ~1- ; ‘ <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

‘- ‘ i . .; Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

 
Michael Ernest Richardson

- . [COR LD NTC]

'1. 4*" ., Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
_ .. j ' , - 1221 McKinney

r“ '1 - ~ . Suite 4500

I=._,' , '.’ ' ." . .1 Houston, TX 77010-2010
. . - . g USA

_ l - ; ,I‘ 713/ 951-6284 .
_. s 2,- .:.£ . . . Fax: 17139513720

' ' ' . ‘ f Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

  
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
1,4; 2 Lav—.2 . m ' Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr —New York-. .

‘1 ' - ’ 399 Park Avenue

. , ‘ New York , NY 10022
w USA

212/ 230-8800-

_ . Fax: 212/ 230-8888
.. _.. '_..,s-( ,.,' . . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

 
 

  . .ig. ,, ' Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Linksrna'rt Wireless Technology, Llc Adam S Hoffman
Counter Defendant [COR LD NTC]

- ' " ” -_ " Russ August & Kabat
' ‘ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

' s _ 12TH Floor

" Los Angeles , CA 90025
- ~ USA

“ ' 310/ 826-7474
V ‘ ' ' ' Fax: 310/ 826-6991

' , "5, ' Email: AHOFFMAN@RAKLAW.COM

i,
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Best'Available Copy

.u

ax 
Alexander Chester Giza

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss '

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 _
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826—7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991 _
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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3 ' Suite 1200

- Los Angeles , CA 90025 - »-- ‘
USA

310/826-7474
,_ . ‘ -” ' Fax: 310/ 826-6991 '

j: e ' ' . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
i ‘ . -_ W ' ’ . Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 

‘ . : Todd Y Brandt
~ . [COR LD NTC]
' ' ' Stevens Love

5020 Montrose Blvd
Suite 800 . .

Houston , TX 77006
USA

1 713-284-5201 --
Fax: 713-284-5250 .

Email: TODD@STEVENSLOVE.COM

 
Best Western ,International, Inc Thirdparty Christopher Michael Joe
Plaintiff .M; -91.. . . .. ._ [COR LD NTC]

- .‘__, -.;.. ”513:. (,- Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
~ ‘ ” 1700 Pacific Avenue

Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
. . Fax: (214) 635—1828

, f .‘ Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

 1!

 

Andrea L Marconi

[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix

~ A , . ' ‘ Two Renaissance Square
’1’ it» ". «f 40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700

Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA

.5 , l 602/ 916—5424 , ' ’

3:3' _ . ~ Fax: 602/ 916-5624 _-
‘ ' -~ '- a ‘ Email: AMARCONI@FCLAW.COM

 
 

‘ , ' Brian Andrew Carpenter
'~ ' ‘ [COR LD NTC]
' ' ’ Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC

1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

r 214-466-1273 " "

. Fax: 214-635-1829 . ‘ ..

Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJCIPLAW.COM " .373}: '1‘-

  
_ David J Beck

-- [COR LD NTC]
' ‘ * Beck Redden & Secrest

, ‘ ,_ . ..‘ 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
7;“; J'- One Houston Center

  
- ‘- ' Houston , TX 77010-2020

i.- _« ‘ USA

“ " - 713/ 951-3700 - "~ "
Fax: 17139513720 "
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

A:

. David E Rogers'
. w ' [COR LD NTC]

— e — ~— . _'~ . A ~ Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix
, One Arizona Center

400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
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Bestcomm Networks, Inc Thirdparty . ‘
Defendant

 

 
“:44 w, _.,__~» . _

Nomadix, Inc Thirdparty
Defendant

602—382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070

Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

Donald A Wall

[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
Two Renaissance Square
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA

602/ 528-4000
Fax: 602/ 253-8129
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden &_Secrest -Houston
1221 McKinney
Suite 4500 '

Houston , TX 77010-2010 »‘
USA '

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC] ,

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Morris C Carrington
[COR LD NTC]
Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont
PO Box 16

Beaumont, TX 77704-0016
USA

409/ 835-5011
Fax: 14098355177

Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

David J Leonard

[COR LD NTC]
Leonard & Felker
P O Box 19101. .

Tucson , AZ 85731
USA

520/ 622-7737
Fax: 623-321-8085

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>r
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

Douglas G Muehlhauser
[COR LD NTC]
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP ~Irvine, Ca '
2040 Main St
Fourteenth Floor

lrvine , CA 92614
USA

949/ 760-0404
Fax: 949/ 760-9502
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
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s. “ .- A“; ' Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB.COM

Elizabeth L Derieux

[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP

- 114 E Commerce Avenue

‘ ' - Gladewater, Tx- 75647
'- USA

. (903) 233-4816
‘ ' ‘ Fax: (903) 236-8787
' ‘ ‘ Email: EDERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

 
Sidney Calvin Capshaw , III
[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP

” 114 E Commerce Avenue

. Giadewater, TX 75647
‘ ' . USA

- ‘ 903/ 233-4826

. ,_ ; Fax: 903-236-8787
-~ ~‘ Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

  
Proceeding Text

07/01/2008 1 COMPLAINT against all defendants ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001601022. ),
43%— err—54 -- we: filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Additional attachment(s) added on
' - ' 7/2/2008. # 1 Civil CoverSheet) (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008) . . 4 ’ ‘

07/01/2008' ,2 -. ***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE*** NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless
‘ ' - ' 4 Techn0|ogy, LLC (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008)

07/01/2008 .3 Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (A0 120). A0 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S ’

., ~ . ~--v4i Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered. 07/01/2008) ff. .

 

 
 

 

2'

07/01/2008 ***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** Additional Attachments to Main Document: 1
i , n '» _ Complaint. (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008)

07/02/2008 -- E—GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to NetNearU Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Aptilo Networks,
:mn : .~_.~ e4- Inc.,-FreeFi Networks, Inc., Meraki, Inc., Second Rule LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds ; .,

r“ .f» . ' Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., Marriott International, Inc.,
,j'ij'. _ ‘ ~ : InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Choice Hotels International Inc, Best Western International,

. " " Inc, T.- Mobile USA, Inc, Wayport, Inc., AT&T, Inc, AT&T Mobility, LLC, LodgeNet Interactive . ‘
' Corporation, iBAHN General Holdings Corp., EthoStream, LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (ch, )
. (Entered: 07/02/2008)

07/02/2008" 4%. 3 ***FILED IN ERROR. Document # 4, Additional attachments to main document. PLEASE IGNORE.
H’f Civil Cover Sheet now attached as an attachment to #1 Complaint by clerk*** (mpv, ) (Entered:

' 07/02/2008)

-- NOTICE of Deficiency regarding #2 the NOTICE of Disclosure submitted Docketed incorrectly,
- - :2.-- 3.2: attorney to reflle as Corporate Disclosure Statement. Correction should be made by one business

' day (mpv, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

07/02/2008 Case Assigned to Judge T John Ward. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008)
07/02/2008 S. ‘ ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. Signed by Judge T. John Ward

. on 7/2/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008) . ,

07/02/2008” 6 ' Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (ch, ) (Entered:
' ' . 1‘9 07/02/2008)
13:21.“:‘3 .3 ' I h .v

07/02/2008 7 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster,
,_.',\ Marc) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

07/09/2008” 8” APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Larry C Russ for Linksmart Wireless "
Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2— 1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008) C

07/09/2008 9 ' APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stanley H Thompson, Jr for Linksmart Wireless fa.
Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2—1—3936 (ehs, ) (Entered. 07/09/2008)

07/09/2008 10 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stephen M Lobbin for Linksmart Wireless

 
  

 

 
‘1,»

 
‘ Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008) ‘ I. ‘ ‘

07/18/2008 E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Ramada
.L: . Worldwide, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

. .
—.._-. ,‘.4..~_-_—‘.——: 4.,.. .4.l (I07/18/2008 12 E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. AT&T
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07/18/2608 ' 13. .w‘»;:.-M—...~..-.-..

 
07/1'8/20081: 14

,.:;~ ,,

07/18/2008 ‘15

 
07}? [20:98. 16 'z x

i~‘~ “"H'“ -

07/18/2008‘“ 17*. J; ‘ ‘ .
il'1" ‘ ‘_‘ .58 -, _ .1_..

07/18/2088 '18";
07/18/2008 "“19
  ‘13." f.“

07/18/2008 ”20
,_-t‘1’5-“

 
07/18/2008 21

3
up. .-».: .1. 2"

07/18/2008 22

,Corp. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, )(Entered: 07/18/2008)
07/18/200823iw

.“L_ 
I“"

,07/18/2608 24
8‘]’1ny 1:._'~_-. 4.x_. - 4...-

07/18/2008- 25
07/18/2008 26

07/18/2008 —~ 2775-. . -....>I I.1-

08217200828
I.

07/24/20681 29.-

o7/24/2go8 .30 .

07/24/2008 31. .__...,. Tfi..-,.:'.

07/24/2'008'32
’ w 1

:2. 27%.: __~..
07/24/2008 33

—.;_.'...,‘.3.V. 1 7...
07/24/2008 34

07/24/2008 --

,__.___.____-.,. . 4.

07/24/200835*
.15Am; ’9..

07/24/20082 36-

" 07/18/2008)

- Western International, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered;
-. 07/18/2008)

‘, 07/18/2008) ' .

”g (Morisseau, Fay) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

.‘ Interactive Corporation served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: .‘07/18/2008) .. _ U".

. Networks, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008.. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008) ‘1‘

. Corp. served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ch, )(Entered: 07/24/2008)

Be8tAvailable Copy  
' " Mobility, LLC served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, )(Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC Barnes &

Noble Booksellers, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: ._ .. .1

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Best

 E— GOV—SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Choice
Hotels International Inc. served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: ' .
07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.

.EthoStream, LLC served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

EGOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmait Wireless Technology, LLC. lBAHN’" ' '_'. " '

General Holdings Corp. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: . "
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David M Stein on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Stein
David) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Fay E Morisseau on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc.

E_—GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
InterContinental Hotels Group PLC served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, )

(Entered: 07/18/2008) _ _, . .. _,
E-GOV SEALED SUM MONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. LodgeNet

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. McDonalds

E-GOVISEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Mail Boxes 2"
-Etc., Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) -

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Marriott

International, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/200§)f _

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology: LLC. Second I i’

Rule LLC served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) ~‘
E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. T-Mobile 4‘

USA, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) '

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Wayport .'
Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) . . ~- *-‘~

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by J Thad Heartfield on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc.
(Heartfield, J) (Entered: 07/22/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Ramada-. : ,2. - ,
Worldwide, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 07/24/2008) ~ ~

E-GOV..SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Pronto' .' 1

 
 
 

 

 

 
 

 E--GOV-SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Aptilo;

Networks, Inc. served on 7/15/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ch, )(Entered: 07/24/2008)- 75% ,3“
E-GOVSEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. AT&T, Inc
served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Merakl, »

Inc. served on 7/16/2008, answer due 8/5/2008 (ch, )(Entered: 07/24/2008) :- . . ..' -- ~—
E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. NetNearU

 

 
 
 

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED.‘
pursuant to Local RuleCV- 12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted forii
Deadline Extension. ( ljw, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant T-MOBILE USA, INC.5 Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer ‘
Complaint (Fenster, Marc, counsel for Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC) (Entered:
07/24/2008)

Defendant LodgeNet Interactive Corp.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to 1..

3‘ “‘ _ Panasonic-1011
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ongfips 37.........,.,.... ..

07/24/2008 38fin .... .,

07/24/2008 39

. to Answer Complaint(Fenster, Marc) (Entered. 07/24/2008)

07/25/2008 40'.
 

07/25/2008, . ---

.-.... _ ...,.. .L..'.

07/25/2008. 41%".

 
07/25/2008 42. :4 L

....-..,...z...‘ .,. .33.:

07/25/2008 43
o7/28/2'8o8 7

07/28/2008

 
07/28/2008 44

It Ki".,1.

07/29/2008145.1'

07/29/2008 46

 

 

 
07/30/2008 47

07/30/2008 '-4 ,'

 . j: I ”in”.

073873.668- 48

o7/38/2888

 
07/31/2008 50

"—‘.—-. ;.J.. -.3..::

‘7‘ $158}
.v.. ~

' PLC to8/;29/2008 Best Western International, Inc. to 8/29/2008, T- Mobile USA, Inc. to ‘7 ”f7'7 "

Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/25/2008)
~..‘ '. Defenda'nts Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED]
.. . pursuant to Local Rule C_V- 12 for iBAHN General Holdings Corp. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Grante'd‘

‘ :5 for Deadline Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/25/2008) . .. -

. Answer Complaint (Fenster,Marc) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

. Days Granted for Deadline Extension ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008) . ._--
_-... ._._- ....

. (Inc. .( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 07/29/2008)
1 Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

._ Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

._Defehdant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED I h

Deadline Extension. ( ch5- )(Entered: 07/30/2008) x

pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Mail Boxes Etc., inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for'

 Best Available Copy

Answer Complaint(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant NetNearU Corp.‘5 Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to AnsweI'nu -._-..__..---
Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant Best Western International, Inc.‘ 5 Unopposed First Application for Extension of Timeto 3:»,
Answer Complaint (Fensteri Marc) (Entered. 07/24/2008) ,. ,. ‘

Defendant InterContinental Hotels Groups PLC's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Tim

 
 
 Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re iBAHN> -_~ ~ -u..» 7i."

.General Holdings Corp. .( Jones, Michael) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

' Defendant' s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for NetNearU Corp. to 8/29/2008; InterContinental Hotels Group

  
 

8/29/2008; LodgeNet Interactive Corporation to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline

8

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of AT&T, Inc, AT&T Mobility,‘
LLC (Sayles, Richard) (Entered. 07/25/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T, Inc..,
AT&T Mobility, LLC. ( Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 07/25/2008) _ ..

Defendant Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.‘5 Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to

f... .-_.. .....-....

 

 

 

Defendant' s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for AT&T, Inc. to 8/29/2008; AT&T Mobility, LLC to 8/29/2008. 30

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED "'M‘
pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted
for Deadline Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Jennifer L Yokoyama for Ramada Worldwide, _, , ,._ ,_ ,.

Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID)2-1-3983 (ch, ) (Entered. 07/28/2008) ' .3, .
Defendant'ssUnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Wayport, -I 8 .,
Inc. .( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered. 07/29/2008) . . 7,, r:‘ "

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Meraki,‘_ '

pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Wayport, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for DeadlineExtension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

pursuant to Local Rule CV— 12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/4/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline H
Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered. 07/30/2008) ,

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re McDonalds
Corp. .(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered. 07/30/2008) . . KIN

Defendant‘s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED"
pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for McDonalds Corp. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted for Deadline
Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Marriott
International, Inc..( Guaragna, John) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

 
 

 

M

pursuant to Local Rule CV-lZ for Marriott International, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for'

 
 

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mail Boxes 7 ,
Etc., Inc. (Smith, Michael) (Entered: 07/30/2008) .21. s -'

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED.u

Deadline Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto

Networks, Inc. ( Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered: 07/31/2008) . 2. ..
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07/31/20084L.-.~4.-.:... .~

 

08/01/2008 51

08/01/2008 52
i)?

':‘53
 

08/01/2008 --

 

08/01/2Q08 54-

  
08/61/068 56*

La”*"‘.-
;3‘¢".3

08/04/2008--‘

 

 

2.5.... 44.: v .:._-.__~.

 '1-1~

08/04/2008 57

08/04/2008 ‘ ’58?

08/06/26084 1-4-
1"?“ '2

08/06/2008 60

08/06/2008 ~~ 62
2.1.2”...

V‘anfl-k' "f," t
08/07/200861.nVC. 1?

' >1 ,'. '
org/15720084 634

“,4111, ,5"

08/21/2008 64

08/21/2008- 65 l..__. .. .. ._ 4.4. 4...

08/21/2008663‘x. 'I 15:“
(511..."1,1 «vrfi .

fian'n ‘.._ .

08/21/2008 67. D‘,.
t? {-

08/21/2008 . 68’ .

 

l'“gt-'11:"—

08/21/2008 69”

08/21/200870.x‘.u—I

013/53?008_71

08/21/2008“ 72'—

11.1,. 11'1" pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Choice Hotels International Inc. to 9/2/2008. 30 Days Granted

. Deadline Extension. ( mpv, ) (Entered 08/06/2008)

 
Best Available Copy

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED-‘- -1

pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Pronto Networks, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted forDeadline Extension. ( ch, ) (:Entered 07/31/2008)

E-GOVjSEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology,
Wireless, Inc. served on7/,17/2008 answer due 8/6/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by .“
EthoStream, LLC. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/01/2008) ‘ ‘"3 ., . Hat."

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Choice
Hotels International Inc. .( Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED . .H _ _

 
  LLC. Hot,Roint;&

 

 
 

for Deadline Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered. 08/01/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Clyde Moody Siebman onbehalf of Aptilo Networks, Inc._ ...'-,‘, _'
(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 08/01/2008) ’ "‘1

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Aptilo1
Networks, Inc. .( Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Aptilo Networks, Inc. to 9/3/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline
Extension. ( sm, ) (Entered: 08/04/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Michael T Herbst for Aptilo Networks, Inc.

(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 4-2-2335. (ch, ) (Additional attachment(s) added on 8/5/2008: #11
Confidential Information) (ch, ). (Entered: 08/05/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Steven L Wiser for Aptilo Networks, Inc

 
 

  
 
 Networks, Inc. .(Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered. 08/06/2008)

Defendant' s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is granted ~ '
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted for

  

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. FreeFi .
Networks, Inc. served On 8/1/2008, answer due 8/29/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/06/2008)
APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Steven T Snyder for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.

-.(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered. 08/07/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Holmes J Hawkins, III for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered. 08/07/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Edwin Jones on behalf of AT&T, Inc., AT&T Mobility,”
LLC (Jon,es Michael) (Entered: 08/ 15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re T-
MobileU,SA Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)
Defendant's UnoppOsed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re I 'f ,

Wayport, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) . ’
Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&_T,

 

 
‘I_nc. .(Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T

Mobility, LLC. ( Heartfield, J) (:Entered 08/21/2008) - -
;-.. ., .:.-.1......:.

Defendant' s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re

 

 
..LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. ( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) i. h A ‘

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re iBAHN ..
Genera] Holdings Corp. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008).

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
NetNearU Corp..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto
Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21‘/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Aptild’.‘ L ' .
Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) _ 6.‘11

 i)‘
.1)-

'v‘
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Best Available Copy 
v; .1 -.

08/21/2008 73 Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re FreeFi. ‘7'" ”Vi“ " “3" Networks, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) ’.

08/21/2008 74 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Meraki, 
 
 

”3:727:“ '7' Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008) ,

08/21/2008 75 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mai
~ ‘ -Boxes Etc., Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) . .L‘s:
W..- .

08/21/2008.. 76 Defendants Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
:McDonalds Corp. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008." 77 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Barnes
' & Noble Booksellers, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008){1 a: 4;; .. 5.4:;

08/21/2008 78 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Ramada V
,I ‘r: - .: V-. Worldwide, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) .~

08/21/2008 79_ Defendant' s UnopposedSecond Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Marriott
' International, Inc. .(.Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008-. 80Defenda'nts Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
, ,2 w,.4311,“ InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. ( Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008)

08/21/200881 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Choice
.- Hotels International Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008 82;Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Best...
. - . ' Western International, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered. 08/21/2008) .

08/21/2008. 83 Linksmart REPLY to EthoStream's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWER to 52 Answer to Complaint,
- ~ . . Counterclairn, filed by Ethostream (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 8/22/2008 (srn, ). (Entered:

08/21/2008) -. ~. if .

08/22/2008_-‘--,', Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is .' .':.
. . . _ ,_, GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for NetNearU Corp. to 9/15/2008; Pronto Networks, Inc._'

" to 9/15/2008; Aptilo Networks, Inc. to 9/15/2008; FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 9/15/2008; T-Mobile
' USA, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Wayport, Inc. to 9/15/2008; AT&T, Inc. to 9/15/2008; AT&T Mobility,

LLC to 9/ 15/2008; LodgeNet Interactive Corporation to 9/ 15/2008; iBAHN General Holdings Corp.

__to 9/15/2008. 15 Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 08/22/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is . .

, . . , GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. to ‘
5 .. 9/15/2008; McDonalds Corp. to 9/15/2008; Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. to 9/15/2008; V

' Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Marriott International, Inc. to 9/15/2008;

. Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC to 9/15/2008; Choice Hotels International Inc. to 9/15/2008
- ..-_ ~-;-»»-.~—'—-'r...- Best Western International, Inc. to 9/15/2008. 15 Days Granted for Deadline Extension. ( sm,:

» .43-.»' . «n‘f (Entered: 08/22/2008) - "‘4'; 4
08/29/200884 ANSWER to 1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by

 

 

 

 

 

 

\

 

.4” 1' ._.

 
 

 

l“1”"? ' , LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. (Socks, Harold) (Entered. 08/29/2008)

09/02/2008.. 85—- ANSWER to 1 Complaint by Choice Hotels International Inc. (.Smith, Michael) (Entered: 4-
09/02/2008) _ ., . . .

09/11/2008‘ - 86-. Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T,. I " '
" " “ ' . Inc. .( Sayles, Richard) (:Entered 09/11/2008) . ~ "' 5 '

09/11/2008 87 Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&Ti
— - -... n: Mobility, LLC. ( Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/11/2008) ~ ~~ 

09/1'2/2008 3,3945 Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED1‘
3?. ’ . V pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for AT&T, Inc. to 9/22/2008; AT&T Mobility, LLC to 9/22/2008. 7

Days Granted for Deadline Extension. ( sm, ) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

09/12/2008. 88- ANSWER to 1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by].r ._. -
. . ' iBAHN General Holdings Corp. (Jones, Michael) (Entered: 09/12/2008) 1'

09/12/2008 89 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. identifying ~
' . Corporate Parent None for iBAHN General Holdings Corp. (Jones, Michael) (Entered. 09/12/2008)

09/12/2008 90 . Defendant Aptilo Networks, Inc.‘5 ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart "
. .--.- - ..-- .. . Wireless Technology,: LLC by Aptilo Networks, Inc. .(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/12/2008) w-

09/15/2oo§ .91': ANSWER to 1 Complaint' T-Mobile USA, Inc. sAnswer and COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart
' ‘ Wireless Technology, LLC by T-Mobile USA, Inc. .(Richardson, Michael) (Entered. 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 92 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Roy William Hardin on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Hardin,

 

 
 

  

 

L;I.-‘~.-.'-.-.;- . .. Roy) (Entered: 09/15/2008) . -.., ._ L

09/15/2008 93 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by John w MacPete on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (MacPete,
x ,3 John) (Entered. 09/15/2008) . ‘ £71931.

.. ~ . a j",- _ ‘ .. ..:
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09/15/2008 94 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Scott Fuller on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc (Fuller, .
fl""" ‘ T Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 . 95 Defendant FreeFi Networks, Inc.‘5 Second Unopposed Application for Extension of Time to Answer 'J“ 7‘? Complaint.,(Fu|ler Michael)(Entered 09/15/2008) ““7”“

09/15/2008 96 Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Timeto Answer Complaint re Ramada'vItr

‘ Worldwide, Inc. ( Stein, David) (Entered. 09/15/2008) . a
.._.’.. .-.».

008-97,.ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Mail-.~- '3- :3 ~ '
Boxes Etc., Inc. .(Sayles, Richard) (Entered. 09/15/2008) .—

09/15/200898 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Cynthia Lopez Beverage on behalf of LodgeNet Interactive
. Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered: 09/15/2008) $ ”a.“

09/15/200899 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. identifying Corporate Parent
- ' United Parcel Serviceof America, Inc. for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: ‘

. _ ' ' 0"9/15/2008) 5 ,- v .

09/15/2008 100 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. (Henson, Eve)“, 1 ‘5
_ (Entered: 09/15/2008) . ' ' ‘

09/15/2008 10:13ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Marrot‘t,” 3
i 1" International, Inc. .(,Guaragna John) (Entered: 09/15/2008) .n

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is

.' GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 9/22/2008. 7 Days Granted
.. T.“ “‘ ”"‘for Deadline Extension. ( sm, ) (Entered. 09/15/2008)

 
  
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 
09/15/2008102 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Marriott International, Inc. (Guaragna, John) .

,, - ”(Entered. 09/15/2008) ., "it; F)
09/15/2008 -- I Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED ‘

. . . pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 9/19/2008. 4 Days Granted for
‘ T ‘ " Deadline Extension. ( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

«11.03ANSWER to 1 Complaint by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC.(Guaragna, John) (Entered: " - . . L 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 104 Wayport, Inc'5 ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
, 1":f": M'sLLC byWaypbrt, Inc. .(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered. 09/15/2008) "'; I'M". .' ~I

09/15/2008 105 CORPORATE DISCLOSURESTATEMENT filed by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC (Guaragna,.'
' John) ('E2ntered 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 106 ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Barnes
— & Noble Booksellers, Inc. .(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

I I._N- _.. m”. ..-.-..

09/15/2008 107‘ CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. identifying ,1”:
I ,5, u‘ '1 ‘Corporate Parent Barnes & Noble, Inc. for Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.. (Sayles, Richard)

1_ A" (:Entered 09/ 15/2008). .. , ,

09/15/2008.108 McDonald's Corp.‘5 ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless _
~ 17-73 .-'- '-‘r-Tjechnology, LLC by McDonalds Corp. .(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered. 09/15/2008) *

' y, it!» ' . .,

09/15/2008 109 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc -‘
' -(Henson, Eve) (Entered. 09/15/2008) ‘ ' ‘

09/15/2008 110 Meraki, Inc. 5 ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC byTMeraki, Inc. .(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered. 09/15/2008) ~ .11.» _'‘w‘,-.. .-..;. .«1—9

09/15/20_O§ 11 _, Best Western International, Inc.‘5 Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint and Counterclaims- ANSWER to‘-:-__-
. -'. v. ":2 " 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Best Western ,.

. ~ -. International, Inc. (,.Joe Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008) '
. ..';muff-1‘7.”

09/15/2008112 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Best Western International, Inc. (Joe, .
.- -_... .4;‘7‘ —--—- Christopher) (Entered. 09/15/2008) ' -'~

09/15/2008113 CORPORATE DISCLOSURESTATEMENT filed by McDonalds Corp. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered.
’ 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 114 Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto
Networks, Inc .( Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/16/2098 . .1-a Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
' j pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for Pronto Networks, Inc. to 9/ 19/2008 4 Days Granted for

Deadline Extension. ( srn, ) (Entered: 09/16/2008)

 

 

 
 

  
 
  .' Ins“

n

 
 

 

 
”-7.

“NJ-11993.

 

09/16/2008 115 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Aptilo Networks, Inc. identifying Corporate Parent .
.2-«5. ---—— Aptilo Networks AB for Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/16/2008) '~ 3 -‘

09/16/2608 116 CORPORATE DISCLOSURESTATEMENT filed by Meraki, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: ' '
09/16/2008) . _

l' ’ '. :l‘.\'
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09/17/2008 1 17
~.. .l.‘ “m: f-.-.:

09/17/2008 118

0911712908.1: ,1

 
13g:
.391

 

09/1‘8/20‘08‘.’ 127
4,5 I

09/19/2008—~120—
 ‘1' f

09/19/2008. .1121
 

09/19/2008 .122

09/22/2008 123
09/22/2008_-124

 
09/22/2008 128PM

09/23/2008 129

 
09/23/2008 130

.- 13.1.1.8;1;. -._-;..~-

09/23/2008 132
..n I -u.

09/23/2008 133

,1,87'l’37

09/24/200.8131“
” . ?\§.3.3 .

-' 7 *“‘1$‘._ 

09/24/20081‘ 135*”

G‘s/242.2908 13§

09/25/2008 --v

.._.._-. :.1:':..III: it ‘32:

10/02/2008. 137,8... .,..

't

x.71: ,mu.’

10/02/2008n138-
10/03/2008 139

 

. Corp., David J Burman for iBAHN General Holdings Corp., Kameron Parvin for iBAHN General

.Parvin)(rml, )(Entered: 09/22/2008)

,- .- 1. COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. .(Hunt“

Dean) (Entered: 09/19/2008) .

_ 09/19/2008)

5. Richard) Modified on 9/25/2008 (rml, ). (Entered. 09/22/2008) . 17:1

'- 09/24/2008)

" Cynthia) (Entered: 10/03/2008)

Best Available Copy‘ .3

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT (Deutsche Telecom AG is parent corporation)Ifled by T- I 3 .. :
MobilenUSA, Inc. (Beck, David) Modified on 9/19/2008 (sm, ). (Entered: 09/17/2008) --_4 :f-«e—gQ—T-a-‘u—e

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Wayport, Inc. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered:
-09/17/2008) 11: .

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Mark E Ungerman for LodgeNet Interactive ..
Corporation. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2- 1-4088 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to LodgeNet's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWER to 84 Answer to Complaint,

Counterclaim of LodgeNet Interactive Corp. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster,

 

« Marc) (Entered. 09/18/2008) ~ ~~ .

 
 
 

Holdings Corp. RECEIPT.6- 1- 15221. (Attachments. # 1 PHV David Burman, # 2 PHV Kameron 7
1)!

Ramada Worldwide, Inc.‘5 ANSWER to 1 Complaintifiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC—

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered::;...".. .

Pronto Networks, Inc.‘5 ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless?“”
Technology, LLC by Pronto Networks, Inc. .(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/ 19/2008)

ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against all plaintiffs by FreeFi Networks, Inc. .(Fuller, .
Michael) (Entered. 09/22/2008)

MOTION to Dismiss by AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Saylesn

 

 

 
CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Corporate Parent
AT&T Inc. for AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of AT&T Mobility, LLC (Henson, Eve):I
(Entered. 09/22/2008) ~. .

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Other Affiliate AT&T
Mobility Corporation, Other Affiliate SBC Long Distance, LLC, Other Affiliate SBC Alloy Holdings, ‘

 

 
 I '13,_Inc., Other Affiliate BLS Cingular Holdings, LLC, Other Affiliate BellSouth Mobile Data, Inc. for“..

' AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/23/2008) .

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered:
09/23/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear ProHac Vice by Attorney John D Kinton for Marriott International, Inc” .
and InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered. :‘~‘

 

 
 

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Erin Penning for Marriott International, Inc.. an
InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered: . 5“

09/24/2008) i ‘ ~. 2...

ORDER granting 128 Dismissal of Claims against AT&T, Mobility Inc. are hereby DISMISSED .A ‘
WITHOUT PREJUDICE. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 9/24/08. (ch, ) Modified on 9/25/2008
(rml, ). (Entered: 09/24/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David T Pritikin for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. and. ‘ '2‘ "f" ‘

Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2- 1-4107. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008) ’
APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Rachel D Sher for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. and . ‘

Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4107. (ch, )(Entered: 09/24/2008) :2
***Document # 131,Order Dismissing AT&T Inc. was linked to Doc 124 MOTION to Dismiss by
AT&T Mobility, LLC: rather than doc 128, dismissal of AT&T Inc; AT&T Inc has now been '

'dismissed; AT&T Mobility LLC remains pending" *** (rml, ) (Entered: 09/25/2008) -

Linksmart's REPLY to iBahn's Counterclaim ANSWER to 88 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to Aptilo's Counterclaim ANSWER to 90 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by ‘1 ~’ -

Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008) .4 .

 
 
 

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation (Beverage, ‘_. ,. :2 ‘Is‘

 :. , »
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...‘.L'..3,‘,LL,.. .- _~__: . ,3 . I; ., .

10/06/2008 140 Linksmart REPLY to T- Mobile Counterclaim ANSWER to 91 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by
. I , Linksm_art Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

10/06/2008 141 Linksmart REPLY to Wayport Counterclaim ANSWER to 104 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim byi} .
-. - tLinksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) ~~.-:.': .1

w r  

 

 

 

 

143 Linksmart REPLY to Mail Boxes Etc Counterclaim ANSWER to 97 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) 

.; by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) ‘
10/06/2008 145 Linksmart REPLY to BarnesNoble Counterclaim ANSWER to 106 Answer to Complaint, . _ ,. -

. a Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) 1' .92.}:mj"...
10/06/2008 146 Linksmart REPLY to Best Westrn Counterclaim ANSWER to 111 Answer to Complaint,

' " ' '.‘ :--.I-._.‘ Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(,Fenster Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)‘at}: 

 

 

 
  

Mobility, LLC Without Prejudice)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered. 10/07/2008) 3;." .

10/08/2008 149 ORDER granting 148 Motion to Dismiss. AT&T Mobility LLC is DISMISSED WITHOUT PRFJUDICE.
' ‘ And the Motion to Dismiss filed on 9/22/08 124 is taken off calendar. Signed by Judge T. John'"

- . . Ward on 10/8/08. (ch, ) Modified on 10/8/2008 to correct text to read dismissed without
.. W _ ___- .- Lprejudice (ehs, ). (Ente'r:ed 10/08/2008)

by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)

10/09/ 008151 Linksmart's REPLY to Pronto's Counterclaim ANSWER to 122 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
, "I ,1.”~- - : 3” by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)1" ,1" .. I . .:' .. .. I:.. .. .. H..,. ..

‘I- "-7 "n: 1" , 1‘ ‘ .

10/14/2008 152 Linksmart's REPLY to Freefi Networks‘ Counterclaim ANSWER to 123 Answer to Complaint, ' _ '
~ Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/14/2008) ' '

10/16/2ooé 153 E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Second l " "
Rule LLC served on 10/8/2008, answer due 10/28/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/16/2008) 1' 2

10/30/2008 “1154' APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Noah A Levine forT- Mobile USA, Inc. "' 1 1“
~,.,.- 1,:sz (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-41.98 (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008) -~

 
 

J" ,"i‘i #39:
10/30/2608 155 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David B Bassett for T-Mobile USA, Inc.

. :7"' ‘ (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2- 1-4197. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008).. v ‘Jn: , .

10/30/2008- 156- APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney James P Barabas for T-Mobile USA, Inc. J“??? -
. I , ~ . _‘ (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2—‘1—4196. (ch, ) (Entered. 10/30/2008) "- 2‘1

11/03/2008 157. APPLICATION to AppearPro_Hac Vice by Attorney William F Lee for T- Mobile USA, Inc.APPROVED-’ 4
(Rec# 2- 1—4208 (poa, ).(:Entered 11/05/2008) . ,. {Qt- ’

11/17/2008 158 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Christina J Moser for EthoStream, LLC, Ramada-1 
~ ~ ~- - ~ LWorldwide, Inc. and EthoStream, LLC. (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4227) (ehs, ) (Entered. ”~14 .rj:

- +4? - Is;- 11/17/2008) . ..
it, "Kiiv’ii‘d 4'." .I

11/21/2008159 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T- Mobile USA, Inc.
: - (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2- 1-4252. (ch, )(Entered: 11/21/2008)

11/21/2008II 160 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T-Mobile USA, Inc.. : ~-« ' ‘
.3 9;.I 1 2 (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-14252) (ehs, ) (Entered. 11/21/2008)

12/09/2008 161. STIPULATION of Dismissal of Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC by Linksmart Wireless
. ' Technology, LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)‘

(Guaragna, John) (Entered: 12/09/2008)
12/12/2008-162 ORDER- granting 161 Stipulation of Dismissal. Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC is dismissed

- -..._ . without prejudice. Signed by JudgeT. John Ward on 12/12/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/12/2008)”1.... 9..”

12/22:20 -. 163 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless .
" r “73“.“ Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 12/22/2008)

01/14/2009164. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,' LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 01/14/2009)

01/23/2009 165 Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by T- Mobile USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed ' "
‘ ’. Order)(Beck, David) (Entered: 01/23/2009) .
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01/23/2009 166 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sher, Rachel)
- V . 1 (Entered: 01/23/2009) ,. 

A—-—+-L;\-;
Richard) (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/27/2009 168 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Pritikin, David)
amo": .-_' (Entered: 01/27/2009)

01/27/2009 169 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Wayport, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of I. .__ _ ._ _5"? -,I..._~ ..

 
 
 
 

. f . Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 01/27/2009) . . . . _ 8;.

01/28/2009 170 ORDER granting 169 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and Jose Carlos '
«v - ;~. In , Ir Villarreal terminated as counsel for deft Wayport Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles ;.-, "

' Everingham on 1/28/09. (ehs, )(Entered: 01/28/2009)

01/29/2009 171 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Ernest Richardson on behalf of T- Mobile USA, Inc}
. ‘ - (Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 01/29/2009)

01/29/2009' 172‘NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sayles, If Z“5‘ n .
 

  ;,_.—.:

  
 

 
 

 

(Entered: 01/29/2009)

. 2*‘e-a- .- - & Noble Booksellers, Inc.‘, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Wayport, Inc. and Barnes & Noble Booksellers,1{

Inc. (APPROVED FEEPAID) 2- 1-4459 (ch, ) (Entered: 02/05/2009)
 

02/03/2009 174 ORDER‘ REASSIGNING _.CASE Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom for all further proceedings,‘. ‘
, Judge T. John Ward no longer assigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch,_)_ ,. 

 
02/09/2009176 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

. 2. ~, Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered. 02/09/2009)AA»....5’

02/11/2009" 177ORDER granting 176 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Michael Charles Smith terminated I
‘ as counsel for Mail Boxes, Etc.Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 2/11/09: (ch, ).

5‘73". III .(Entered: 02/11/2009) . .
02/ 13/2009 178 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Peter M Dichiara for T-Mobile USA, Inc.

(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4493. (ch, ) (Entered. 02/13/2009)

02/18/2009 179 Request by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC for Clerk's Entry of Default against Second Rule"
“1.33:3; LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009: # '

‘_' I Clerks Entry of Default) (srn, ). (Entered: 02/18/2009) ‘

02/18/2009 180 Additional Attachments to Main Document: 179 Request for Entry of Default by Clerk”

 

 
 

5.3:.I‘éii 59"..1... (Attachments. # 1 Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 02/18/2009) -- 2.2.

02/19/2009 181 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew) -l ’
2’32; 51-7 , - (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) (sm, ). (Enterediy' ‘ 02/19/2009) _-

02/23/2009 182 ***FILED IN ERROR. CASE IS NO LONGER JUDGE WARD' S PER ORDER #174 REASSIGNING .i ,,
_ -I - __ . L CASE TO JUDGE FOLSOM*** Order— granting 181 Notice of Voluntary Notice of Dismissal. All-.‘..‘. .

. I_ .II1; claimsasserted between Linksmart and NetNearU Corp are hereby DISMISSED WITHOUT ..-,. _ .. .' PREJUDICE. All attorney'5 fees and costs are to be borne by the party that incurred them. Signed
by Judge T. John Ward on 2/23/09. (ch, ) Modified on 2/24/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 02/23/2009)

02/28L2909 183 Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT as to Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (ehs, ) (Entered. 02/23/2009) _ ‘ .Lv’hl' v, 1:.._._,__.I ~ A. #7.“; ~ 3‘.

02/24/2009 184 ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE re 181 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal filed by I. .. ‘.
.. .j; .._ . Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that all claims asserted
" . \ ,I‘ II- in this suit between Linksmart and Netnearu are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Signed by.U 9'
r Judge David Folsom on_ '2/23/09. (mrm, ) (Entered 02/24/2009)

02/27/2009 185 MOTION for Default Judgment as to Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule, LLC by Linksmart.i;~§??"""“
' " “ Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:1... .r--- 2‘

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

  
 

f373.35: fig. 02/27/2009) . "“ "
04/10/2099 186 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Pritikin, David)

"‘ _-‘ (Entered. 04/10/2009)

04/10/2009~~ 187* NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard T McCaulley, Jr on behalf of McDonalds Corp. " "‘ 1 ‘ '
.. .. -. (McCaulley, Richard) (Entered: 04/10/2009) :f.‘ . .‘

04/10/2009 188- NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Sher, Rachel),:/:
(Entered104/10/2009)_f

04/10/2009 189 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian C Bianco on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Bianco, Brian
._ ..~_.—- ..- (Entered. 04/10/2009).- .- .‘n
11...”- rt'?- ‘7;
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04/22/2009 190

04/23/2009 191

04/24/2009 1922

 
05/04/‘200'9 1921

05/06/2009"1955

C; 05/01/2009) 2 .

.° . Order. S-cheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles “H‘

I -~_ Best Available Copy

NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTION toWithdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 04/23/2009)
ORDER granting 191 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and Jose Carlos”:’ ’

 
g ,Villarreal terminated as counsel for McDonald's Corp. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles

' . Everingham on 4/24/09. (ehs, )(Entered: 04/24/2009)

ORDER granting 165 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDERED that the above- captioned actions
are consolidated for all purposes pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 42(a) and Local Rule '

CV--42(b) and (c).. Signed.by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, ) (Enteredzg.

 
 

 

NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10: 00 AM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall)
before;Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. (jml, ) (Entered: 05/04/2009) .

Notice of Scheduling Conference, Proposed Deadlines for Docket Control Order, and Discovery

— Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f) 
05/00/2009 1'96

05/06/2009 197

owes/200.9 "1.9.8.2

 
05/06/2009201we""~" , .r

05/29/2009 202

, Corporation (Ainsworth, Jennifer) (Entered. 05/29/2009)

05/29/2009203,.

 
06/03/2009 ‘205

06/05/2009"“2os
" n21 '

06/05/2009 207
 

06/17/2009-.2092

- r322“. "- 2732

-..,right:-3
06/24/2009 210

 .“‘THVIH'

~ Proposed Order)(Richardson, MIchael) (Entered 06/24/2009)

' "- 6/26/09. (ehs, )(Entered: 06/26/2009)

 

' (Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009),1- 2...; .- ’42I;.

05/0§/2;909j,j "1'99

" (ehs; )(Entered106/24/2009)

‘ no later than May 27, 2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch, )

(Entered. 05/06/2009) , f; . 1' _
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Sayles,
Richard) (Entered. 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Henson, Eve

(Entered. 05/06/2009)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of McDonalds Corp.

 
 

 

 

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.:' -"

|' (Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)
. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Barnes & Noble

Booksellers, Inc. (Strachan, Mark) (Entered. 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Strachan
Mark) (Entered. 05/06/2009) ,

Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP by FreeFi ‘ 3"
Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Proposed Order)(Fuller, Michael) (Entered: “
05/29/2009)

REPORT of Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A— Proposed Docket Control ’ .

Order)(Welss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling
Order) (sm,). (Entered: 06/01/2009)
MinuteEntry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham15cheduling;~ . '
Conference held on 5/3/2009. (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR. ) (jml, ) (Entered:
06/04/2009) 5,.

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Gregory Lyons for Choice Hotels International
Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2- 1— 4733. (ch, )(Entered: 06/05/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kevin P Anderson for Choice Hotels
International Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1—4733. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/05/2009)

“ORDER” granting 203 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney John W MacPete; Michael Scott
Fuller and Roy William Hardi'n terminated as counsel for FreeFi. Accordingly, the court, sua -‘ ‘ 

 
.; sponte, provides FreeFi thirty days in which to retain counsel in the above matter. Should FreeFif”

not retain counsel bythat date, the plaintiff is ordered to notify the court. Signed by Magistrate .

 

Judge Charles Everingham on 6/8/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/08/2009)

MOTION for Extension of Time to File Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of Proposed ,
Protective Order by T-Mobile USA, Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed“’

’ Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 06/17/2009) .2

ORDER granting 209 Motion for Extension of Time for Submission of ProposedProtective Order.
Deadline extended to 6/24/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/24/09. m-yw-

 
Joint MOTION for Extension ofTime to File Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of " f .

Proposed Protective Order by T- Mobile USA, Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of“. :

JOINT GENERAL DISCOVERY ORDER. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on ; -
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06/26/2009 213‘

. Pretrial Order due by 2/18/2011., Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Judge'

.' David Folsom. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/26/09. (ehs, ) (Entered'E?
-. 06/26/2009)

 
07/01/2009 2.15

'7.“ .3...“ c..).

07/Ql/2009 216
.Fvwn‘.

 
07/02/2009 218

~-~-——.v:~w < :r

07/02/2009'219
‘ ‘ Y§r¥£'-h‘
 'M“!-

07/06/2009--;._

I' x 5
07/06/2009 220

._-... .. ... ..,.

07/08/2009 221.:
 
  . ,‘rwa:::

?r‘.‘3“-."
07/.1 3/2009 222"3‘le,. .= .-..

 
07/13/2009 223

'yv;..1'\¢:7 . E.

07/21/2009 224

07/27/2009 225

 
07/27/ ‘009 226

 
08/06/2009 228

08/06/2009 -229-
. .4 . .0,’1... '

'r33%}‘I'I‘l’f‘ 3’;
08/07/2009 230i

 

2.2-.._-s._

08/07/2009 231

on 8/7/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009).}-‘ >1 ‘ t I.

08/07/2009

08/07/2009 .232

 
H

;~_;.'.;.1.. .1 _'..
"v I .3."

vs“ 1.2.:

6../26/09. (ehs, )(Entered:- 06/26/2009)

Granting Joint Motionto,Extend Deadline for Submission of the Name of an Agreed Mediator)
(Richardson, Michael) Modified on 7/1/2009 (sm, ). (Entered. 07/01/2009)

Proposed Agreed Protective order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew)
Modified on 7/2/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/01/2009)

:~ 1, not filed as separate document. Correction should be made by one business day (ch, ) (Entered.
‘ -' 07/02/2009) ' ' . .-"Ci

..,‘

Best Available Copy

DOCKET CONTROL ORDER - Joinder of Parties due by 11/13/2009., Markman Hearing set for 3;: v '
5/25/2010 09:00 AM .before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham, Motions due by 11/19/2010”...

 

 
 
 

ORDER granting 211 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submission of a proposed

protective orderIs extended until July 1, 2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on_ . ..-,‘.'.-.._ ..:.

 

 
 

Joint MOTION for Extension ofTime to File and to Extend Deadline for Submission of the Name of
an Agreed Mediator by'T-Mobile USA, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order ' ‘

***FILED IN ERRQR.ORDERS ARE NOT FILED SEPARATELY. PLEASE IGNORE. *** Submission- of” .-

ORDER granting 215 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submission of the name of

,_ an agreed mediator is extended until July 27,2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
* Everingham on 7/2/09. (ch, .) (Entered: .07/02/2009)  

 
 
 
 

NOTICE of Deficiency regarding the 216 submitted by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Order

NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Compliance re PR 3- 1 and 3-2
Disclosures (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 07/02/2009)

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT. USED WRONG EVENT. PLEASE IGNORE. Submission of Proposed: ’ ' '
Agreed Protective order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 7/6/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/02/2009)

NOTICE of Deficiency regarding the 219 submitted by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Joint -_-- -
Motion filed under wrong event. Correction should be made by one business day (ch, ) (Entered. ‘ -
07/06/2009) - . 4.1;: ;_-:

 

 

\'
:I (‘1.

***REPLACES # 219 **.* Agreed MOTION for Protective Order for Entry of Protective Orderby , ..
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order [Proposed] 1....»

.:_Agreed Protective Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 7/6/2009 (ch, ). (Entered. 07/06/2009) ' ' 'v
Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File- Extending Time Allowed for Freefi to Retain

. Counsel by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) ..
- (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 07/08/2009)

AGREED PROTECTIVE ORDER 220 Motion for Protective Order. Signed by Magistrate Judge 3. .
Charles Everingham on July 13, 2009. (Jml) (Entered 07/13/2009) . " " _‘

ORDER granting 221 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles-Z
Everingham on July 13,2009. (jml) (Entered. 07/13/2009) .fi- ..‘

Systems, Inc. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-4-827) (ehs, ) (Entered. 07/21/2009)

Joint MOTION Appointment of Mediator by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments.#-‘3 "f:
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 07/27/2009) ..

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Aden Martin Allen on behalf of Pronto Networks, Inc., Meraki,

 

. Inc. (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 07/27/2009) . ,

‘ ORDER REFERRING CASE to Mediator James W Knowles added as Mediator. Signed by MagIstrate
 
 
 
 

Judge Charles Everingham on July 28,2009. (jml) (Entered. 07/28/2009) . $.52 *'

Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp., Wayport, Inc. SBC Internet. :1}I '

Services, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Henson, Eve) (Entered: 08/06/2009) '
Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Allowed for Freefi to Retain Counsel by . . . ax
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew)‘

." (Entered. 08/06/2009) .‘

ORDER granting 229 Motion for Extension of Time Allowed for Freefi to Retain Counsel. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on August 7, 2009. (jml) (Entered: 08/07/2009). . I. —.

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT. PLEASE IGNORE. *** Unopposed ,‘ .

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. (Socks, Harold) Modified : ' fl 
 

 
 

 

NOTICE of Deficiencygregarding the 231 submitted by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. NOT IN.
PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT. Correction should be made by 8/7/09 (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2009).,

***REPLACES # 231 *** Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by LodgeNet Interactive2

Panasonic-101 1

' . , . Page 21&of.307j‘



Panasonic-1011 
Page 219 of 307

n..

Best Available Copy‘IL

 

 Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting Unopposed Motion for
. 2.- ___.-_,, .Withdrawal)(Socks, Harold) Modified on 8/11/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009) ..-... ‘.M .. ..~..:.._,...- 3...-

08/10/2009:233 ORDER granting 228 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Richard T McCaulIey, Jr ’
Egg! .' terminated as counsel for th's SBC Internet Services, Inc, McDonalds Corp., and Wayport, Inc. -

-f-.'-:' ’33-»., . . Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on'8/7/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/10/2009) '

  

McDonalds Corp Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Services, Inc 7(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1—.4865 (ch, ) (Entered. 08/14/2009) .

  
“ .--.431313;}Robert) (Entered: 08/19/2009)

08/28/2009237 NOTICE of Disclosure by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Alien, Aden) (Enteredf 08/28/2009)

  
 

 

. ._ Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. Wayport, Inc, SBC1".“-;:‘;“:gt.-_~ Internet Services, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered
08/28/2009) ,.

08/28/2009 240 NOTICE of Disclosure by EthoStream, LLC (Hunt, Dean) (Entered. 08/28/2009)
08/28/2009. 32413., NOTICE of Disclosure by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

08/28/2009.242 NOTICE of DisclosUre by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered:
1‘1”"_' 08/28/2009) .

08/28/2009r 243- NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding Initial Disclosures (Jones, 9*?

15.2: 2%) Michael) (Entered. 08/28/2009) _ ., - . .

08/28/2009244- NOTICE of Disclosureby Meraki, Inc. (Brewer, Robin) (Entered. 08/28/2009)
08/28/2009 245 NOTICE by Marriott International Inc. of Compliance re InItIaI Disclosures (Guaragna John) 2' I" - ~

(Entered: 08/28/2009) ~ . “
08/28/2099 246 NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Compliance

éa .j-..' re Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John) (Entered. 08/28/2009) I"‘ H 23'»:
08/28/2009 247 NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Rule 26 Initial Disclosure (Weiss,

Andrew) (Entered. 08/28/2009) ’ .L‘C.l.,. ...-

 

 

4,2: _: ._. :. : ; (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered. 08/28/2009) . 2 '13:;, .
2

08/31/2009 2'49 NOTICE of Disclosure byT— Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (Notice of Filing Rule 26 InItIal
' Disclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered. 08/31/2009)

08/3_1k/200f.3_~250 ORDER' granting 239 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendants serve tileij;
. )7; Initial Disclosureson or before September 11, 2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles "

_[.wa ‘ Everingham on 8/31/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/31/2009) -~

08/31/2009251 ORDER granting 248 Motion for Extension of Time to File Defendants Initial Disclosures on or
‘ ' before September 11, 2009.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/09. (ehs, )

.~ 4 -).. I

Mg?

 

 

Jim?“ -5... (Entered. 08/31/2009) . . -.

09/01/2009 252 NOTICE of Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance With Rule 26 by I
. I: 3:}: Best Western International, Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered. 09/01/2009) -

09/04/2009 253' MOTION to Dismiss Defendant Freefi Networks, Inc. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
(Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 09/04/2009)

r .

09/09/2009 254 ORDER' granting 253 Motion to Dismiss th Freefi Networks, Inc. Signed by Judge David Folsom
.;L‘IIJLI..‘2,: on 9/9/2009. (sm, ) (Entered. 09/09/2009) -r",

09/09/2009-255 REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS recommending 185 MOTION for Default Judgment as to Hot-11

a

Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule, LLC filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC be
 
 L. .. -._-_ granted. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered. .1 .. -. 4-

.. ‘ " 09/09/2009) . -: . - .

09/09/2009 256 ORDER granting 185 Motion for Default Judgment Because the sum of damages is not certain, ' 2‘
f’ f“ ' ". Linksmart is entitled to take discovery from Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (Hot Point) and Second Rule.‘{‘1'

 

  LLC (Second Rule) todetermine the appropriate amount of compensatory damages as a result of1,
y 2 their infringement ofthe 118 patent The Court will determine a schedule to' allow Linksmart to.1 ;

conduct such discovery. The Court will then hold a hearing to determine the exact amount of"".'-"”fl?
damages, pre- and post-judgment interest, attorneys fees and costs, and expenses to which ‘
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Linksmart is entitled as a result of Hot Points and Second Rules infringement of the 118 patent.

.._ . _ -- -Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/09/2009)

09/11/2009257; NOTICE by Wayport, Inc, SEC Internet Services, Inc. of Filing Rule 261nitial Disclosures (Biancof.
“in—c-‘- . ...

#9?!“ .f‘ Brian) (Entered: 09/11/2009)

09/11/2009 258 NOTICE by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian)
 

 (Entered. 09/11/2009) . ...~1. 4.»

09/11/2009 259 NOTICE by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered: . 7.» .~ ,
,‘f -. , -09/11/2009) 1' . . . ‘- ‘

09/11/2009 260 NOTICE by McDonalds .COrp. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered:
- 09/ 1 1/2009) 7.;  09/14/2009‘261: NOTICE of Disclosure by Aptilo Networks, Inc. (Initial Disclosures) (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered; _

‘ it"? if09/14/2009) " "~37. n‘n‘d’rnuqng u a

09/18/2009262 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
' Document Production by Marriott International, Inc, Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental

. HotelsGroup Resources Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Guaragna, John) ~~
' r (Entered: 09/18/2009) '

09/21/2009 263 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
:‘_ z. r .1. Document Productionby Choice Hotels International Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed

‘ ' Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered. 09/21/2009)

09/22/2009 264 ORDER granting 262 Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity . _
Contentions and Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed
iby Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/22/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/22/2009) .1

09/22/2009265 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Best Western International, Inc.‘5 Unopposed
. -. -. ‘ Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document ..

‘ 1:1... Production by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe,. . -~;~-'—
Christopher) (Entered: 09/22/2009) ‘ - '" H‘I‘N .-~ -‘ -‘ ' 7‘3". .. 7."

09/22/2009 266 Unopposed MOTION Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying i
,. . Document Production by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(AIlen,2 _ . ‘

‘ Aden) (Entered. 09/22/2009) .

09/22/2009~~267- ***FILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDER ATTACHED. PLEASE~~ 3 _, ,
, E: IGNORE. *** MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Unopposed Motion for - -- - “L .. ,

‘ ' Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Broaddus,

 

  
  
  

 

 
 

 Michael) Modified on 9/23/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/22/2009)

09/22/2009 268 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying _
1’???" “T Document Production by Ramada Worldwide, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

(Hunt, Dean) (Additional attachment(s) added on 9/23/2009: # 2 REVISED ORDER) (ch, ).

(Entered: 09/22/2009) w
09/22/2009 269 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying.

_ .. Document ProductIon'by EthoStream, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Huntfla
.- - ,_-- . PDean) (Additional attachment(s) added on 9/23/2009: # 2 REVISED ORDER) (ch, ). (Entered

 

 

 
I...

 
xi}- . Accompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
' ‘ . . (Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 09/22/2009).1.{ex-“I:

09/23/2009 . ***FILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDER ATTACHED Document # '
267, Motion for Extension of Time. PLEASE IGNORE. *** (ch, ) (Entered: 09/23/2009) '

09/23/2009 271 Unopposed MOTION For Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
~ Document Productionby Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/23/2009) 0 ‘

09/23/2009. 272: Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File /Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying ‘3.”
{xi-'3 Document Production by T-Mobile USA, Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Cisco Systems,

 

 
:4"-_l ZI'Jlxfi-A

  
 
 

71-7:L ' Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 09/23/2009)I 0.0 . .

09/23/2009 273 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Invalidity Contentions _
.‘ Elmer' r’~'-' and Accompanying Document Production by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonalds Corp., Barnes & ,

Noble Booksellers, Inc, Wayport, Inc, SBC Internet Services, Inc. (Attachments. # 1Text of. , . .

. Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered. 09/23/2009) . ' ‘

09/23/2009 274 ***REPLACES # 267 **-* Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery with- ..
regarding to Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings _Corp.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of" ’W

. - --- . ,. Proposed Order)(Jones, Michael) Modified on 9/24/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/23/2009) ' '

09/24/2009 275 ORDER granting 266 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and 1’ "

 

 
 

33;}: j: , Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/15/09. Signed by Magistrate_1' QiiJ-‘sa‘: ~. ,-‘t ., :

’ 1.1463494~ w- - . fr. Panasonic-101 1
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Best Available Copy,. h  
‘” ‘" "" Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009-2376 ORDER granting 265 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and _. I
-‘ ' Accompanying Document Production. Best Western International Inc deadline is extended to '

10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: _ , fl
' 09/24/2009) . _, gr- gawk.

09/24/2009 277 ORDER granting 263 Unopposed Motion for extension of time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
_'. . ; Accompanying Document Production. Choice Hotels International Inc. deadline is extended to _ 3 ,

-- at 32-1 '- 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24]09. (ch, ) (Entered: ‘

' 09/24/2009) I:
09/24/20409.278 ORDER granting 232 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Harold L Socks terminated as

4;}; counsel for LodgeNet Interactive Corp.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on '
‘ 3.’ :‘9/24/09. (ch, )(Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009 279 ORDER granting 274 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline is 10/8/09.
_ . Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered. 09/24/2009)

  

 
 

  

 

 

 
 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:

209/24/2009) a . . ..

09/24/2009 281 ORDER granting 272 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions. Deadline is'
. . extended to 10/8/09.Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ).: ‘

-— —;~ -~~-'~~ (Entered. 09/24/2009) .

09/24/2009 282 ORDER granting 271 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
"-. - Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate

Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered. 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009% 283—" ORDER~granting 270 Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity ~— «4. '-'~ ‘-"~‘~' .
~ . . Contentions and Accompanying Document Production. Deadline extended to 10/8/09. Signed by ~-

Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)
09/24/2009 284 ORDER granting 269 Motionfor Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and -

' Accompanying Document Production. DeadlineIs extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate .: -

Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered. 09/24/2009)
_fi. ........,. —-r...-~-

09/24 009 "285 ORDER granting 268 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and .. -- --
23 Accompanying Document Production Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate-

Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (,ch ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 ._. and Actompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered. 10/06/2009) ~

10/08/2009 287 ORDER granting 286 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Meraki, Inc. will have
‘ through 10/22/09, to. serve its invalidity contentions and accompanying document production in

, V accordance with Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on .

.-._- ”“4“... 10/8/09. (ch, )(Entered: 10/08/2009) .11.“ .

W,ayport Inc., SEC Internet Services, Inc. of Invalidity Contentions (Sayles, Richard) (Entered.
10/08/2009)

10/08/2009 289... NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Compliance -.
(Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document Production) (Guaragna, John) (Entered '

<3 ‘3 -;— t..2~_ 10/08/2009) '.--

 

 

 

 
10/08/2009 290 NOTICE by Marriott Internati,onal Inc. of Compliance (Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying 3‘-v

Document Production) (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 10/08/2009) . ,
10/08/2009-_291,- NOTICE by EthoStream, LLC of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean) (Entered

. -.-.:. . ~ 4'; 10/08/2009)
10/Q_8]-2_009 292 NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean)

. . 1C}.(«1.17 ” » (Entered. 10]08/2009)

10/09/2009f 293 NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4 $1 . ,
.- .- ; ,) : Disclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (:Entered 10/09/2009) . ' ‘ _‘L;. .-

2.,

10/09/2009 294 NOTICE of Disclosure' by iBAHN GeneralHoldings Corp. regarding PR 3-3 and 3-4 (Jones, Michael)(Entered: 10/09/2009). . .

10/09/2009 295 NOTICE of Disclosure by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation under Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4 '
_ - ,__~,. ..- (Ungerman, Mark)L(Entered:10/09/2009) 35

10/12]2009 296 NOTICE of Disclosure by Pronto Networks, Inc (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 10/12/2009)d,1‘t:

NIH/2009.297 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying .
Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of

 
I I.; . - .

.12.; .31....-_. . ,a . n ,
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10/12/2009 298
  

w;..._’——;~:i

10/12/2009 299

10/13/2009 300

10/13/2009T301

 
10/20/2009 303.c _..-.:

10/21/2009~~304fé!.. .r
_. New“...

 
10/21/200'9 1' 305I ;, , .__...,,...,_.T... ~.,..:.~

10/21/2009" 306
1"; 11:?
.qe...~.:, 4 l“-

10/23/2009 307
".4 ...~....--r» w..

wh"..1,, .
432w? ~

10/30/2009308
’ i' ifLJILIYL 55:57?"

1 1/03/2009 3091‘

11/04/2609 310
l. ..._.. -.....,—.,—. v!—

1';._..J.J. ...A.-..._ I 1

1 1/04/200931
.341M,.

1 1/05/2009 312-

i'

04.3!

1 1/13/2009 ' 3.13

‘ 11/13/2009) . . I.:-
1 1/16/2009 “314

....... . [,1;

11/17/2009 315
~‘I.’v»!:'... .‘1

11/19/2009 316..

11/20/2009 3‘17_'

11/20/2009“318..
1...-..1. .‘ ,0.

1 1/24/2009 319
‘54.;

I. . . .. ..
_'....‘.,,.1Y_-_....

,

. Proposed Order)(A|len, Aden) (Entered. 10/12/2009)

.32 DISCLOSURES (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 10/12/2009)

McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Services,IncE"

invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles?‘,1 ‘5‘;

. 11/5/09 to serve its invalidity contentions and accompanying document production in accordance.-. With Pa'tent Rules 3— 3 and 3—4 Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/23/09

. Wayport, Inc, SBC InternetServices, Inc. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 11/03/2009) .. t"

' LLC byEthoStream, LLC. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009)

i. .'. V

Best Available CopyI.  
NOTICE of Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Defendant Best Western International,
Inc.’5 Notice of Compliance Regarding P. R. 3-3 and 3-4 Disclosures (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered:

10/12/_2009) .

NOTICE by Aptilo Networks, I.nc NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE REGARDING P. R. 33 AND 3-4 ‘ NOTICE of Disclosureby. Choice Hotels International Inc. Pursuant to PR 3-3 and 3-4 (Smith,

Michael) (Entered: 10/13/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Elizabeth L Maxeiner for Mail Boxes Etc.,1nc:;. : m i 7

(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2- 1-4961. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009) .1

ORDER granting 297 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc.
will have through October 21, 2009 to serve itsaccompanying document production to the

 

 
 

Everingham on 10/14/09. _(ehs, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009)

.Unopposed MOTION forExtension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying

and Accompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed------
"Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered. 10/21/2009) .

AMENDED CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by T-MObiie USA, Inc. (Richardson,

Michael) Modified on 10/21/2009 (srn, ). (Entered. 10/21/2009) i -

ORDER granting 303 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline extended to
10/30/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: ‘3'?“ 1'

10/21/2009) . .3 . -7.-
ORDER granting 304 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Meraki, Inc. deadline is

 

 
(ch,)(Entered:10/23/2009)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying
Document Production Pursuant to P. R 34 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(A|len, Aden) (Entered: '10/30/2009) . . . 1' ., . .,
NOTICE of Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonalds Corp., Barnes 81 Noble Booksellers, Inc.., .  

  
 

ORDER granting 308 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc3 1'
will have through Nov'ember 20,2009 to serve itsaccompanying document production to the .
invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3--4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles "

-_ Everingham on 11/4/09. (ehs, ) (Entered. 11/04/2009) .93.; .'.: ;

Joint MOTION to Dismiss Meraki, Inc. with Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
(Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 11/04/2009)

ORDERgranting 311 Motion to Dismiss Defendant Meraki of all claims and counterclaims between . . 1 .

plaintiff and Meraki. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/5/2009. (sm, ) (Entered: 11/05/2009)‘

THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT against BestComm Networks, Inc., Nomadix, Inc., filed by Best .

Western International, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)(Joe, Chnstopher) (Entered. 3;. E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to BestComm Networks, Inc., (Attachments: # 1 Nomadix-
In.c )(ch, ) (Entered. 11/16/2009) ..

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS REISSUED as to BestComm Networks, Inc., (Attachments: # 1
Nomadix Inc)(ch, ) (Entered: 11/17/2009)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying 14,;
Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of; ,.

Proposed Order)(A|len, Aden) (Entered: 11/19/2009) . - f‘ '

AMENDED ANSWER to 1.Comp|aint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009)

AMENDED ANSWER to1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, , 
ORDER granting 316 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc.
will have through December 11, 2009 to serve its accompanying document production to the ‘

invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Chades1.; ...., .— .,

.. ‘ Panasonic-1011III:
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1 1/24/2009, 320
r .51654:3"g. _.___

11/25/2009 321

1 1/30/2009 322

1 1/30/2009 323
g._.+{..:._, I. .,J:
WM...” 5.”jun,

1 1/30/2009324"4.3“" _.i— \-

1 1/30/2'009; 325..-
.‘j:31.. ;-. .-

1 1/30/2009 326

1 1/30/2009 9.327.:

 §- I,

12/01/2009 329g
I“

12/01/2009 330

12/01/2009 331.;_. -. ”3""7’ r- ,.

12/01/2009' 332;
:5,€3.23;

12/01/2009 333

3.13342; ;- jg;g

 

 

12/0173009 3.34

12/01/2009 335

12/01/2009W'336:
 

12/03/2009 '337
,

. . 391mg”; 1;..-
12/04/2009 338

9."I.

12/10/2009 339
12/10/2009‘340"

-.~TN—q~-3;bu‘3':{41'
Luv,

12/10/2009 341-\~-r.f‘bn‘z ‘-

12/1 1/2009 342a

12/11/2003 343
“.13." I “Iii

12/11/2009 344
,4.“ -.,IF‘II .

12/11/2009 _--,. _j..'.,_,,m.; 3.7... _

‘ 4}. (Entered. 11/30/2009)

2. Networks, Inc. servedon 11/18/2009, answer due 12/9/2009.(ehs,)(Entered:12/01/2009) 1:99".

,(Ungerrnan, Mark) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

, (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5066 (ch,)(Entered:12/04/2009)

BgEIAvailable Copy  
Everingham on 11/24/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/24/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian Andrew Carpenter on behalf of Best Western

Internat,ional Inc. (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered. 11/24/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC re Local Rule 4.1 (Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered211/25/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure‘by- T-Mobile USA, Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc. (Daniel, Robert) (Entered:

11/30/2009) : . 9..
NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of ComplIance
with Local Patent Rule 4- 1 (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 11/30/2009)

NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4 1 (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 11/30/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers,Inc.., ~.

Wayport, Inc., SEC InternetServices, Inc. re: Compliance with Patent Rule 4- 1 (Sayles, Richard) -
(Entered: 11/30/2009) .

NOTICE by Pronto Networks, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4- 1 (Allen, Aden) 5:" H

(Entered: 11/30/2009)
NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. Pursuant to PR 4- 1 (Smith, Michael)

_ ".91- 3.4.5.2“ 7: in;

 

 

 

 

 

NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding PR 4-1 Compliance (Jones, 3
' Michael) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

E— GOV._SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Best Western International, Inc. Nomadix, Inc.served on 11/18/2009, answer due 12/9/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/01/2009) .2

E-GOV. SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Best Western International, Inc.. BestComm1,“

(Entered. 12/01/2009) -. _.
NOTICE of Disclosure by EthoStream, LLC of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean) (Entered:

12/01/2009)

Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Withdrawal of Attorney Michael Herbst) by AptiloNetworks, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed 0rder)(Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered. - , g.-. -_
12/01/2009) ' '

NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. of Compliance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4- 1
(Carpenter, Brian) (Entered:12/01/2009) .

NOTICE of Disclosure by Aptilo Networks, Inc. (Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 12/01/2009) I
NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4- 1 ‘V “ 
ORDER granting 333 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Michael T Herbst terminated as

counsel for th Aptilo Networks, Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 12/3/99.(,ch ) (Entered: 12/03/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Theodore J Koerth for Aptilo Networks, Inc.

ANSWER to 317 Amended Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 12/10/2009) . , ‘ j

ANSWER to 318 Amended Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Ethnostream, LLC by Linksmart:33} .9. 1;:
Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 12/ 10/2009) . I: “ ' “ “I“

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ' ‘1
Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed 0rder)(A|len, Aden) (Entered: 12/10/2009) _ '

ORDER granting 341 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Pronto Networks, Inc. ' ,. .22." I ,.
will have through 12/31/09 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity

 

 . contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4 Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham . ~93
on 12/11/09. (ch, ) (Entered 12/11/2009) , r , ‘ '”
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Elizabeth L DeRieux on behalf of Nomadix, Inc. (DeRieux,:TI 3
Elizabeth) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Nomadix,
Inc. .( DeRieux, Elizabeth) (Entered. 12/11/2009)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

..’~~13

.__ j. .. j Panasomp-Ilo}.
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Best Available Copy  
, ‘5: ' pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Nomadix, Inc. to 1/25/2010. 45 Days Granted for Deadline ‘

~, ' ‘ Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

12/11/290‘9uf345 NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Ten Asserted Claims (Weiss, Andrew)
‘ ' " (Entered:12/11/2009) '

12/17/2009346 Defendant' s UnopposedJfirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re BestCom
, «v I 5 ‘ . Networks, Inc. .( Carrington,Morris) (Entered. 12/17/2009) ~. ~

12/17/2009 -. Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer TP Complaint is
_M_ 4., GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV- 12 for BestComm Networks, Inc. to 1/22/2010. 45 Days;

1 if‘ _; , 15% Granted for Deadline Extension. ( sm, ) (Entered: 12/17/2009)
12/18/2009 347 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Sidney Calvin Capshaw, III on behalf of Nomadix, Inc. ‘{

; Mm, . (Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 12/18/2009) '

12/1§LZQQ§348 Unopposed MOTION to Continue Extend Docket Control Order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, ,.
' LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/18/2009)

12/21/2009 1349 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Alexander Chester Giza on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
2'4"": _ r - ‘- Technology, LLC (Giza, Alexander) (Entered: 12/21/2009) ’ _ -;-

12/22/2009 _ 350 ORDER granting 348 Motion To Extend Docket Control Order. The deadline for ear1y mediation »
. ‘ ' Parties' request is changed to February 26, 2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles

3 Everingham on 12/22/09. (ehs, ) (Entered. 12/22/2009)

. :7 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ,
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 12/31/2009)

01/05/2‘0'16'7‘352. ORDER~granting 351 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc: ,

._;_;‘.' . . will have through January 1,5 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the .. _~
, I} , [- '.. invalidity contentions inaccordance with Patent Rule 3—4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles E
' "“ ' ' ‘. Everingham on 1/5/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/05/2010) .‘

01/08/2010 353 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David J Leonard for BestComm Networks, Inc
-_ ~ —,~*- "(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5124 (ch, ) (Entered: 01/08/2010) 5;,»

01/13/2010'u‘354i‘ APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Alexandra B McTague for T-Mobile USA, Inc ‘-
and Cisco Systems, Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2- 1- 5131. (ch, ) (Entered. 01/13/2010)

01/13/2'010 " 355 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Jonathan Andron for T-Mobile USA, Inc..
LLJY—QLLI.‘e - _-- (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5131) (ehs, ) (Additional attachment(s) added on 1/27/2010:.# 14 .. - '-

1 ' ' - Confidential Information) (ch, ). (Entered: 01/13/2010)

01/15/2010 356. Unopposed MOTION fo'rExtension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying , ,
"“ “ ' ' Document ProductionPursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of ‘. ’:

Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 01/ 15/2010) {.15
OHM/20100357; ORDER granting 356 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto s

 
.’;____."~_. E... 3;.

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
  

 

 

 

:3. .Networks, Inc. 5 Seventh Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying .' .
i‘1 ' Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through

January 29,2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in
. accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/21/10.

(ehs, )(Entered: 01/21/2010) _ . . .-..,

01/22/2010 358 NOTICE by EthoStream, LLC of Joinder and Notice of Compliance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4-2 _
3. "'3‘. a." 3,. . (Hunt,Dean) (Entered: 01/22/2010) '

01/2272010 359 NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Joinder and Notice of Compliance With Local Patent Rule.1. ~. .
4— 2 (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 01/22/2010) .I ,.

01/22/2010"360 ***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE. *** NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc, EthoStream,LLC
‘ .rs‘r’EV- l:I’u of Appearance (Hunt, Dean) Modified on 1/25/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 01/22/2010) , 2 ‘ 'it

01/22/2010 361 NOTICE by Pronto Networks, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-2 (Allen, Aden)

 

  

l 1.).)-3 4 ,_ (Entered: 01/22/2010) .
01/22/2010 362 NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc. Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rule 4-2 Disclosure)"

._..,I,. ». - . (Daniel, Robert) (Entered.01/22/2010)

01/22/2010 363 NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Preliminary Claim Constructions .A i ' '
and Extrinsic Evidence Under P. R. 4-2 (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2010) , ‘ ‘

01/25/2010364 NOTICE of Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. '
W,ayport Inc, SEC Internet Services, Inc. re: P. R. 4- 2 (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 01/25/2010)"'j

01/25/2010-365 NOTICE of Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance Regarding P. R. 4-

 
7 w: . 2 Disclosures (Joe, Christopher) (Entered. 01/25/2010)

01/25/2010 366 NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp regarding Compliance of PR 4-2
~'~1-§-'*?-‘“715-":Disclosures (Jones, Michael) (Entered: 01/25/2010) 7" ‘~ ..

" " Panasomd“1011g.
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Best-Available Copy _
I.

 b

01/25/2010 367 NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc, Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels GrotIp
~- Resources Inc of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4— 2 (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 01/25/2010)

01/25/2010_--_~ ***F.ILED IN ERROR, WRONG EVENT USED AND ATI'Y WANTING TO APPEAR MUST LOGIN AND“'4'“ Is...
.-._......~. I . ...

FILE. Document # 360, Notice. PLEASE IGNORE. *** (sm, )(Entered: 01/25/2010) . * _’

01/25/2010368-. NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. Regarding PR 4- 2 Disclosures (Smith,.‘,
4" ‘ ’ " Michael) (Entered: 01/25/2010) ‘71" "5a

01/25/2010 369 NOTICE by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation of Compliance Regarding P. R. 4- 2 (Ungerman, Mark "'
- _ ,-_ ..I.' (Entered: 01/25/2010) .

01/25/2010370I Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re 313 Third Party Complaint by
~ »" ‘ Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered.

01/25/2010)

01/25/2010371.Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re 313 Third Party Complaint of Best .
" . . Western International Inc. by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed v

‘ Order Proposed Order)(CarrIngton, Morris) (Entered: 01/25/2010)

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

‘ is extended to 2/27/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/2010. (ch' -= * (Entered. 01/26/201'0)

01/26/2010 ~.--3§1,Answer Due Deadline Updated for BestComm Networks, Inc. to 2/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered. '" 01/26/2010) ..

01/26/2010 ‘ 373 ORDER granting 370 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer. Nomadix Inc deadline is extended
-.;_- . “ _ to 2/25/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/2010. (ch, ) (Entered .
.9111‘”tr 01/26/2010) .

01/26/2010 -: Answer Due Deadline Updated for Nomadix, Inc. to 2/25/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/26/2010)
01/28/2010 374 .Unopposed MOTION fOrExtension of Time to Complete Discovery Eighth Unopposed Motion forfig '

Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto ._
- Ne,tworks Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(AIlen, Aden) (Entered. 01/28/2010)

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 01/2__9/20_10 375 ORDER granting 374 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto

{"5 3‘“Networks, Inc. 5 Eighth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying ‘ A
Document Production Pursuant to P. R 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through
February 19, 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in

accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/29/10:
(ehs, )(Entered 01/29/2010)

01/29/2010- 376 ORDER that the parties, including BestComm and Nomadix, are ordered to meet and confer on an
.II . . . amended docket control order that allows the third party defendants to meet their obligations. .

The parties shall jointly file the amended docket control order Within 7 days after BestComm and~~§
; Nomadix answer the .third-p-arty complaint. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on ‘

.-.-.. ~.~—1/29/10.(ehs, ) (Entered: 01/29/2010) ~.~ iv:

02/17/2010377': BestCo'mm Networks, Inc.‘5 ANSWER to 313 Third Party Complaint of Best Western International
‘ ”44.8- , Inc. , CROSSCLAIM against Nomadix, Inc. by BestComm Networks, Inc. .(Carnngton, Morris)

' (Entered. 02/17/2010) .

02/18/2010 378.:- Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying s . -- »- ~
; .:.I Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

.f.‘ , . Proposed Order)(AIlen, Aden) (Entered: 02/18/2010) - ‘ '
02/18/2010 379 NOTICE of Change of ’Address by Christopher Michael Joe (Joe, Christopher) (Entered:

02/18/2010) ' . t;
A

02/19/2010 380 JOINT CLAIM CONSTRUCTION AND PREHEARING STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless
-“3-3 . f5?" Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 02/19/2010)

02/22/2010381 ORDER granting 378 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. ORDERED that
ISM . Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc 5 Ninth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve

f" ‘ " , Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3—4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will _
. . ‘13*'iff" “ 73" have through 3/5/2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity " " y '-

' :" ‘ '. contentions in accordance with Patent RIIIe 3— 4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham '. . .
’ ' , on 2/22/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 02/22/2010) ' ' '

02/25/2010 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 ‘é 1' '
Affidavit Muehlhauser Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Text of Proposed Order): ' '

_ , _ M (Capshavv, Sidney) (Entered. 02/25/2010) ,

03/04/2010 383 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

‘;{I;{:,;_sf.f . Document Production Pursuant to P R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
' gamh'. ', Proposed Order)(AIlen, Aden) (Entered. 03/04/2010) -

03/04/2019 384 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTION to Strike 313
Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Best Western International, Inc.‘5 Unopposed Motion For . . .1.

 
-h‘
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Extension of Time to Respond to Third- Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.‘5 Motion to Strike or

. Dismiss by Best Western International, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe,; .,-. -. ~ ..
Christopher) (Entered. 03/04/2010) ' “ '

03/04/2010 385., APPLICATION to AppearrPro_Hac Vice by Attorney Donald A Wall for Best Western Intemationa’i‘,‘ ‘
' i” ' "" ' .I.nc (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2— 1- 5235. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) f: .p.

03/04/2010 386 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David E Rogers for Best Western International,.
1 . . _-- . - Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5235 (ch, )(Entered: 03/05/2010) ,. ;_

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Andrea L Marconi for Best Western ‘ ‘~

International, Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5235. (ch, )(Entered: 03/05/2010)

ORDER granting 383 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Pronto Networks, Inc.
will have through 3/19/2010, to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity.
contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham"
on 3/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010)

03/05/2010 389 ORDER granting 384 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 382 MOTION to

 
 

  
~:' Judge Charles Everingham on 3/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered. 03/05/2010) I , j-‘.

03/12/2010 3901 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 377 Answer to Third Party'ii’ig:
- IE-Complaint, Crossclaim by Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(CapshaW,‘

Sidney) (Entered. 03/12/2010)

03/15/2 , 391 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Christopher Michael Joe on behalf of Best Western
‘~‘f-'~-- 7-4-1: +~'= International, Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 03/ 15/2010) '3

03/16/2010 392 ORDER granting 390 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply. Nomadix Inc deadline , ‘ , '
“ " ‘ - 2 ~ .to respond to the Cross-Claim of BestComm Networks Inc Responses due by 4/2/2010. Signedby ‘

” .Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/16/2010. (ch, ) (Entered. 03/16/2010) .

03/18/2010 393 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Allen Franklin Gardner on behalf of iBAHN General Holdings
- - ~~~_ C.orp (Gardner, Allen) (Entered. 03/18/2010)

03/19/201511394'5 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying
. .. ‘ ' Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(A|len, Aden) (Entered: 03/19/2010)

-CLAIM- CONSTRUCTION BRIEF (Supplemental Claim Construction and Prehearing Statement) filed
by Best Western International, Inc.‘ (Attachments. # 1 Exhibit A to Best Western'5 Supplemental .~

. Claim Construction and Prehearing Statement)(Rogers, David) Modified on 3/22/2010 (srn, ). '

''(Enteréd: 03/19/2010). “ ,
CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 " 'L

,. Affidavit Declaration 'of Andrew Weiss, # 2 Exhibit Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit .
Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit Exhibit 1. _. 3

. # 9 Exhibit Exhibit H, # 10 Exhibit EthbIt I # 11 Exhibit Exhibit J, # 12 Exhibit Exhibit K, # 13 '
" Exhibit Exhibit L, # 14 Exhibit Exhibit M)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 03/19/2010) .

03/22/2010' 1-:- NOTICE FROM CLERK re 395 Claim Construction Brief. Clerk has modified to show that it is a
1:216:12 1.1"supplemental claim contruction and prehearing statement. (sm, ) (Entered: 03/22/2010) I a ,3

03/22/2010 397 ORDER granting 394 Motion 'fOr Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto . .‘ ‘ ’
, , Networks, Inc.s Eleventh Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying ‘ ,

. . Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through: “ ,
" April 2,2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in . ~

., ‘ accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/22/10
‘ "" ”.if (ehs, ):(Entered (33/22/2010) ""

-741»- -Z} I1.5:
"Second MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTION to Strike 313

Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Best Western'5 Unopposed Second Motion For Extension of Time
,. to Respond to Third-Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss by Best Western

' ' International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: .1 ,.
03/23/2010) . '

03/24/2010 399 ORDER granting 398 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply.re 382 MOTION to '_',., . 1‘;

 

 

 
 

. r: .. .".

   
 

 

 

 

 

 

. ' Judge Charles Everingham on 3/24/2010 (ch, )(Entered: 03/24/2010)
03/30/2010 _400_ Unopposed SEALED PATENT MOTION for Leave to Amend Invalidity Contentions by Barnes &

. - ~ I Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc, Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc.., u .
' ‘ Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) '

(Entered. 03/30/2010)

03/31/2010 401 ORDER granting 400 AT&T/Wayports Unopposed Sealed Patent Motion for Leave to Amend
-'t—t v~t- < Invalidity Contentions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/31/2010. (ch, ): ' : '.

' (Entered. 03/31/2010) '
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cam/2.019-402
u . . .I. - our.~u-..—,.:.-.c7u.-

04/02/2010 ‘403

 
04/02/2010404II.

04/05/2010 405

04/0772010 407

04/12/2010. 408'

 

-’r
I]

I5,I

04/133/2010 I 409
 

04/1372010?'~41'0"I

04/15/2010 411

04/16/201‘0‘41'2"

 
04/16/2010; 413..

.~".'-

04/16/2010 414

 
04/16/2010 ' 415II.

04/16/2010--416I» 1- ‘ ~ .9.I 1 w. .‘

.‘Eaglu..0 "
In."(If »

04/16/201'0 ' 417

415.21.. "it" ..- :1...“~v, . 3. . l

04/19/2010 :-

 

9", Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.5 Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third--Party Complaint of Best
:WWestem International, Inc. )(Rogers, David) (Entered: 03/31/2010) 

Sidney.) (Entered: 04/02/2010)

. . will have through 4/16/2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity

contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingha .
;_':. on 4/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 04/05/2010) - 42€

 
' "“"(ch, )(Entered: 04/05/2010) f’

. Third Party Complaintor Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order). «Km '

"I} will have through April 30, 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity

‘ .. Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant3'
.1 to P. R.3-4 filed by Best‘.Western International, Inc. .(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit2)‘ ' ‘

(Rogers, David) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered. 04/16/2010)

 

Best Available Copy

RESPONSE in Opposition re 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss filed by, - -. .
Best Western International, Inc. ”(Attachments # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Sara V. Ransom in

”Support of Third PartyPlaintiff Best Western International, Inc.5 Opposition to Motion to Strike051%
1 g '~ Dismiss Third- Party Complaint, # 2 Exhibit A, February 26,2004 Direct Sales Contact, # 3 . . T .

. " ‘Exhibit B, March 15, 2002 Reseller Agreement, # 4 Exhibit C,- July 20, 2004 Nomadix press
 
 
 

'(

release, # 5 Exhibit D,Purchase Order, # 6 Text of Proposed Order [Proposed] Order on Third-'

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying '
Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 34 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(AIlen, Aden) (Entered: 04/02/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 377 Answer to Third Party
Complaint, Crossclaim by N0madix, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw,.) .. 

 
 

ORDER granting 403 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc 

ORDER granting 404 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply Nomadix, Inc. be giVen -
to and including 4/16/2010 to respond to the Cross-Claim of BestComm Networks, Inc.

Responses due by 4/16/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/5/2010

 

 
 
 

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Douglas G Muehlhauser for Nomadix, 3‘~43 - :5:
Inc. ,Douglas G Muehlhauser for Nomadix, Inc. (RECEIPT 2— 1—5—289). (rml, ) (Entered: 04/07/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTION to Strike 313 ' .1'08:

(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered. 04/12/2010)

'ORDER granting 408 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 382 MOTION to -
Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Responses due by 4/26/2010. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 4/13/2010. (ch, ) (Entered. 04/13/2010) '

NOTICE of Designation of, Attorney in Charge to Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart" "
Wireless Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 04/13/2010) ,

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ,: '. 1 3" ;"'~=
Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(AIIen; Aden) (Entered: 04/15/2010)
ORDER granting 411 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc: 

 

contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham
on 4/16/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 04/16/2010) -

MOTION to Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.‘ 5 Crossclaims by Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments:-.#1..
Affidavit Muehlhauser Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3, # 5 Text of

Proposed Order)(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 04/16/2010)

CLAIMCONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Cisco Systems, Inc., T- Mobile USA, Inc, SBC Internet

Svcs, Wayport, Inc, qugeNet Interactive Corp, EthoStream LLC, Pronto Networks, Aptilo '
Networks, Mail Boxes Etc, McDonalds Corp, Barnes and Nobles Booksellers, Ramada WOrldwide
Mariott Intl, Choice Hotels Intl, Best Western Intl, Six Continents Hotels, Intercontinental Hotels

'1. Group (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Noah Levine in Support of Claim Construction“ ‘“ 4r '
‘ . Brief of Defendants with exhibits 1 to 5, # 2 Exhibit Exhibits 6 to 9 of Declaration of Noah Levine

in Support of Claim Construction Brief of Defendants, # 3 Affidavit Declaration of Kevin Jaffay,
Ph. D. with exhibits a through c)(Danie|, Robert) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered:
04/16/2010) .1“1-1...

***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE. *** RESPONSE in Support re 411 Unopposed MOTION for

 
 

 ***FILED IN ERROR,PLEASE IGNORE. *** NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. Claimv- . :1, -1-
Construction Brief (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2)(Rogers, David) Modified on '- - «3- -‘
4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 04/16/2010) .~

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT, PELASE IGNORE. *** MOTION for Leave to File motion for partial '

summary judgment of invalidity for indefiniteness by Cisco Systems, Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc _
(Levine, Noah) Modified on 4/19/2010 (srn, ). (Entered. 04/16/2010) - ‘ ' ”

***FILED IN ERROR, WRONG EVENT USED, ATTY MUST REFILE USING CORRECT EVENT.
Document # 415 and #416, Response in Support and Notice. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (sm, ) . . ‘ ’

 I. >.
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A???“ “‘-““ (Entered: 04/19/2010) .. ., . ..

04/19/2010 -- NOTICE of DEFICIENCY regarding the #417 Motion for leave submitted by Cisco Systems, Inc. T- :1 ‘" ' 2‘.“ A r‘ Mobile'USA, Inc.. Not inproper pleading format which includes certificate of conference etc-r. .~-

- 'Correction should be made by 1 business day and ref led in proper motion format or as a notice,“
attaching the letter. (sm, ) (Entered: 04/19/2010)

04/19/2010 418 SUPPLEMENTAL CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Best Western International, Inc.. '7. .15;
II 3.. - .Ei.‘ (Attachments # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 04/19/2010) '

04/19/2010419 NOTICE by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Best Western International,
. Inc, Choice Hotels International Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc. EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental

.. - _.__, HotelsGroup Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriottcix 4.2:, ..
. - _ International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc. Ramada Woddwide, Inc, SBC

.:~-. ‘ Internet Services, I.,nc Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc. Wayport, Inc. of Letter

“ ' Requesting Leave to File Summary Judgment Motion (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Daniel, .- M3
' Robert) (Entered. 04/19/2010)

04/19/2010 420 Additional Attachmentls to Main Document (Certificate ofService): 414 Claim Construction Brief

 

 
 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 
 

*‘NOTICE FROM CLERK re 414 Claim Construction Brief. Clerk modified entry to all all the ~
defendant filers that were previously not entered when filed (sm, ) (Entered. 04/19/2010)

04/22/2010421 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Amended First Answers and Counterclaims by Barnes & .
f"? a-..» =~‘~:~;= Noble Booksellers, Inc. Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc..,

1 I, WaypOIt, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered:

1.04/22/2010) -'~ . .

04/22/2010 422 First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC by SBC Internet Services, Inc. .(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) ._

04/22/2010"“423f First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,3..' _ 1
,57.74’ “1*; LLC by-:W,ayport Inc. .(,Sayles Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) A

04/22/2010424 First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
. LLC by McDonalds Corp..(Say|es, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010)

04/22/2019f: 4254 FirstAmended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology;
'1?) “ - LLC by Barnes & Noble BOoksellers, Inc. .(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) '

04/22/2010 I 426_ First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology“ I;
LLC by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. .(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) - "

04/22/2010 427 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Adam S Hoffman on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,
~ ~ A » 2* LLC (Hoffman, Adam) (Entered. 04/22/2010) .

04/23/20101‘ .428 ORDER granting 421 Motion for Leave to Amend Their Respective First Answers And
2’; Counterclaims. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/23/10. (ehs, ) (Entered

I, 04/23/2010)
'“isijkf' ,1.

04/2372010r3 429 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 402 Response in Opposition to —“~-‘-. -‘ .
. ‘1. ' Motion,, 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc. ‘ '-

11”? I3 - .V., (Attachments: # 1 Textof Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: 04/23/2010)
04/27/2010 430 ORDER granting 429 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply. Nomadix shall have to.

- ' 5/10/2010 to reply to the Opposition of Best Western International Inc Responses due by g " ~

1 5/10/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: '
. ’ ' 'f." f EE 04/27/_2010) " . E. ”1.;

04/29/2010 431 ORDER- granting 419 Dfls notice to request permission to file for partial summary judgment of
invalidity. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/29/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

04/29/2010)

“ MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert .1 .. '3
Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief by Aptilo .

a ._ Networks, Inc. Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels
" International Inc, CiscoSystems, Inc, EthoStream, LLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail‘ :e1.

Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonalds Corp., Ramada Worldwide, Inc, SBC Internet Services, Inc., T-Mobile 1.315:
' USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Alexandra McTague, # 2 ExhibitA, # 3 r;n" 5‘”

” ' “""’ ' j' Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) T? -'

" ' .. ':_.“.-% (Entered. 04/29/2010) " " ' ‘ ". I, its I: . Ii

04/29/2010 433 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Excess Pages by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
LEE, .1 , (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 04/29/2010)

04/30/201'0?‘ 434‘ Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying' "9 - .
. . Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of . ,3! '

-_Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 04/30/2010) 7 '-
04/30/2010 435 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to DismissI

L11»... . .1 j ‘ ‘ 7 PanastmiC—1'16 I” '
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BestComm Networks, Inc.‘5 Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of _ .
Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered. 04/30/2010) 1 '

04/30/2010 436 REPLYto 418 Claim Construction Brief, 414 Claim Construction Brief,,Ifiled by Linksmart Wireless “ . .; ’ ‘
Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Affidavit of Andrew D. Weiss, # 2 Exhibit A to Weiss Decl. " ' » r
# 3 AffIidavit of Tal LaIvian, PH. D)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 04/30/2010) _ .- “s"

ORDER granting 435 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomandix Inc. 2.22% ;-;, . , '
Mo to Dismiss BestComm Networks Crossclaims and BestComm is hereby given an extension of
time up to and including Monday, May 24,2010 to respond to Nomadix Inc'5 Motion to Dismisss
BestComm Networks Crossclaims Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/3/10.

(,poa )(Entered. 05/04/2010) _. .2." ', 2-5....-

(15/04/2010 437 ORDER granting 433 Unopposed Motion for Leave to File Excess Pages. Order that the Plaintiff is
., 3 . . L granted leave to exceed the page limits for its Reply Brief required by P. R.4-5(c) by 5 pages. '-
.. ‘ ' ’ ‘ »: Signed by Magistrate Judge"Charles Everingham on 5/3/10. (poa, ) (Entered: 05/04/2010)

05/04/2010 438 ORDER granting 434 Fourteenth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying'
...~45“"; Document ProductionPursuant to PR 3-4. Pronto Networks Inc will have through May 14, 2010to

'3‘}; serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in accordance withf
- 15?”PatentRule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/3/10. (poa, ) (Entered05/04/2010)

05/05/2010 ‘ 4I4I0IINOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Todd Y Brandt on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology, _

 

 
  

.._-IF......._

05/93/2010-. .43I,I9“1.

 

  
 

 
 

  

 

  
 

 
 

 
\

05/07/2010 441 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to the Opposition of Best
Western International, 1n.c to Nomadix, Inc.‘5 Motion to Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments

# 1 Text of Proposed Order)(MuehIhauser, Douglas) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 442 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply by Aptilo Networks, Inc..,
~ ~.«~ —~~ -.1- ,';Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Best Western International, Inc, Choice Hotels International .2.

‘ Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental

'Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, Marriott .
International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC '

.. 5 Internet Services, Inc. Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc. Wayport, Inc.., iBAHN
' *2 General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order granting defendants' — -.

' unopposed motion for leave to file sur—reply, # 2 Exhibit Defendants' claim construction sur-reply,_

413..

  
.. .I

“i

 
 

. '_ . # 3 Affidavit of NoahLevine in support of defendants' claim construction sur-reply)(Levine, Noah)',. . ':(Entered 05/07/2010) I" .

05/07/2010 443 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Claim Construction Surreply Brief by Aptilo Networks, Inc.,:
‘ - . iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Gardner, Allen) ‘

‘ ' _ _.. ‘ 'II.IIII(Entered: 05/07/2010)
“‘4‘

OS/OIZ/ 01 “444 CLAIM CONSTRUCTION SUR- REPLY BRIEF filed by Aptilo Networks, Inc, iBAHN General Holdings
. 3' N" Corp.. (Gardner, Allen) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 445 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Best Western'5 International, Inc.‘5 Unopposed Motion For . _ _
' , ;';I“3‘. “ ”*Leave to Amend Its Answer and Counterclaims by Best Western International, Inc.. ' "

.‘v " ‘ ‘ ' . . (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Orde,r)(Joe Christopher) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 446 First Amended ANSWERto 1 Complaint Best Western International, Inc.' 5 First Amended Answer,
‘ Defenses and Counterclaims, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by'

Best Western International, Inc. .(JIoe, Christopher) (Entered. 05/07/2010)

 
 

     

  

 
 
 
  

 

I.nc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order, # 2 Claim Construction Brief, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit

3, # 4 Exhibit Exhibit 4)(Rogers, David) (Entered. 05/07/2010)

05/10/2010 448 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC' 5 Reply ANSWER to 423 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
Li.3154”; .WaprIgt's Amended Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) '.

(Entered: 05/10/2010) . . ~

05/10/2010 449 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC' 5 Reply ANSWER to 422 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
' . SBC Internet Services dba ATI Internet Services Amended Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless

Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)

05/10/2010 ”.450 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 424 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
McDonIald'5 Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew)5

 
 

  
 I. 2.3

,3” .. (Entered. 05/10/2010)

05/10/2010 451 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC' 5 Reply ANSWER to 426 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim

-:. --.- - -._ ' Mail Boxes Etc. Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew)
—?-—'—J~‘-~v~ - ~—' (Entered: 05/10/2010) ~ v; '2

05/10/2010 452 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC' 5 Reply ANSWER to 446 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim” I12: ‘4
Best Western Internatiional, Inc'5 Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, . ‘ '

LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (IEhtered: 05/10/2010)  1. J _
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05/10/2010 453 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC' 5 Reply ANSWER to 425 Answer to Complaint, CounterClaim 'Barnes & Noble Booksellers Inc.’5 Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology,-
' LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)

05/11/2010 454' ORDER granting 441 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to the Oppositionor;
. 3 '5 1 Best Western International Inc Responses due by 6/1/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charle ‘

,‘I’Everingham on 5/11/2010. (ch, )(Entered: 05/11/2010) .
ORDER: granting 442 Motion for Leave to File Claim Construction SurReply. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010)

05/11/2010 456 ORDER granting 443 Motion for Leave to File a Claim Construction Sur-reply Brief. Defendant:
‘ '3',“er.““T"iBAHN General Holdings Corp., joined by Aptilo Networks, Inc, may file its Claim Construction” 4

2. I; ‘ . .3 Sur-reply Brief. Signed by.Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:.._, 2

 
 

  

 

 
 

 
 

 

”I

3.:_ '35 05/11/2010) I. _:

05/11/2010 457 ORDER granting 445 Motion for Leave to File Amend Answer and Counteclaims. Signed by t
. Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010)

05/11/2010“3 "4583; ORDER granting 447 Motion for Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply. Signed by Magistrate
4 . .. Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010) . 

05/11/2010:459' RESPONSE to 436 Reply to Claim Construction Brief, Claim Construction Sur—Reply Brief of'.1“? r1, Defendants by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western

International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, $134.3,“ '
Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., I. '- .»

Marriott International, I.“n,c McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc, Ramada Woridwide, Inc.‘,‘~
- - SBC Internet Services, Inc, Six Continents Hotels Inc, T- Mobile USA, Inc, Wayport, Inc. '.

' -, (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Noah A. Levine, #2 Exhibit 1)(Richardson, Michael)"f.~ -‘
(Entered: 05/11/2010) ‘

05/12/2010- -460:’ Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Amended Answer by Choice Hotels International Inc.» '
{‘75,- a. 3'3" :?' .(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 05/12/2010) ' ,

‘1

 

05/12/2010461 First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint by Choice Hotels International Inc..(Smith, Michael)
' " ' (Entered. 05/12/2010)

05/13/2010¢.462—= NOTICE of Disclosure by SBC Internet Services, Inc. Wayport, Inc. of Second Supplemental Rule
' .' 26(a) Disclosures (Sayles,_ Richard) (Entered: 05/13/2010) ,

"2:.‘1 . :t.‘ _

05/14/2010 463 ORDER granting 460 Motion for Leave to File amended it answer. Signed by Magistrate Judge
-Charles Everingham on 5/14/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/14/2010) ..

05/14/2010 464 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ' ,
3 ,_- ~t Document Production Pursuant to P. R 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text-of. ‘4 , ..
' ' ' Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 05/14/2010) ~ ~- -‘ ~‘ .

05/I42291oI465 CLAIM CONSTRUCTION CHART filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: #"1
. I "7"?-i. 3 Exhibit Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/14/2010)

05/14/2010.. 466—- NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC Notice of Submission of Tutorial (Attachments # _ _—., ~

 

 

 
 

r3 . 1 Exhibit Ex. A— Tutorial)(_Gi2a, Alexander) (Entered: 05/14/2010) . .. 3.
05/14/2010 469. APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Intercontinental' "

“ ‘ " ‘ " ' ’v’. HotelsGroup Resources Inc,Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Intercontinental Hotels Group"
Resources Inc, Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Six Continents Hotels Inc, Erin P Gibson,John D

.Kintonfor Six Continents Hotels Inc. (Attachments: # 1 PHV Kinton RECEIPT 21--5362)(rml, ) 3 . so

(Entered: 05/17/2010) _..*:
05/17/2010 467 Unopposed SEALED PATENT MOTION for Leave to File First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions

~ - by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Best Western International, Inc.., '
Choice Hotels International Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc, EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels

Group.Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, Marriott : 1e, . -.. --
3, International, Inc, McDonalds. Corp, Pronto Networks, Inc, Ramada Woridwide, Inc, SBC '

Internet Services, In.,c Six Continents Hotels Inc, T— Mobile USA, Inc, Wayport, Inc.

*2.-_ ft”, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered:
' ' 05/17/2010)

05/17/2010 468 MOTION for Summary'Judgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U. S.C. Section 112, -2.~'~ ‘
‘ ' 3 ~ “’ by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Best Western International, Inc, ‘

,153 j":-:1. If: ChoiceHotels International Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, InterContinental Hotels
’. ' ' “ ‘3‘ " " Group PLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Marriott International, Inc, McDonalds Corp.., “

Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents
,. " 7 Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc, Wayport, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit (Part 1 of 2)

- .‘ —;E- .= —. Declaration of Noah A. Levine, # 2 Affidavit (Part 2 of 2) Delcaration of Noah A. Levine, # 3 Text '
3 .- of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 05/17/2010) , 3 _ :

05/17/2010 470- RESPONSE'In Opposition re I432 MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants'
Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff‘s Claim

1
' I.

 

 

 
 

 

 ii“ ~“' "T
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Construction Reply Brief MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Bn‘ef, Defendants' Motion to .- ,~ z“,
1 . Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply .n.‘ ’

Brief MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert ‘ ' '

Declaration of Dr Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief fled by ’4’:
1 -4 4...-_»' . 1“,,- Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 05/17/2010) 7‘

05/18/2010 471 ORDER granting 464 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. ORDERED that
5“"? "-3 Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc. 5 Fifteenth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve
" ._ Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will

5'; -_=:-__~_--have through 5/28/2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity 4 ,~. a: .

. r. ' . contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3—4. Signed by Magistmte Judge Charles Everingham .. .
'J‘n " .L:- _ -. on 5/18/2010. (ch, ) (Entered. 05/18/2010) . “ ‘

05/18/2010 472 ORDER granting 467 Sealed Patent Motion for leave to file First Supplemental Invalidity .
‘ Contentions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/18/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:‘

05/18/2010) “2‘ '1.-

 
 

 

 
. _._. ._.._..’.. ..

   

 

 
 

 

 

 . .._.. .. . f—-1—~-_u-.’v.—

05/20/ 010.4731 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Richard A Cederoth for Barnes & Noble . ,.Booksellers, Inc. R,ichard A Cederoth for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. ,Richard A Cederoth for McDonalds
‘ - C.,orp Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet Services, Inc. R,ichard A Cederoth for SBC Internet

_. Services, Inc. ,Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet Services, Inc. R,ichard A Cederoth for Waypo,rt ‘
Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5371. (ch, )(Entered: 05/20/2010) 1144......

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss
. .. BestComm Networks; Inc.‘5Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of"
P_roposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered. 05/21/2010) . . ,e-

RESPONSE in Opposition re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness-

, Under 35 U. S. C. Section 112, 2 filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: #:1‘1
Affidavit of Tal Lavian, Ph. D. )(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 05/23/2010)

-ORDER granting 474 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to:
Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 6/14/2010. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/25/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/25/2010)

~;"-.'Minu't<-2':'Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Markrnanm ..

4 ,, Hearing held on 5/25/2010. (Court Reporter Shelly Holmes, CSR. ) (Attachments. # 1 Attorney
3. sign- insheet) (ij) (Entered. 05/25/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying

document ProductionPursuant to P. R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments. # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen,- Aden) (Entered: 05/28/2010) * ‘ ”m ,

 

 

 
 

 

.:..,.

..,

ORDER granting 478 Motion for Extension of Time to to Serve Accompanying Document .
, Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4. Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc.5 Sixteenth Unopposed Motion

, for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P. R. 3-4 is
. GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through June 11,2010 to serve its accompanying ,

.j " document production to the invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by . '

‘- Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered. 06/01/2010)
06/01/2010 480 Unopp'osed MOTION for.Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best . .11

Western International, In.c to Nomadix, Inc.‘5 Motion to Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments.
# 1 Text of Proposed‘Order)(Mueh|hauser, Douglas) (Entered: 06/01/2010) .

06/02/201‘0ff481: ORDER granting 480 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply - reply to the '7. .
”’ ' " ‘ 5- I; Opposition of Best Western International Inc Responses due by 6/22/2010. Signed by Magistrate

" Judge Charles Everingham on 6/2/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/02/2010)

06/02/2010 482 REPLY TO RESPONSE in Support re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for
4..-4.4:.-. 4..-4;. Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, 2 Defendants' Reply in Support of Their Motion for-L --:- ~-

:' 717' ' ‘ Partial Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U. S. C. 112.2 filed by Aptilo j .
“1.3., ,3. j. -: Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels 1' f i ‘ "

‘ ' ‘ =" International Inc. CiscoSystems Inc, EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group .
2 Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, .'

Inc., McDonalds Corpt,’ Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents
.4 - _ 4.--. ,.:; Hotels Inc, T—Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp. . (Richardson,

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

  
 

 ' . 4.2.: , Michael) Modified on 6/2/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 05/02/2010)
06/02/2910 -- NOTICE FROM CLERK re 482 Response in Support of Motion. Entry was modified by clerk to show

-‘ :grfriglg . . that it is a reply to response. (sm, ) (Entered: 06/02/2010)

06/03/2010‘“ 48.3,... Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. _ f. .. . .
- r ' (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Brandt, Todd) (Entered: 06/03/2010) . ' .1.

06/04/2010 484 ORDER granting 483 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Todd Y Brandt terminated
, ~ Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on

6/4/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/04/2010)  
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131 1 I I LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:
1 1‘ (36/07/2010)

06(09/2910--. 48: ORDER granting 485 Joint MOTION to Dismiss Pronto Networks, Inc. with PrejudiceIf led by ‘, ,--- - ' Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Pronto Networks, Inc. terminated. Signed by JudgeDavi‘ " 2
‘ .3.Folsom on 6/9/10. (mrrn, ) (Entered: 06/09/2010) . .~—_ 1:711“: _.

06/11/20104487 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss
. . .. ‘ BestComm Networks, Inc.’5 Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered. 06/11/2010) “ ..
06/15/2010 488 ORDER granting 487 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 413 MOTION to j“

. _- .g' Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.‘5 Crossclaims Responses due by 7/6/2010 Signed by .2
-. Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/15/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/15/2010) “

06/18/2010 489 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Eric Charles Flagel for Linksmart Wireless
. .., Technology, LLC. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1—5415) (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/18/2010)

06/22/2010 49 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best .
I 9: Western International, Inc. to Nomadix, Inc.5 Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third--Party Complaint

' - by Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered:
06/22/2010)

06/23/2010. 491‘ ORDER granting 490 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re. to Best Western
. , International Inc Oppositionto Nomadix'5 Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third--Party complaint

- 7.;5 ~-., Responses due by 7/6/2010 Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/23/2010.
" ‘A ,' (,ch ) (Entered: 06/23/2010)

06/30/2010 492 MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER- the court issues the following order concerning the claim
. L - . - construction issues. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/30/2010. (ch, ) "-

1.7:_ flhi‘i (Entered: 06/30/2010) ,

   
 

 
* 'r

 
 
I
-3...

 

 
 

 

  
(Lee, Irene) (Entered. 06/30/2010)

07/01/2010 4944 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss .
BestComm Networks, Inc.‘5 Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

-. Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 07/01/2010)
o7/oI/2o1o 49s REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for 1'5' L

Indefiniteness Under 35 U. S. C. Section 112, recommending granting in part deft's motion. Signe11

 

 
 _by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/01/2010) _ I.-

07/01/2010496 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Best Western International, Inc. (Attachments
, I...” " # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 07/01/2010) .

 
07/02/2010498 ORDER granting 496 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Andrea L Marconi terminated.1

I <_ Signed by Magistrate JudgeCharles Everingham on 7/2/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/02/2010) ' " 
 
 

 

 
 
 

07/06/2910 499 NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of CLAIM CONSTRUCTION HEARING held on
- ., 5/25/10 before Judge Chad Everingham. Court Reporter/Transcriber: Shelly Holmes, " ' ,

-- ~ . ~~-: =7 CSR,Telephone number. (903) 663-5082. (116 Pages) NOTICE RE REDACTION OF TRANSCRIPTS '
,- ~45 11:1 The parties have seven (7) business days to file with the Court a Notice of Intent to Request ' 1 1

' - Redaction of this transcript. If no such Notice is filed, the transcript will be made remotely
electronically available to the public without redaction after 90 calendar days. The policy is

located on our website at wwvv.txed uscourts.gov Transcript may be viewed at the court public  
2 ‘? ~ . . Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction Request due

.5 ‘, : .. 7/30/2010. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 8/9/2010. Release of Transcript Restriction set
‘..‘; . '5 for 10/7/2010 (tja, )(Entered: 07/06/2010) ,- . .

07/06/2010 500 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best Western

‘ 1 International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc. 5 Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-P-arty Complaintybym.0
. Nomadix, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: ' _ IS}

11.115. . 1‘07/06/2010)m-",4-,.",".

07/07/2010- 501 ORDER granting 500 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re: 402 Opposition of
t -. . » Best Western International Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/7/2010.
4.--“....- .._ (ch, )(Entered: 07/07/2010) - .

07/14/2010 502 RESPONSE to 492 Memorandum & Opinion by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
. _ .. . In.,c Best Western International, Inc, Choice Hotels International Inc, Cisco Systems, Inc.., , ,

‘-'="= r ‘ r, EthoStream, LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonalds Corp., Ramada Worldwide, Inc, SEC Internet} .
Services, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc, Wayport, Inc, iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # '

1 Textof Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 07/14/2010) '-
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07/14/2010 503 RESPONSE OBJECTIONS to 492 Memorandum Opinion and Order by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 7/28/2010 (sm,). (Entered. 07/14/2010)“,

07/15/2010 50.22. OBJECTION to 495 Report and Recommendations by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss,_ ,-
. . -:~ Andrew) (Entered. 07/15/2010) 1.‘

07/15/2010505 Response to 492 Order filed by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

 a-Ma

 

. 3" . 5;! Proposed Order 0rder)(Rogers, David) Modified on 7/16/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 07/15/2010) _ 3
o7/16720'13‘" 17” NOTICE FROM CLERK re 505. Clerk has modified this entry, per atty, to add the link and entry to

 
 

 

show it is a responseto #492 Memorandum Order. (sm, ) (Entered: 07/16/2010)

07/22/2010 506_ NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Robert F Gookin on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology " 7
.- LLC (Gookin, Robert)(Entered: 07/22/2010) :~ "~

07/26/2010.,507: Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best: -
._ - ~ .'--~., Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss Third-Party Complaint by .. -.

" Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed 0rder)(MuehIhauser, Douglas) (Entered:_..
’ 07/26/2010)

ORDER granting 507 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western International, ,

‘5 Inc. 5 Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third- Party Complaint. Responses duec "
- by 8/10/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/27/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: . 3'
,3. 07/27/2010) -. ~ -

RESPONSE to 492 Memorandum & Opinion Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiff‘s Objections to June '2} .
30, 2010 Memorandum and Order Regarding Claim Construction by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Barnes33%:
& Noble Booksellers, Inc. Best Western International, Inc, Choice Hotels International Inc. Cisco '

. Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet {-2
2‘ - Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., . ’
'7" Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN

General Holdings Corp.. (Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 07/28/2010)

RESPONSE to 504 Pla objections to Report and Recommendation by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Barnes -- ~‘<'-~
‘ & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Best Western International, Inc., Choice Ho tels International Inc.., ‘ fl :- ,

Cisco Systems, Inc, EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet ' ' '
,. 3' Interactive Corporation,,Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, Marriott International, Inc, McDonalds Corp.., _

‘ Ramada Worldwide, Inc, SBC Internet S ervices, Inc. Six Continents Hotels Inc, T—Mobile USA,

Inc, VlLayport, Inc.., iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Richardson, Michael) (Richardson, Michael)
_..-.: .24- ' ..:' Modified on 7/28/2010 (srn, ). (Entered: 07/28/2010) , =

07/28/2010.-- .NOTICE FROM CLERK of modifications to entries 503 Objection to Report and Recommendations -‘ '
‘ . r ‘ Changed the event to response to non—motion, 510 Response to Non-Motion — Changed link from

492 to 504. (sm, ) (Entered: 07/28/2010)

08/10/201045115. Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best .5

" 1 : Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.‘5 Motion to Dismiss Third--Party Complaint by. '

 

   

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 43!!)

-. L _ Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1Text of Proposed 0rder)(MuehIhauser, Douglas) (Entered:
‘ ._ j 08/10/2010) - ;

08/11/2010 512 ORDER granting 511 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western International, I
- . 3, Inc. 5 Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-P-arty Complaint. Nomadix-

‘" ' '_ T" “ ”.’, Responses due by8/24/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/11/10.

“3.". ..:”.‘ (ehs, )(Entered: 08/11/2010)
08/12 -010513 NOTICE by Choice Hotels International Inc. of Letter Brief Requesting Permission to file Motion for

’- .2 " Summary Judgment (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 - Letter Brief)(Smith, Michael) (Entered:

 
 

 

 
 

, $43.23;; __ 08/12/2010) . 5:-..

08/13/2010 514 ***FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY. PLEASE IGNORE. *** NOTICE by LodgeNet lnteraCtive 13.; .3;-
,. . . 3. .Corporation of Unenforceability Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) Modified on 8/16/2010 (ch, )2; '

. ,. (Entered. 08/13/2010) “ -

08/16/2010 :4 ***FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY Document # 514, Notice. PLEASE IGNORE. *** (ch, )
' ' (Entered: 08/16/2010)

.._- —fi.. ..-

08/16/2010' 515‘; NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance Regarding Preliminary =- :‘t ‘. Unenforceability Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered. 08/16/2010) "

08/17/2010"‘ 516 ORDER grants 513 Notice for leave to file motion for summary judgmentifiled by Choice Hotels
.- ._.fi_..3;" M..... International Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/17/10. (ehs, ) (Entered.

08/17/2010) . . .

SEALED MOTION Unopposed Motion for Leave to Serve First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions j"1.;
3 by Aptilo Networks, Inc, Best Western International, Inc, Choice Hotels International Inc, CiSco E 3.1:.

Systems, Inc, EthoStream, LLC, InterContinental Hotels GroUp PLC, Intercontinental Hotels
. Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Marriott International, Inc, Ramada ‘ .~

- < » ~~~ -.- Worldwide, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp:.~,~-~ 21.52:. «CL
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: - r .. -‘-‘- ~
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08/20/2010 518 NOTICE of Disclosure by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds COrpi e» I»
‘ “Li-.24.:-SBC Internet SerVIces, Inc. Wayport, Inc. of Amended Invalidity Contentions (Sayles, Richard)!“ " 3'"

' fa“. (Entered. 08/20/2010) ,

08/20/ 010 519 NOTICE of Disclosure by Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, Marriott International, Inc., . _.
*5”-;~ _ Six Continents Hotels Inc of Amended Invalidity Contentions (Guaragna, John) (Entered: . 4.. . . he;

08/20/2010) . . . - ‘. VI"

08/20/2010 520 ORDER granting 517 Sealed Motion to Serve First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions. Signed byh ‘ ‘
. Magistrate Judge CharlesEveringham on 8/20/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/20/2010) - ‘

 

 

 

BestComm Networks, Inc.‘5 Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered. 08/20/2010)

08/23L2010 §2_3_.. ORDER granting 522 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc. 5 Motion to" i
" Dismiss BestComm Networks,Inc. 5 Crossclaims. Responses due by 9/3/2010. Signed by 1‘. .

Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/23/10. (ehs, ) (Entered. 08/23/2010) '
08/24/2010 524 Unopposed MOTION forExtension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best- .

' ‘ Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.‘5 Motion to Dismiss Third-P-arty Complaint by

Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered:

 

 

- -- —~~ 'r- 08/24/2010) = - ~ -‘

08/25/2010525“ ORDER granting 524 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western International ' . I.
"- a.- i— j ., Inc. 5 Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third--Party Complaint. Nomadix shall

‘,3“ 'r - . file Response by 9/7/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/25/10. (ehs, )
 
. (Entered: 08/25/2010)~' xwf-nge-77w»-'- ‘5'?“ _ a _

08/25/2010 526 NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. (Notice of Joinder Regarding Disclosure -
. of Amended and Supplemental Invalidity Contentions) (Smith, Michael) (Entered. 08/25/2010)

08/27/2010 527 Joint MOTION to Stay Pending Finalization of Settlement by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.., .
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, McDonaIds Corp., SBC Internet
Services, Inc, Wayport, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard)

(Entered: 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010 52; NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. of Letter Brief Requesting Permission to file Motion '
- for Summary Judgment (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Letter Brief)(Rogers, David) (Entered:

lv4.”: -- .1- -;- .

 

 

 ek'.

  ~ :2, . ' I {'3' ‘- 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010‘"- 529“ Joint MOTION to Stay Deadlines Pending Finalization of Aptilo Settlement Agreement by
1.3%;t1": ‘3. Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, AndreW)

- " 3~' _(Entered: 08/27/2010)-
08/27/2010 530 MOTION for Summary JIIdgment of Non--Infringement by Choice Hotels International Inc.. '

'. - _ - 2-; .- 5 Exhibit 6, # 6 Text olf Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/27/2010) - m
08/27/2010 531‘ SEALED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTS to Main Document: 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of

‘25}2g1-J..1_“€ " Non--Infringement. (Attachments. # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 3, # 3 Exhibit 7, # 4 Exhibit 8, # 5
'f‘ -I. -.I . Exhibit 9, # 6 Exhibit 10, # 7 Exhibit 11)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010 532-. APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Brian F McMahon for LodgeNet Interactive -.
- Corporation. (APPROVED FEE PAID)2-1-5593(ch, )(Entered: 08/27/2010)

08/30/2010 533 NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance Regarding Amended Invalidty "
‘_ Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered. 08/30/2010) -

08/30/2010 542 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Paul W Kletzly for LodgeNet Interactive

. .._.- - --- . Corporation. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2- 1— 5597 (ch, ) (Entered. 09/01/2010) :

08/31/2010 534 ORDER granting 528 request ti file a motion for summary judgment filed by Best Western
gr}:-;;,-L; , , International, Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
,1:fie. f. .‘ . 08/31/2010)

08/31/2010'w 535. ORDER__granting 527 Motion to Stay. all proceedings in the above-captioned consolidated matter
,~ between plaintiff Linksmart Wireless LLC and defendants SBC Internet Services, Inc, d/b/a AT&T

.-::j .1; , . Internet Services, McDonald' 5 Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. Mail Boxes Etc., Inc, and ,.
' : Wayport, Inc. ("the AT&T/Wayport defendants") are stayed for sixty (60) days. All currently ; {uggjxfi

- pendin'g deadlines, as they apply to proceedings brought against the AT&T/Wayport defendants ' '
are vacated. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/10. (ehs ) (Entered:

-.- - -. _g‘ '5 08/31/2010) 1 ~

08/31/2010 536 ORDER granting 529 Motion to Stay. All deadlines in the present case with respect to Aptilo and
» - - all deadlines of Linksmart with respect to Aptilo are stayed for 45 days, pending a motion to "

 

u-

 

 

 

 

 
". -' ' ‘: 5;. Panasonic-.1011
“‘7 '5 ’7 - ' .. ' Page 234 "Of-30];



Panasonic-1011 
Page 235 of 307

‘i,;:.".3 ; .: . -.. . . :59».

i‘. Best Available Copy5  
same. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:

08/31/2010)

Unopposed MOTION to Amend/Correct Docket Control Order for a Temporary Extension to'
, Facilitate Settlement Completion and Negotiations by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. , . _

(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 08/31/2010) . . .. .244:— ‘

08/31/2010 538 REPORT of Mediation by James W Knowles. Mediation result: Partial Settlement(Knowles, James) E .
(Entered. 08/31/2010) .

09/01/2010 539 ORDER granting 537 Motion to Amend docket control order. All deadlines in the Docket ControlET.
Order 'are continued by 60 days.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/1/10..I.~

.__-‘. 3.. ..-.‘.;.‘.(ehs, )(Entered: 09/01/2010)

-*PLEASE IGNORE. DUPLICATE ORDER* ORDER STAYING CASE Signed by Judge David Folsom on"' I
9/1/10. (mrm, )Modified on 9/1/2010 (mrm, ). (Entered: 09/01/2010)

.- ***DUPLICATE ORDER. Document # 540, Order. PLEASE IGNORE. *** (mrm, ) (Entered: ‘ ..
09/01/2010) .. ..: ,tt.

09/01/2010 '541 APPLICATION to Appear Pro'Hac Vice by Attorney Paul E Veith for Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
-. i _, ‘. -Inc.,Pa_ul E Veith for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,Paul E Veith for McDonalds Corp.,Paul E Veith for SBC-
*~‘ “- , _’ ‘ Internet Services, Inc. ,Paul E Veith for SBC Internet Sen/ices, Inc. ,Paul E Veith for SBC Intemetia

' Services, Inc. ,Paul E Veith for Wayport, Inc. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5600) (ehs, )(Entered
- .. 09/01/2010) -‘-*. 5

09/02/2010‘.543; REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS re 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss.1 "
“' ‘ ‘ filed by Nomadix, Inc. For the reasons stated herein, the undersigned recommends DENYING the

motion to strike and GRANTING in part and DENYING in part the motion to dismiss. A party has

, 14 days to file written objections after being served a copy of this order. Signed by Magistrate
JudgeCharles Everingham on 9/1/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/02/2010) ,_ 1.];. _

09/10/2010 544 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 530 MOTION for Summary
. é . .. . Judgment of Non-I-nfn'ngement by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Text of“

4* min ry? Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered. 09/10/2010) . "

09/13/2010 545 ORDER granting 544 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Choice Hotels International
. " ' In.c5 Motion for Summary Judgment of Non--Infringement. Responses due by 9/20/2010. The__

‘ deadline for Choice Hotels International, Inc. to file its reply to Choice Hotels International, Inc.5
‘ Motion for Summary Judgment of Non——Infringement [Dkt. No. 530]. Replies due by 10/7/2010"
Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/13/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/13/2010)

09/15/2010 546 MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Best.
+734443 - ~—Western International, Inc, Choice Hotels International Inc. Cisco Systems, Inc, EthoStream,

' ‘ " . .. LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet
-_ .- - ’. Interactive Corporation,Marriott International, Inc. Ramada Worldwide, Inc., Six Continents . -
.u. . ' 5 HotelsInc, T-Mobile USA, Inc, iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments. # 1 Affidavit -’ .._-’ I '

. 1 ' ' Declaration of Noah Levine, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3, '# 5 Exhibit 4, # 6 Exhibit‘ ' "

 
 

 

 

  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
.'w H:

 

 

 
 --—~ A-E——..— 13 Text of Proposed Order)(Beck, David) (Entered. 09/ 15/2010) -..., ‘I ‘I’.. . ' ‘ If.

09/16/2010547? Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss"
: BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 09/16/2010)

09/16/2010.- 548.. Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Cisco Systems, Inc. T- Mobile USA, Inc. -. g

‘ .3112}. ,.;,' ': : (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Chen, Joyce) (Additional attachment(s) added on- ‘ '. -.
”‘3- ' ‘ ‘ 9/20/2010: # 2 REVISED ORDER) (sm, ). (Entered: 09/16/2010) E

09/20/2010 549 ORDER granting 547 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc. 5 Motion to“;
Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc. 5 Crossclaims. Responses due by 9/29/2010. Signed by "

Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/20/10. (ehs, ) (Entered. 09/20/2010)

09/20/2010 5S0.“Y ORDER, granting 548 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as AttorneyIfiled by Cisco Systems,Inc'.,
. .. T-Mobile USA, Inc.. ,Attomey Joyce Chen terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 9/20/10.

(mrm, ) (Entered: 09/20/2010)

09/20/2010 551 SEALED RESPONSE to Motion re 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non-I-nfn'ngementifiled
‘1'“? "T" ‘ """' by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Robert Gookin
5 . in Support of Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Response to Defendant Choice Hotels .. , . . .

’ International, Inc.5 Motion for Summary Judgment of NonInfringement, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 ' ,. . a
Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit C, .# 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit G, # 9 Exhibit H,s‘ .

# 10 Exhibit1,# 11 Exhibit], # 12 Exhibit K (part 1), # 13 Exhibit K (part 2), # 14 Exhibit K.‘ ‘ .‘ .
- (part 3), # 15 Exhibit L, # 16 Exhibit M, # 17 Exhibit N, # 18 Exhibit 0, # 19 Exhibit P, # 20 , .‘~._ ‘ "

‘ "' f" r Exhibit Q, # 21 Exhibit R, # 22 Exhibit S, # 23 ExhibitT, # 24 Exhibit U, # 25 Exhibit V, # 26:7 3 , 5‘1"
‘ mm: ‘ ' ExhibitW, # 27 Exhibit X, # 28 Exhibit Y)(Gookin, Robert) (Entered: 09/20/2010) ~ ' ‘ " ‘

09/21/2010 .552 Additional Attachments to Main Document (Amended Cert of Service): 551 Sealed Response to
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- - —..~' .. Motion:,,.. (Gookin, Robert) Modified on 9/21/2010 (sm,). (Entered: 09/21/2010)

09/24/20I1Q 553 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Choice Hotels International Inc. identifying. . ' ~ Corporate Parent None for Choice Hotels International Inc. (Smith, Michael) (Entered:
09/24/2010)

09/27/2010-x554 ORDER adopting 543 Report and Recommendations, granting in part and denying in part 382:4 I

5» . .z, . .’ " E . MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss filed by Nomadix, Inc. Signed by Judge}, ,""‘5‘. I_:~ II: David Folsom on 9/27/.10I. -(mrrIn, )(EnItered: 09/27/2010) .- ‘ ‘ -

 

  

 Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 09/29/2010)n--- ””“T "'r'

E. ORDER granting 555 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc. 5 Motion to. .2?_Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc. 5 Crossclaims. Responses due by 10/29/2010. Signed by n

Magistrate Judge Charles EveringhamIon 9/30/10. (ehs, ) (Entered. 09/30/2010) ‘
 

 
 

 

 

I :rI FOR ASTAY PENDING THE REEXAMINATION OF THE PATENT IN SUIT)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered ..
' ' 10/04/2010) ~ . .Ifi -

10/05/20102558 ORDER granting 557 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Defendants' Motion for.‘
. Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit (Motion). Responses due by 10/8/2010. ‘

Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/5/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/05/2010).

10/05/2010 559 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Bruce D. Kuyper on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,

. III LLC (Kuyper, Bruce) (Entered. 10/05/2010)
10/07/2010 560REPLYto Response to Motion re 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non- Infringement filed ‘ i . I. .

‘ II. ‘-‘ - by Choice Hotels International Inc. .:(Attachments # 1 Exhibit Declaration of G. Lyons)(Smith;.‘ ‘.‘, If
‘II I f-. . . Michael) (Entered. 10/07/2010) . ‘

10/07/2010 561' SEALED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTS to Main Document. 560 Choice Hotels International, Inc.‘5 'i.v . I -. Reply to Response toMotion for Summary Judgement of Noninfringement. (Attachments. # 1. --.

..._ ”."*T"_""I'Exhibit 12, # 2 Exhibit 13, # 3 Exhibit 14, # 4 Exhibit 15)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 10/07/2910);I.
10/07/2010 562‘ Amended THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT of Best Western International, Inc. against BestCommgr”. -

 

 

, “raw-: 2 Networks, Inc, Nomadix, Inc, filed by Best Western International, Inc. .(Rogers, David) (Entered:
If";. V - - 10/07/2010)

10/08/2010—---563- Joint MOTION Entry of Amended Protective Order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. _-.
“ * MC ‘. (Attachments. # 1 ExhibitA, # 2 Exhibit B)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on

I‘" ' '.-II10/8/2II010:# 3 REVISED ORDER) (srn, ). (Entered: 10/08/2010)
10/08/2010 564 RESPONSE to Motion re546 MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit '

NOTICE OF NON-~0PPOS1TION filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1

Text of Proposed Order Granting Defendants' Motion for Stay Pending the Reexamination 9f the T
.-- T‘n -.',. «we a

II 4 5', Patent In Suit)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered. 10/08/2010)
10/1I1/2010565 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney Alexandra McTague by Cisco Systems, Inc., T- 7

$.31." Mobile USA, Inc. (Attachments. # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered:
. . 10/11/2010)
:It' II II .41":

10/12/2010 566 ORDER granting 565 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Alexandra B McTague terminated .
. I for Defendants Cisco Systems, Inc. and T-Mobile USA. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles '_‘~1 - '1‘

= ' .IIEveringham on 10/12I/10. (eIhs, )(Entered:10/12/2010) ‘

10/12/2010 567 NOTICE by T- Mobile USA, Inc. of Firm Name Change (Ruthenberg, Kirk) (Entered: 10/12/2010) '
10/1II2/29105.68. AMENDED AGREED PROTECTIVE ORDER. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham OII'IIII'* I

. . I10/12/IlO. (ehs, ) (Entered. 10/12/2010) .~.
10/13/2010 569 REPORT of Mediation by James w Knowles. Mediation result. Suspended(Knowles, James)
. ,Tm};- I'~_I I, (Entered. 10/13/2010)

10/13/2010 570 Unopposed MOTION in Response to First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western
7'3“?“ 7" International, Inc. re 562 Third Party Complaint by BestComm Networks, Inc. (Attachments:# '1
“a ' ' ~, .. Text of Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Additional attachment(s) added on 10/22/2010: # 2

' ’ ' . REVISED ORDER) (smI, ). (Entered: 10/13/2010)
10/14/2010 571 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re 562 Third Party Complaint by I

. . I. Nomadjx, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(MuehIhauser, Douglas) (Entered:

. ...; . __,-_. . 10/14/2010) .4. 3:. _-I_..

10/15/20I10 572 ORDER granting 571 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer. Third--Party th Nomadix Inc
55: m‘,‘ . deadline to respond to Best Western International Ins First Amended Third- Party Complaint is' ;é7o‘1.5- .E extended to 11/12/2010 Signed by Magistrate Judge Charies Everingham on 10/15/2010. (ch, )
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10/18/2010 573

 
1 Robert) (Entered. 10/18/2010)

.10/1972010 574

10/26/2010575.:
.. a. mug: . "7,2.

 
{'24.}.

10/27/2010 577
.H Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.‘5 Crossclaims Responses due by 11/29/2010. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/27/2010 (ch, ) (Entered. 10/27/2010) ‘2’

10/29/2010 578’

 
mug/2010' 581

11/24/2010582'r
 

01/12/20111. 583

04/2§/2011' ' $84

04/25/2011-- .

 
10/19/2011 585
02/01/2012 586

-02/01/2012) .- . ,.

02/02/2612 -- '

02/03/2012 587ffg'.‘ _.-

 

WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC'S SURREPLY TO DEFENDANT CHOICE HOTELS INTERNATIONALT'T"I E ‘

1"- 10/26/10. (ehs, )(Entered:10/27/2010)

__: plead further and assert additional defenses in response to the First Amended Third Party

. y SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services, Wayport, Inc., McDonald's Corp.., ,

.Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc, and Mail Boxes Etc With Prejudice)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:

With'Prejudice filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds

. 1 terminated. Signed by'Judge David Folsom on 11/12/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 11/12/2010)

., . . LLC. (Attachments. #1 Text of Proposed Order Dismissal With Prejudice)(Weiss, Andrew) .. t.IL
' r (Entered: 11/19/2010). , --, :7-..-

-' , Withdrawal of attorney Cynthia Lopez Beverage (Ungerman, Mark) Modified on 4/25/2011 (sm, )1It

Best AVaila-ble Copy

(Entered: 10/15/2010)

SEALED LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLCS SURREPLY TO DEFENDANT CHOICE HOTELS
INTERNATIONAL, INC.S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NON-INFRINGEMENT 530

 
MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non--Infringement filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC. (Attachments. # 1 SECOND DECLARATION OF ROBERT GOOKIN IN SUPPORT OF LINKSMART

  
 

INC. '5 MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NON-INFRINGEMENT, # 2 Exhibit A)(G00kin,

SEALED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTS to Main Document. 573 Attachment to Exhibit A.

(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Gookin, Robert) (Entered. 10/ 19/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss 15:.
BestComm Networks, Inc.‘5 Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Textof"

Proposed 0rder)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered. 10/26/2010)
ORDER granting 546 Motion to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent-In-Suit (D. I. 546)

. .. and Linuksmart's Notice of Non--Opposition, including the conditions set forth in Linksmart's Notice, .. .._.,
‘ '~ findings set forth herein. This stay will not affect the briefing schedule for Choice's currently .1" ‘ .

 
 

pending motion for summary judgment. Signed by Magistrate _Judge Charles Everingham on .

ORDER granting 575 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 413 MOTION to

ORDER granting 570 Motion Response to First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western
International, Inc. The parties have agreed that BestComm hereby reserves the right to file a
motion under Rule 12(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and/or an amended answer to

Complaint of Best Western International, Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everinghamon ,,
10/29/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/29/2010) ,

- \

Joint MOTION to Dismiss SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services, Wayport, Inc.., . I-
McDonald' 5 Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., and Mail Boxes Etc. With Prejudice by ‘ 3“

Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Dismlssing W

 

 

  
11/10/2010)
ORDER, granting 579 Joint MOTION to Dismiss SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet
Services, Wayport, Inc., McDonald's Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., and Mail Boxes Etc.~«-r-

Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc., and Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. «fig-1:: »
 

 
 

Joint MOTION to Dismiss Aptilo Networks, Inc. With Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless Technology-

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE, granting 581 Joint MOTION to Dismiss Aptilo Networks,
Inc. With Prejudice filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Aptilo Networks, Inc.
terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/24/10. (mrm, ) (Entered. 11/24/2010)

NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Change of Address for David E. Rogers,-

Counsel for Best Western International, Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 01/12/2011)

***DE_FICIENT DOCUMENT, PLEASE IGNORE. *** NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporationof.“V  

 (Entered. 04/25/201 1)

NOTICE of DEFICIENCY regarding the #584 Notice of withdrawal submitted by LodgeNet . . ,
Interactive Corporation. No certificate of service was included and a motion is required to . . .1 s. .

withdraw atty of record. Correction should be made by 1 business day and refled as a motion.
‘ (sm, )(Entered: 04/25/2011)

NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc Notice of Compliance (Stein, David) (Entered. 10/19/201‘1)
Unopposed MOTION to Lift Stay by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments. # 1 ‘ . H
Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 2/2/2012 (sm, ). (Entered: ' '

 NOTICE FROM CLERK re 586 Unopposed MOTION to Stay and Unopposed MOTION to Lifl: Stay-
Clerk is going to terminate the motion to stay and modify entry to reflect that it is only 1 motlonII. 3,3.,
which to lift stay. (sm, )(Entered: 02/02/2012) W

ORDER LIFrING STAY, granting 586 Unopposed MOTION to Lift Stay filed by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/3/12. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/03/2012)
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’~"J=:':V-__,_(Entered: 02/06/2012) 
02/06/2012 .589

02/07/2012 590

....._... Fr

02/28/2012591}‘13"
 

02/29/2012” 592.Qb’n‘.
.I- Wavv‘2'7...- :

03/01/2012593
"ii-”If ..

03/01/2012 59.4
_, Worldwide, Inc. (Gilpin, Brian) (Entered. 03/01/2012)
 

.purposes. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/6/12. (mrm, ) (Entered. 02/06/2012)

' 1. Caroline Craven on 2/7/2012. (sm, ) (Entered: 02/07/2012)

 

; Best-available Copy ~v._.,.

ORDER denying without prejudice 413 Motion to Dismiss; denying without prejudice 432 Motion!
to Strike, denying without prejudice 468 Motion for Summary Judgment, denying without
prejudice 530 Motion for Summary Judgment. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/6/12. (mrm, )

ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven for all pretrial

ORDER SCHEDULING STATUS CONFERENCE, ( Status Conference set for 3/13/2012 11:00 AM i

Ctrrn 403 (Texarkana) before Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven. ). Signed by Magistrate Judge

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney John W Holcomb for Nomadix, Inc. (APPROVED
.FEE PAID) 6— 7416. (ch, )(Entered: 02/28/2012)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Sid Leach on behalf of Best Western International, Inc.

(Leach Sid) (Entered: 02/29/2012)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by M. Dru Montgomery on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc".
(Montgomery, M.) (Entered: 03/01/2012)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian G Gilpin on behalf of Ethostream, LLC, Ramada ‘7

1

'- Copyright © 2012 LexisNexis CourtLink, Inc. All rights reserved. ,
*** THIS DATA IS FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY ***
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ENGLISH-ABST:  
A data redirection system for redirecting user's data based on a stored rule set. The redirectionof data
is-performed by a redirection server, which receives the redirection rule sets for each user from an
authentication and accounting server, and a database. Prior to using the system, users authenticate

withfltheauthentIcatIon and accounting server, and receive a network address. The authentication and
accounting server retrieves the proper. rule set for the user, and communicates the rule set and the
user's address to the redirection-server. The redirection server then implements the redirection rule set

for the user'saddress. Rule sets are removed from the redirection server either when the users: gig.
disconnects, or based on some predetermined event. New rule sets are added to the redirection serveea,
either when a_ user connects, or based on some predetermined event. fi;" fl:
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 SUMMARY " ‘

 
FIEEO‘OE-THE INVENTION
Thisinvention relates to the field of Internet communications, more particularly, to a database system,

 for Use in dynamically redirecting and filtering Internet traffic. -._1. I ~. 13m-

. ‘ ‘ 133.. '~.
BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION ‘ ' '
Jaw, _
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- “~5—‘"3"1‘“ - .- Page 241' of 307‘ 



Panasonic-1011 
Page 242 of 307

Best Available Copy a.

‘ 3%
In priorart systems as shown inFIG.1when an Internet user establishes a connection with an Interns?“ ,
ServiceProvider (ISP), the user first makes a physical connection between their computerlOOand‘a"1““

~dial-upnetWorking sérver102, the user provides to the dial--up networking server their userID and_
pass 0rdThe dial——up networking server then passes the user ID and password, along with a
temporary Internet Protocol (IP) address for use by the user to the ISP's authentication and accounting
Server104A’detailed description of the IP communications protocol is discussed inInternetWorkI’ng
withTCP/IP, 3rd ed., Douglas Comer, Prentice Hall, 1995, which is fully incorporated herein by -~ _

reference. The authentication and accounting server, upon verification of the user ID and password

 

 
 

andthen logs:the connection andassigned IP address. For the duration of thatsession, wheneverthe-- ’
userw6IIld make a request to the Internet110via a gateway108, the end user would be identified by
theftemporarily assigned IP address.

, Thé‘éredIrection of Internet traffic is most often done with World Wide Web (WWW) traffic (morei"
speCIfcally, traffic using the HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol)). However, redirection is not limitedt9

WWW traffic,and the concept is v'alid for all IP services. To illustrate how redirection is accomplishe ' '

 

 

 

 
  

(hypertext markup language) file) to some other WWW page. First, the user instructs the WWW;‘*:;
browser (typically software running on the user's PC) to access a page on a remote WWW serveli;b
typing in the URL (universal resource locator) or clicking on a URL link. Note that a URL provides
Information about the communications protocol, the location of the server (typically an Internet domain
name or IP address), and the location of the page on the remote server. The browser next sends a
request.to.theserver. requesting the page. In response to the user's request, the web server sendsthe

' requested page to the browser. The page, however, contains html code instructing the browser to _
request sbme. other WWW page—'hence the redirection of the user begins. The browser thenrequests 31:
the redirected WWW page according to the URL contained in the first page's html code. Alternately"
redirection can also be accomplished by coding the page such that it instructs the browser to run;’ '
program, likea Java applet or: the like, which then redirects the browser. One disadvantageWithi.”
current redirection technology is that control of the redirection is at the remote end, or WWW server-
end' ’andnot the local, or user end. That is to say that the redirection is performed by the remote
server'lnot the u'sers local gateway.

g+ .-.‘

 
 

 
Filteringpackets at the Internet Protocol (IP) layer has been possible using a firewall deviceorother
packet filtering device for severalyears. Although packet filtering is most often used to filter packets
coming into a.private network for security purposes, once properly programed, they can filter outg9ihg ’:
packets sent from users to a specific destination as well. Packet filtering can distinguish, and filter;
based o_n,thetype of IP service contained within an IP packet. For example, the packet filtercan.
determine if the packet contains FI'P (file transfer protocol) data, WWW data, or Telnet sessiondatas
Service identification is achieved by identifying the terminating port number contained within each IP
paCRét header. Port numbers are standard within the industry to allow for interoperability between
equipment. Packet filtering devices allow network administrators to filter packets based on the source
and76rdestination information, as well as on the type of service being transmitted within each’ IP
packet. Unlike redirection technology, packet filtering technology allows control at the local end of the~
network connection, .‘typically by the network administrator. However, packet filtering is very lImIted "”

 

 

  _..-s , .__,_.,- --._

- .4...“ ‘- 73' '

Packet filter devices are often used with proxy server systems, which provide access control to the
Internet and are most often used to control access to the world wide web. In a typical configuration, a
firewall or other packet filtering device filters all WWW requests to the Internet from a local network,
excéptfor packets from the proxy server. That is to say that a packet filter or firewall blocks all traffic
originating from within the local network which is destined for connection to a remote serveron port80

(thestandard WWW port number).However, the packet filter or firewall permits such traffic to arid

device, the rule set can only be changed by manually reprogramming the device.

 

 
receives a packet, the destination is checked against a database for approval. If the destinationIs.~15:
allowed,_the"proxy server simply forwards packets between the local user and the remote sérVer '
outsidethe firewall. However, proxy servers are limited to either blocking or allowing specific systemaim- ,._._.,

9 . PanasomofIOI 1*
. Page 2420f 307i

 



Panasonic-1011 
Page 243 of 307

Best Available Copy
, u, n..I-t ..

terminals access to remote databases.  
A recentsystem is disclosed in U. S. Pat. No. 5,696, 898. This patent discloses a system, similar toa.34
proxyrserver-éthat allows network administrators to restrict specific IP addresses inside afirewall frOm
accessmginformation from certain public or otherwise uncontrolled databases (i. e., the
WWW/Internet). According to the disclosure, the system has a relational database which allows _
network‘administrators to restrict specific terminals, or groups of terminals, from accessing *cewrtain

locations.Similarly limited as a proxy server, this invention can only block or allow terminals‘accessto
remote-sites.This system is alsostatic in that rules programmed into the database need to be ’191“
reprogramming in order to change Which locations specific terminals may access...:.;. .-

. .. '~;‘-  
 

 

wI,.._.,. __ .._Y....3.,,,, .
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userconnects to the.local network;- as in the prior art system, the user's ID and password are sentIt.33.»)

theauthentication accounting server. The user ID and password are checked against Informationgrrgg- f
authentication database. The database also contains personalized filtering and redirection mformatnggp

Nxx

for the particular user ID. During the connection process, the dial--up network server provides the‘Tv“; :7: '
authentication. accounting server with the IP address that is going to be temporarily assigned to the
userThe authentication accounting server then sends both the user's temporary IP address and all of
the particular user's filter and redirection information to a redirection server. The IP address

temporarIly assigned to the end user is then sent back to the end user for use in connecting to the
network 3

Once connected to the network, all- data packets sent to, or received by, the user include theuser'
temporary IP address in the IP packet header. The redirection server uses the filter and redirectio

information 'suppliedby the authentication accounting server, for that particular IP address,.toeither
allowpacketslto pass through the redirection server unmolested, block the request all togetherOriw
modifythe request according to the redirection information.
:“‘i-'. 13‘s.“? (L1,:

Whentiie user terminates the connection with the network, the dial--up network server informs the
authentICEtIon accounting server, which in turn, sends a message to the redirection server telling it3to
rem0ve any remaining filtering and redirection information for the terminated user's temporary IP

address. This then allows the dial--up network to reassign that IP address to another user. In such?~ .
case, the aUthentication accounting server retrieves the new user's filter and redirection InformatIon..~ ‘,;9:

fromthe database and passes it, with the same IP address which is now being used by a differengy
tothe redirection server. This new user' 5 filter may be different from the first user' 5 filter. 44$. , A
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1is a block diagram of a typical Internet Service Provider environment.... _. _ ~.. ....'  
FIG:2is ablock diagram of an embodiment of an Internet Service Provider environment with
Integrated redirection system.‘1. -

DETDESCrfiW - - ., L

,w ,. -

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION_._.._..,.3. .

In33the3followmg embodiments of the invention, common reference numerals are used to represent the
samecomponents If the features of an embodiment are incorporated into a single system, these "
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components can be shared and perform all the functions of the described embodiments.  
FIG. 2. shows a typical Internet Service Provider (ISP) environment with integrated user specific~ ’-"—4 -

automaticdata redirection system. In a typical use of the system, a user employs a personal computer
(PC)100,which connects to the network. The system employs. a dial--up network server102, an
authenticationaccounting server204, a database206and a redirection server208. ‘ - '«.2227...“ .yr2:-.

, _

The PC100first connects to the dial--IIIp network server102. The connection is typically created usingaI'I“».' _

computer modem, however a local area network (LAN) or other communications link caIn be employe 

 standardficommunications protocol. In the preferred embodiment Point to Point Protocol (PPP)I?'5
toestablish the physical link between the PC100and the dial-—up network server102, and to

dynamically assign the PC100an IP address from a list of available addresses. However, other
embodiments may employ different communications protocols, and the IP address may also be
permanently assigned to the PC100. Dial——up network server5102, PPP and dynamic IP address.‘n:s4~.2'2'..._...I.

assignment are well known in theart.
‘gw... 3.1. . . . _

An authentication accounting server with Auto- Navi component (hereinafter, authentication a o
server)204is Used to authenticate user ID and permit, or deny, access to the network. TheI I .

authentication accounting server204queries the database206to determine if the user ID is authoJIe'Jp
to accessthe.network. If the authentication accounting server204determines the user ID is a‘IIIthorIzed
the;authentication accounting server204signals the dial--up network server102to assign the PC1ODan
IP address, and the Auto— Navi component of the authentication accounting server204sends the
redirection Server208(1) the filter and redirection information stored in database206for that user ID
and(2)the temporarily assigned IP address for the session. One example of an authentication
atcoUntIing server is discussed in U. S. Pat. No. 5,845,070, which is fully incorporated here byI'
reference. Other types of authentication accounting servers are known in the art. However, these
authentication accounting servers lack an Auto- Navi component.

  

 
  

 

 
 

 

 
 The system described herein operates based on user Id' 5 supplied to it by a computer. Thus the .,

systemdoesnot “know" who the human being“user" is at the keyboard of the computer thatSupplies
a User ID. H,owever for the purposes of this detailed description, “user" will often be used as a short

handéXpression for “the person supplying inputs to a computer that is supplying the system with a
particular.user ID.” - -, -

H‘r '
 

The database206i5 a relational database which stores the system data FIG. 3shows one embodiment.
of thedatabase strutture. The database, in the preferred embodiment, includes the following fieldsilgia' j; '  

 
Rulesetsfareemployed by the system and are unique for each user ID, or a group of user ID'5. The ‘
rulesetsSpecify elements or conditions about the user' 5 session. Rule sets may contain data about a
typeofservice which may or may not be accessed, a location which may or may not be accessed, how
long to keep the rule set active, under what conditions the rule set should be removed, when and how
to modifythe rule set during a session, and the like. Rule sets may also have a preconfigured -, ' I’f'zirggg,
maximiIIm lifetime to ensure their removal from the system. _ , I313?

‘ I Ii" I I «$5.3 ‘-
The_ redirection servér208is logically located between the user' 5 computerlooand the network,=2at: I
controls the user' 5 access to the network. The redirection server208performs all the centraltasks of
the}system The redirection server208receives information regarding newly established sessions from
the authentication accounting server204. The Auto- Navi component of the authentication accounting

server204queries the database for the rule set to apply to each new session, and forwards the rule set

andthecurrently assigned IP address to the redirection server208 The redirection server208receives
the IP address and rule set, and is programed to implement the rule set for the IP address, as wellas.
other attendant logiCal decisions such as checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets’

 

 

 
 

   

  

 

 sets, and dynamically changing the rule sets based on conditions. When the redirection _~._-;}«v-.-_I3
server208receives information regarding a terminated session from the authentication accounting-g:
serv.e'r294,the redirection server208removes any outstanding rule sets and information associated
With7the session. The redirection server208also checks for and removes expired rule sets from time tor .2

phzl~ .'.J
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time. ~ g; .-.-~-_..L. . ‘  
In;an alternate emb6diment, the redirection server208report_s all or some selection of sessi6n
InformatIon to the database206. This information may then be used for reporting, or additional rule set
generatIon
Irma”

   
 

SystemFeatures Overview ,1 ,

In the present embodiment, each specific user may be limited to, or allowed, specific IP serVIcegfLfiség . .
asWWW,FFP and Telnet. This allows a user, for example, WWW access, but not FTP accessjo Telne
access:AUsér's access can be dynamically changed by editing the user's database record and " ‘
'commandIng the Auto- Navi component of the authentication accounting server204to transmit the '
usersgewrule set and current IP address to the redirection server208.

 

   
 

affecting- other users’ access. Each time a locked user attempts to access another location, the" .V .
redirectionserver208redirects theuser to a default location. In such a case, the redirection‘-’“23'

server208replies to the users request with a page containing a redirection command.
,fi...a‘.~.,n.i”,3 . K; ,

Auser may also be periodically redirected to a location, based on a period of time or some other
condition For example, the user will first be redirected to a location regardless of what location the

userattemptsto reach, then permitted to access other locations, but every ten minutes theuser is.

aUtomatically redirected to the first location. The redirection server208accomplishes such a rule set-by
settingan initial temporary rule set to redirect all traffic; after the user accesses the redirected ~
Iotation‘ theredirection server then either replaces the temporary rule set with the user'5standard " '

 
 

 time period,such asten minutes,the redirection server208reinstates the rule set again.
,I,

‘w.

-.._...~.

.Therfollowing "steps describe details of a typical user session.'1’».

 
TheUserinputs user ID and password to the dial--up network server102using computerloowhich "‘61
forWards the information to the authentication accounting server204 ' ' ‘‘l

 

 
 

 

andpassword“, .3 
 

Upona‘successful user authentication, the dial--up network server102completes the negotiation and
assigns an IP address to the user. Typically, the authentication accounting server204logs the
connection inthe database206. ‘ ‘ ‘

The Auto'-Navi component of the authentication accounting server204then sends both the u'ségéifif
set (contained in database206) and the user'5 IP address (assigned by the dial--up networkse ¥
in real time to the redirection server20850 that it can filter the user' 5 IP packets. ~

,a

.__-............--..;.. ., .

TheredIrectIon server208programs the rule set and IP address so as to control (filter, block, rédIrect,
andthe: like) the user's data as a function of the rule set.

{:6}...:-2f ‘

The’followmgls an example of a typical user' 5 rule set, attendant logic and operation. - - "~ ;._,..,.,
If the rule set. for a particular user (i. e., user UserID— 2) was such as to only allow that user t6 access
the Web site www. us. com, and permit Telnet services, and redirect all web access from any server
xyz. com to www. us. com, then the logic would be as follows: I" »_--V—-—-.nv- I ‘ - ‘

Thedatabase206would contain the following record for user UserID- 2: ‘ *3 '1" A. ' ..
iMdpr . . .-

Search terms may have been found within the contents of this table. Please see the table in the
Miter; __. . ..
I ~:‘. g , Panasonic-101:1“
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theuserinitiates a session, and sends the correct user ID and password (UserID--2 and secret) to the
dial:Upsnetwork server102. As both the user ID and password are correct, the authenticationr.p-42...-
accountIng server204authorizes the dial--up network server102to establish a session. Thedial--qu-.;.3
network Server102assigns UserID— 2_ an IP address (for example, 10. 0.0. 1) to the user and passes,:the,
IP address to the authentication accounting server204. “Ii I

  

 
 
  

 

 

erg???“
Theredirectionserver208programs the rule set and IP address so as to filter and redirect the user's
packetsaccording to the rule set. The logic employed by the redirection server208to implement.thew, '“1’33‘. ’17"

 
)THENok.‘

’5...«c. _
tut”.

IFsource IP—Iaddress;10. 0. O. 1AND
( (request typIIe=HTTP) AND (destination address=*. xyz. com)51-1

)THEN (redirect www. us. com) .
The redIrectIon server208monitors all the IP packets, checking each against the rule set. In thi _ .,.
SItuatIon, if IPaddreés10.0.0.1(the address assigned to user ID. UserID——2) attempts to send a packet
cdnta’ihing HTTP data (i. e. ,attempts to connect to port800n any machine within the xyz. com domain)
the traffic is redirected by the redirection server208to www. us com. Similarly, if the user attempts to

connecttoany serviCe other then HTTP at www. us. com or Telnet anywhere, the packet willsimplybe
blocked by the redirection server208. -

 
I

When the user logs out or disconnects from the system, the redirection server will remove all
remaining rule‘ sets. .

. :——»~ I...__.I_,I-—.;:§.-
Thefollowmgis another example of a typical user's rule set, attendant logic and operation
 

If thé rule set for a particular user (i. e., user UserID— 3) was to force the user to visit the web site
wwW~widgetselL com;- first, then to have unfettered access to other web sites, then the logicwould be
as follows: . -

\ 4‘ I ; '.II I ' ’ c ."

The database206wo'uld contain the following record for user UserID-3; 1

 

 Search terms'may have been found within the contents of this table. Please see the table intheIg: '
originaldocument. ,. . .

;‘T.‘”41"W“.
‘ ~ 39%;!»

the-usepInitiates a session, and sends the correct user ID and password (UserID--3 and top-.secret) to
the‘ dial--‘I.ip network server102. As both the user ID and password are correct, the authentication .
accounting,sérverZOflauthorizesthe dial— up network server102to establish a session. The dial——up45:: .
networkserver102assigns user ID'.-3 an IP address (for example, 10.0. 0. 1) to the user and passesit
IP address to the authentication accounting server204. {If};f‘ '- V‘f‘fi‘. '

 

 

 .....-... ........

TheAuto— NaviI component of the authentication accounting server204sends both the user'srule: 'set' ’
arIIdthe User's IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server208.tufl-‘-¢

3 '4 L.“

Theredirection server208programs the rule set and IP address so as to filter and redirect the users.Igjfi.‘_~.
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packetsaccording to the rule set. The logic employed by the redirection server208to implement theav.

rule..Set“Isas follows.
 

IF.sourceTIP“address—1O 0.0.1AND.
1":ll‘"..

(request type: HTTP) THEN (redirect: www. widgetsell. com)

THEN SET NEW RULE
I,.-_...._.___,. ..5.. -  

IF:source IP-address— 10 0.0.1AND
 

(requesttype: HTTP) THEN ok.
2 v-v-J-v ”TE ~'v1-'+-<

 

 

  
 

containing HTTP data (i. e., attempts to connect to port800n any machine) the traffic is redirectedgbyjr

the redirection server208to www.widgetsell. com. Once this is done, the redirection server208wiljfl

  . r2 "-‘
Whe _. be user logs out or disconnects from the system, the redirection server will remove all
remaining rule sets.I: .'.

._.........,._T.._ —, ,:.~..::

In an alternate embodiment a user may be periodically redirected to a location, based onthe number _
of Other factors, such as the number of locations accessed, the time spent at a location, thetype“ 0f
location's accessed, and other suchfa.ctors

A user's account canalso be disabled after the user has exceeded a length of time. The authentIcatI
accounting server204keeps track of user's time online. Prepaid use subscriptions can thus be easily
maii‘ged_by the authentication accounting Server204.

I757‘;

In yetanother. embodiment, signals from the Internet1105ide of redirection server208can be used to
modify rule sets being used by the redirection server. Preferably, encryption and/or authentication are
used to verify that the server or other computer on the InternetllOside of redirection server208is
authorized to modify the rule set or rule sets that are being attempted to be modified. An exampleofi}; _
this embodiment is where it is desired that a user be redirected to a particular web site until thefllgufiv- .

aquestionnaire or satisfy some Other requirement on such a web site. In this example, the redirectIo ..
server redirects a user to a particLIlar web site that includes a questionnaire. After this web site~ "
receresacceptable data in all required fields, the web site then sends an authorization to the ‘
redireflction server that deletes the redirection to the questionnaire web site from the rule set for the
user whosuccessfully completed the questionnaire. Of course, the type of modification an outside
Server canmake to a rule set on the redirection server is not limited to deleting a redirection rule, bLIt

can “include any other type of modification to the rule set that is supported by the redirection server as .
discussed above. 7. 2 - ,. It.“ . 'I ' ' 1

 

  
on

 

 
 

  

 
 

 It willbeclear to one skilled in the art that the invention may be implemented to control (bl‘ogkfa’gpf'
and redirect)any type of servi,ce such as Telnet, FTP, WWW and the like. The invention is easily?-.
programmedto accommodate new services or networks and is not limited to those services.and
networks(.eg., ‘the Internet) now know in the art.

It Willalsobeclear that the invention may be implemented on a non-I-P based networks which "”’
implement other addressing schemes, such as IPX, MAC addresses and the like. While the operational
environment detailed in the preferred embodiment is that of an ISP connecting users to the Internet,it. ,

will be clear to one skilled in the art that the invention may be implemented in any application whereof“...
control over users' access to a network or network resources is needed, such as a local area netVIro
wideareanetWOrk and the like. Accordingly, neither the environment nor the communications-'I2}
protbcdls;arélimited 'to those discussed. “ “‘7‘ ‘

r.#15,}. ;.

ENGLISH-CLAIMS:

ReturgntofTopof Patent . _.., ."
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Whatisclaimed is:

. if ILA. .
" ' ibcsiig 4:..uz. _. i. . ...

" 1".“A‘syste "c0mprI5Ing: : - “--

{gag 1 .'_ . ‘u.

 

 

 

wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and communicates thefig;
' ““‘IndIVIduaIIzed rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assignednet“ _

ddress to theredirection server, and '

 

:whereIndata directed toward the public network from the one of the users' computers are
~processed by the redirection server according to the individualized rule set.. . 'I . 7. .e

“was .z. .: 7p. .7. .y . ..'- .u‘*. ' . , . . . . . . Q

 II  

2. The system‘ of claim 1 ,wherein the redirection server further provides control over a plu‘ral‘tyao
datggto and from the users' computers as a function of the individualized rule set. ‘ "

:iéfi ‘. if
3. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server further blocks the data to and from the us'ers
computersasa function of the individualized rule set. ~ » »--‘»v;-»‘-.- - j~‘~

.15

 

4. The system of claim 1 ,wherein the redirection server further allows the data to and from theUsers
computers as a function of the individualized rule set - " 
 
  

user: computers as a function of the individualized rule set. " ' ' 'E '1 .

6.The‘systemof claim 1, wherein the redirection server further redirects the data from the users'
computersto_multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule set. 11,53... ..-.....a

 

 

7. Thesystem of claim 1 ,wherein the database entries for a plurality of the plurality of users' 103are .7
correlated with a common individualized rule set. {3.33 7“ ' 
individualized;rule set, a dial- up network server that receives user 105 from users' computers; a“? .
redirection server connected to the dial--up network server and a public network, and an authentication1"“

accounting server connected to the database, the dial--up network server and the redirection server,

the method comprising the steps of: _ . .
. 7::”:3? -- 7.". {f
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4-1I’l»'‘com'municating a first user ID for one of the users' computers and a temporarily assigned
,,,network address for the first user ID from the dial— up network server to the authentication*"v‘rfin -I WI

343 :5-a~ac<liounting server, ~ . ..

  
 

communIcatIng the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the _
temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server from the authentication‘

.-... aEEGUnt ng server, ,, v. I.“,J
”I I ‘

fir J .

....I.. .. ._ 7,,-..

users' compugers as a function of the individualized rule set.
10%? 7 method of claim 8, further including the step of blocking the data to and from the users'
computers”as a function of the individualized rule set.. III:

 
 

11.The method of claim 8, further including the step of allowing the data to and from the users

computersas_‘.a' function of the individualized rule set 
  computersasa function of the individualized rule set.I 'L";..

13.A‘_The method of claim 8, further including the step of redirecting the data from the users'
computers tomultiple destinations a function of the individualized rule set.

  

 

14. Themethod of claim 8, further including- the step of creating database entries for a plurality of the
pluralityof users' IDs, the plurality.of users' ID further being correlated with a common IndIVIdualIzed

 
.

“'wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at least a portion
£1.10fth6-rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address, and wherein the
‘7 {redirection server is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a

function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or location the user; ,_
access " I L-

 
17.Thesystem of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow modification of at
least a portion of the. rule set as a function of the data transmitted to or from the user.r..I'-

 

m

.7..-.-.‘
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18 The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow modification of at
least aportion of the rule set as a function of the location or locations the user access. :I‘II'I. -u. ...:.an-

 

 
 

19The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the revaIaLI
reinstatement of at least a portion Of the rule set as a function of time. -

20. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is cOnfigured to allow the removal or
reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data transmitted to orfromthe

 
21.‘Thesystem of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the removal or.

reinstatement of at least a portion of. the rule set as a function of the location or locations theuse
access . :- ;- . '

 

 

 22. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the removal“?is;
reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some combination of time?data,- .. ,
transmittedto or from the user, or location or locations the user access. . ”I ‘ 3"
 

23The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection serVer has a user side that is connected to a
computerusing the temporarily assigned network address and a network side connected toa computer
networkand wherein the computer using thetemporarily assigned network address is connected tolthe
computer network through the redirectionserver.":. 1.3...-

i'I . ' "ht-I? 
received by one or more of the user side of the redirection server and the network side of the
redirection server. .,'I -1 ,. '
 

25.: In‘-a system comprising a redirection server containing a user' 5 rule set correlated to a temporarily
assignednetwork address wherein the user's rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions

used to control data passing between the user and a public network, the method comprising thestepof: . . .
n

u.-  .. _ .. 4.1.5... -. ,2 . ...._ .. ”II-4ft)

'1:1 modifying at least a portion of the user's rule set while the user's rule set remaIins correlatedto 
 

 

érver has a user side that is connected to a computer using the temporarily assigned network
addressand a network address and a network side connected to a computer network and ._
gWh'éFeffithe Computer using the temporarily assigned network address is connected to the .

computer network through the redirection server and the method further includes the step of'
7;: IreceiVinIg instructions by theredirection server to modify at least a portion of the user's rule"

I through one or more of the User side of the redirection server and the network side of the”

 

 

  
26.’Themethod of claim 25, further including the step of modifying at least a portion of the user's rule
setas'a'fun‘ction of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or from the user, and locationIor ‘ .l .
locations the user access. , . :

".1 -. ' I P. IEIIIIig’q‘fi .27. The method of claim 25, further including the step of removing or reinstating at least a portion;9?: ”5'-
the user's rule set asa function of one or more of: time, the data transmitted to or from the usefiafid‘

  

   
 

the locatIonor locations the user access. ;’ “tuftJ. -

- LvomATE: August 11, 2010
-. 4.4.“ -
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PTO/SB/57 (02—09)
Approved for use through 02/28/2013. OMB 0651-0064

US Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Underthe Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

(Also referred to as FORM PTO-1465)

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

Address to:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Commissioner for Patents Attorney Docket No.: 13131"392RX
P.O. Box 1450 ,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 Date: February 17, 2mg

1. This is a request for ex parte reexamination pursuant to 37 CFR 1.510 of patent number 6537795118

d AUQ- 1?: 2004 . The request is made by:

[:l patent owner. third party requester.

The name and address of the person requesting reexamination is:

Jerry Turner Seweit

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, Tennessee 37203—2761

issue 

A check in the amount of $ is enclosed to cover the reexamination fee, 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1);

The Director is hereby authorized to charge the fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1)

to Deposit Account No. ; or
 

c. Payment by credit card. Payment is being submitted via EFS—Web.

[:| Any refund should be made by I: check or I: credit to Deposit Account No.
37 CFR 1.26(c). If payment is made by credit card, refund must be to credit card account.

A copy of the patent to be reexamined having a double column format on one side of a separate paper is
enclosed. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(4)

[:l CD-ROM or CD-R in duplicate, Computer Program (Appendix) or large table
|:| Landscape Table on CD

Nucleotide and/or Amino Acid Sequence Submission
If applicable, items a. — c. are required.

a. [:1 Computer Readable Form (CRF)
b. Specification Sequence Listing on:

i. D CD—ROM (2 copies) or CD—R (2 copies); or

ii. I: paper

0. I: Statements verifying identity of above copies

8. D A copy of any disclaimer, certificate of correction or reexamination certificate issued in the patent is included.

9. Reexamination of claim(s) 2‘7: 9'14: 15—24, and 2627 is requested.

10- The two patents relied upon are listed an attached form PTO/SW42.

 

11. I: An English language translation of all necessary and pertinent non-English language patents and/or printed
publications is included.

 
[Page 1 of 2]

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.510. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to
process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 114 This collection is estimated to take 18 minutes to complete,
including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO, Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on
the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, US Patent and
Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, PO. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313—1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THlS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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PTO/SB/57 (02—09)
Approved for use through 02/28/2013. OMB 0651-0064

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

12. The attached detailed request includes at least the following items:

a. A statement identifying each substantial new question of patentability based on prior patents and printed

publications. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(1)
b. An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested, and a detailed explanation of the pertinency
and manner of applying the cited art to every claim for which reexamination is requested. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(2).

13. E] A proposed amendment is included (only where the patent owner is the requester). 37 CFR 1.510(e)

14. a. It is certified that a copy of this request (if filed by other than the patent owner) has been served in its entirety on
the patent owner as provided in 37 CFR 1.313(0).
The name and address of the party served and the date of service are:

Hershkovitz 8g Associates, LLC

2845 Duke Street

Alexandria VA 22314

February 17’, 2012Date of Service: ; or

. A duplicate copy is enclosed because service on patent owner was not possible. An explanation of the efforts
made to serve patent owner is attached. See MPEP 2220.

15. Correspondence Address: Direct all communications about the reexamination to:

E] The address associated with Customer Number: |:
OR

F'rm or Jerry Turner SeweliIndividual Name

Address

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

CW Nashville State TN Zip 97299-2991

Country US

Te'ephme 949.993.2949 Ema" terry/@itsiaW-wm

15_ The patent is currently the subject of the following concurrent proceeding(s):

a. Copending reissue Application No.

b. Copending reexamination Control No. 90/009301

D c. Copending Interference No.
(I. Copending litigation styled:

See Request for Reexamination

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be
included on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

Merry Turner Seweli/ February 1?, 2012

Authorized Signature Date

Jerry Turner Seweli 31,56?

Typed/Printed Name Registration No. For Third Party Requester

I: For Patent Owner Requester

 
[Page 2 of 2]
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PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patentees : Koichiro Ikudome et al.

Pat. No. : 6,779,118

Issued : August 17, 2004

For : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC

DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Art Unit : 3992

Examiner : Sam Rimell
 

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Commissioner for Patents

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

Jerry Turner Sewell (“Requestor”) respectfully submits the following request for

ex parte reexamination of US. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to Ikudome et al. (“the ’1 18 patent”).

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 302 and 37 CPR. § 1.510(b), Requestor provides the following

statement identifying each substantial new question of patentability raised in this

request, identifying the claims for which reexamination is requested, and explaining in

detail the pertinency and manner of applying the cited art to the claims for which

reexamination is requested.
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Patent No.: 6,779,118

Request for Ex Parte Reexamination
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III. COPENDING LITIGATION ........................................................................................ 5

IV. THE ’118 PATENT AND THE PENDING REEXAMINATION ................................... 6

V. THE SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY HAS NOT BEEN

HERETOFORE CONSIDERED IN ANY PRIOR PROCEEDING .................................... 7

A. In Order for the Board to Consider Patentability of a Dependent Claim, the

Patent Owner Must Separately Argue the Dependent Claim ................................ 8

B. The Patent Owner Waived Separate Arguments for the Dependent Claims,

and the Board Did Not Actually Consider Separate Arguments ............................ 9

C. The Examiner did not Consider the Patentability of the Dependent Claims in
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Prior Art .............................................................................................................. 17
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Prior Art .............................................................................................................. 22
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Prior Art .............................................................................................................. 30
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2. Elements Common to Claims 26-27 and Taught by Further Art ............................................. 32
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Patent No.: 6,779,118

Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

I. INTRODUCTION

Requestor respectfully submits this request for reexamination of Claims 2-7,

9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to lkudome et al. (“the ’118 patent”).

A copy of the ‘118 patent is submitted herewith via EFS—Web. As explained in detail

below, the aforementioned claims of the ’1 18 patent are rendered obvious by U.S. Pat.

No. 6,088,451 to He et al. (“He et al.”) in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,233,686 to

Zenchelsky et al. (“Zenchelsky”) and admissions in the Background section of the

’1 18 patent (“Admitted Prior Art”).

This combination of art presents a substantial new question of patentability that

warrants ex parte reexamination. In a currently pending reexamination, No. 90/009,301

(the “Pending Reexamination”), the Board of Patent Appeals and lnterferences (the

“Board”) entered a new ground of rejection, finding that independent Claims 1, 8, 15,

and 25 (the “independent claims”) were obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky

and Admitted Prior Art. However, regarding the original dependent claims 2—7, 9-14,

16-24, and 26-27 (the “original dependent claims”),1 the Board held that “the rejection of

the other claims on appeal is REVERSED,” although the rest of the Board decision

suggested that those original dependent claims were unpatentable, as explained in

detail below.

By well understood law, the dependent claims should have fallen with the

independent claims rejected by the Board. Furthermore, none of the original dependent

claims include subject matter that would make patentable the otherwise obvious

independent claims. Thus, the record of the Pending Reexamination strongly suggests

that the dependent claims are unpatentable over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. This presents a substantial question of their patentability.

Furthermore, no party has considered the patentability of these claims in

view of this combination of references. The Examiner never considered whether

those claims were patentable over He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art; Patent

Owner never argued that the claims were patentable over those references; and the
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Board never addressed those claims. Accordingly, the substantial question of the

patentability of the dependent claims presented herein is new and ripe for

reexamination.

II. CONTENT OF THE REQUEST

In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.510 and MPEP § 2214, Requestor submits the

following in connection with this request for reexamination:

(1) A statement pointing out each substantial new question of patentability is

included in Section I.

(2) An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested is

included in Section |. A detailed explanation of the pertinency and manner

of applying the cited prior art is included in Section VI.

(3) Copies of the patents or printed publications relied upon or referred to

above are not included per MPEP § 2218, because Requestor only relies

on US. patents, US. patent publications, and/or copending reexamination

proceedings.

(4) A copy of the entire ’1 18 patent is included with this request.

(5) A certification that a copy of the request has been served on the patent

owner is included in Section VII.

III. COPENDING LITIGATION

There are four lawsuits involving the ’1 18 patent:

(1) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. TJ Hospitality Ltd, No. 2:10-cv-

00277 (E.D. Tex. July 28, 2010).

(2) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. Cisco Systems, Inc, No. 2:08-cv-

00304 (E.D. Tex. August 4, 2008).

(3) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. SBC Internet Services, Inc, No.

2:08-cv-00385 (E.D. Tex. Oct. 9, 2008).

(4) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc, No. 2:08-cv-

00264 (E.D. Tex. July 1, 2008).

1Reexamination is not requested on new claims added during the Pending
Reexamination.
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IV. THE ’118 PATENT AND THE PENDING REEXAMINATION

The ’1 18 patent generally relates to “a database system for use in dynamically

redirecting and filtering Internet traffic. Col. 1 II. 11-13. The request for reexamination

in the Pending Reexamination discusses the subject matter of the patent, so such a

discussion is omitted here. The patent includes 27 original claims, of which Claims 1, 8,

15, and 25 are independent, and Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 are dependent.

Reexamination is requested only on the original dependent claims, because the original

independent claims were already considered and found unpatentable in the Pending

Reexamination.

In the Pending Reexamination, the Examiner issued a final rejection on August 2,

2010, rejecting all the claims of the ’1 18 patent as being obvious over He et al. in view

of Zenchelsky. Patent Owner appealed to the Board.

In its appeal brief, Patent Owner presented no substantial arguments for any of

the original dependent claims other than Claims 5-6. Instead, the appeal brief merely

stated that those claims were patentable “for the same reasons as” the corresponding

independent claims, “as well as on their own merits.” Appeal Brief at 23, 26, 29 (Feb. 2,

2011).2

The Board, in its decision of August 23, 2011, only considered the patentability of

the independent claims. Although it disagreed with the Examiner and found the

independent claims patentable over He et al. and Zenchelsky, the Board continued and

entered a new ground of rejection, finding the independent claims obvious over He et al.

in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art from the background section of the

’1 18 patent. Board Decision at 10 (August 23, 2011) (hereinafter Decision). In

particular, the Board found, with regard to the feature of a redirection server in Claim 1,

that “those in the art were familiar with redirection (and how to do it) at least in a world-

wide web context,” id. at 9, and that “redirection would have been an obvious extension

2 During prosecution of the Pending Reexamination, the Patent Owner added numerous

new claims. The new claims are not at issue in the present request for reexamination,

so they are not discussed here.
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of blocking,” id. at 10. Regarding Claim 25, the Board further found that the blocking of

websites “as a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the

user, or location the user accesses” would have been obvious. Id. at 9.

The Board did not address the original dependent claims in its decision. Indeed,

the Board introduced the appeal by noting that Claim 1 was “broadly representative of

the claims on appeal.” Id. at 2. Because the Board found Claim 1 unpatentable, this

strongly suggested that the original dependent claims were also unpatentable.

Nevertheless, the Board’s holding stated, with regard to the original dependent claims,

that “the rejection of the other claims on appeal is REVERSED.” Id. at 10.

In summary, neither the Examiner nor the Patent Owner nor the Board gave any

reasons why the original dependent claims were patentable over He et al. in view of

Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.3

V. THE SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY HAS NOT BEEN

HERETOFORE CONSIDERED IN ANY PRIOR PROCEEDING

MPEP §2242(I) states:

For “a substantial new question of patentability” to be present, it is

only necessary that:...(B) the same question of patentability as to the

claim has not been decided by the Office in a previous examination or

pending reexamination of the patent or in a final holding of invalidity by the

Federal Courts in a decision on the merits involving the claim.

Requestor believes that a substantial new question of patentability is presented as to

original dependent Claims 2—7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27, by the combination of He et al.,

Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art. This is so despite the fact that the Board

considered this same combination of references with respect to independent Claims 1,

15, and 25, because neither the Examiner nor the Patent Owner nor the Board

considered the combination of references with respect to the original dependent

3 Although Claims 5 and 6 were separately argued by the Patent Owner, it is sufficiently

clear that the patentability of those claims was not considered by the Board. The Board

decision never explicitly addressed the Patent Owner’s arguments for Claims 5 or 6,

and the only functionality added by Claims 5 and 6 relates to redirection functionality,

which the Board already found to be an “obvious extension” of prior art.

-7-
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claims. For at least these reasons, the question of whether the original dependent

claims are patentable in view of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art has never

been considered. Accordingly, the substantial question of patentability presented herein

is new.

A. In Order for the Board to Consider Patentability of a Dependent ClaimI the

Patent Owner Must Separately Argue the Dependent Claim

It is long-standing law that when an appellant does not separately argue the

patentability of dependent claims, then those dependent claims stand or fall together

with the independent claims.

This rule is acknowledged in the Patent Office’s rules and procedures. 37 C.F.R.

§ 41.37(c)(1)(vii) (2004) (“Notwithstanding any other provision of this paragraph, the

failure of appellant to separately argue claims which appellant has grouped together

shall constitute a waiver of any argument that the Board must consider the patentability

of any grouped claims separately.”); id. (“A statement which merely points out what a

claim recites will not be considered an argument for separate patentability of claim.”); id.

(“Any claim argued separately should be placed under a subheading identifying the

claim by number. Claims argued as a group should be placed under a subheading

identifying the claims by number.”); MPEP § 1205.02 (8th ed. Rev. 8, July 2010)

(discussing an example where each claim must have its own subheading when being

argued separately under 37 C.F.R. § 41 .37(c)(1)(vii).

Years of case law further support the position that unargued dependent claims

stand or fall with the independent claims, in the contexts of both the Board and the

Federal Circuit. In re McDaniel, 293 F.3d 1379, 1382-1385 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (affirming

Board’s decision that group of claims fell together when representative claim of the

group was properly rejected); In re Nielson, 816 F.2d 1567, 1572 (Fed. Cir. 1987)

(affirming Board’s holding that dependent claims stood or fell with independent claim);

In re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 1986) (“The three claims depending from

claim one are not argued separately and therefore stand or fall with that claim.”); In re

Sernaker, 702 F.2d 989, 991 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (“Since neither of the parties argue

separately the patentability of each of the rejected claims, the dependent claims will

-8-
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stand or fall with [the] independent claims...”); In re Kaslow, 707 F.2d 1366, 1376

(Fed. Cir. 1983) (“Since the claims are not separately argued, they all stand or fall

together.”); In re Burckel, 592 F.2d 1175, 1178-79 (C.C.P.A. 1979) (“[A]ppellant has

chosen not to argue separately the patentability of each of the rejected claims.

Therefore, [the] dependent claims...will stand or fall with [the independent claim].”)

(citing In re Hellsund, 474 F.2d 1307 (C.C.P.A. 1973); In re Herbert, 461 F.2d 1390

(C.C.P.A. 1972)); see also In re Dance, 160 F.3d 1339, 1340 n.2 (Fed. Cir. 1998)

(stating that all claims stand or fall together with the independent claim because the

applicant did argue the merits of the dependent claims separately or attempt to

distinguish them from the prior art).

Further, it is insufficient to just include the claims under separate heading and

“merely ‘point out what the claims recite and then assert that there [was] no

corresponding combination of steps taught or suggested in the applied references.”

In re Lovin, 652 F.3d 1349, 1356 (Fed. Cir. 2011) (quoting the Board’s decision for the

application at issue); accord 37 C.F.R. § 41 .37(c)(1)(vii) (2004).

B. The Patent Owner Waived Separate Arguments for the Original Dependent

Claims, and the Board Did Not Actually Consider Separate Arguments

The Examiner rejected the claims of the ’118 patent during the Pending

Reexamination over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky. The Examiner did not apply the

Admitted Prior Art in the rejections prior to the appeal to the Board. Thus, the Examiner

never considered the question of whether the claims were patentable over that

combination of references.

The Patent Owner made no independent arguments for the original dependent

claims other than Claims 5-6, in its appeal of the final rejection in the Pending

Reexamination. Appeal Brief at 23, 26, 29. Thus, in accordance with the law recited

above, Patent Owner waived any separate arguments for patentability as to the original

dependent claims.

The Board found the independent claims to be obvious in view of He et al.,

Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art. Decision at 8-10. Furthermore, the Board

observed that that Claim 1 was “broadly representative of the claims on appeal.”

-9-
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Id. At 2. Taken together, and given the long-standing law that dependent claims not

independently argued will stand or fall with the independent claims, the analysis in the

Board decision strongly suggests that the original dependent claims are unpatentable.

Nevertheless, the Board’s final holding stated, with regard to the original

dependent claims, that “the rejection of the other claims on appeal is REVERSED.”

Id. at 10. This apparently suggested to the Examiner that the Board confirmed the

patentability of the original dependent claims, and resulted in a Notice of Intent to Issue

a Reexamination Certificate dated January 6, 2012, that indicated that the original

dependent claims were patentable.

The Board’s holding appears to be in tension with the Board’s analysis with

respect to the original dependent claims. The Board’s decision begins on page 1 with

the following statement:

DECISION ON APPEAL

37 CPR. § 4150(3) and (b)

The appellant (LWT) seeks review under 35 U.S.C. 134(b) of the final

rejection of claims 1-47 in its Ikudome patent.1 The rejection is AFFIRMED

in part and REVERSED in part with a new ground of rejection.

This statement conflicts with the stated holding at the end of the opinion.

Despite the resulting ambiguity regarding whether the original dependent claims

fell with the corresponding independent claims, it is clear that the Board did not consider

whether the original dependent claims were patentable on their own merit over He et al.

in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

C. The Examiner did not Consider the Patentability of the Dependent Claims in

View of He et al.I Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art Before Issuing the

Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate

In the January 6, 2012 Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination

Certificate, the Examiner stated as the reason for confirming the patentability of the

-10-
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dependent claims is the Board Decision reversing the Examiner’s rejection of the

claims. For example, with respect to Claims 2—7 and 9-14, the Examiner states:

The Board of Appeals and lnterferences Decision of August 23, 2011

indicate the proposed rejection of these claims has been reversed

(decision at page 10). No proposed new grounds of rejection are

indicated. The remaining prior art of record has been considered and not

found to raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by

the Board of Patent Appeals and lnterferences. Accordingly, claims 2—7

and 9-14 are affirmed.

The Examiner’s stated reasons for affirming the patentability of dependent

Claims 16-23, dependent Claim 24 and dependent Claims 26-27 include the same

wording. It appears that the Examiner’s sole basis for affirming the patentability of

dependent Claims 2—7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 is a determination that the reversal of the

rejection of those claims by the Board mandated an allowance of the claims in view of

the art considered by the Board in the Decision. In particular, the Examiner did not

consider the patentability of the claims in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art. Rather, the Examiner only considered the remaining prior art of record prior to

issuing the Notice of Intent.

Accordingly, the question of whether the original dependent claims are

patentable in view of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art was never argued by

the Patent Owner, was not considered by the Board and was not considered by any

examiner in the Patent Office. Accordingly, the patentability of the original dependent

claims over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior art is a new question ripe

for consideration in this requested reexamination.

VI. THE CLAIMS OF THE ’118 PATENT ARE OBVIOUS OVER HE ET AL. IN VIEW

OF ZENCHELSKY AND ADMITTED PRIOR ARTI THUS RAISING A SUBSTANTIAL

NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY

For at least the reasons presented below, the original dependent claims of the

’118 patent are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103. Thus, Requestor has raised a

substantial new question of patentability.

-1 1-

Panasonic-101 1

Page 269 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 270 of 307

Patent No.: 6,779,118

Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

A. Claims 2-7 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art

Claims 2—7 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements

common to claims 2—7 (namely, the elements of Claim 1) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 2—7

overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 1 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 1 are incorporated into dependent Claims 2—7, Requestor is

including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of Claim 1

to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 2—7.

1. Elements Common to Claims 2-7 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 2—7. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system comprising:

A database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user le with an

individualized rule set: He et al. teaches a database 210 in Figure 10, and that “The

authentication server 202 can maintain a database of records for the user accounts in

the registration database 210. Each record of a user account generally comprises the

following information:...The user identifier...The list of user credentials.” Col. 16

II. 50-61. The list of user credentials corresponds to the individualized rule set.

A dial-up network server that receives user le from users’ computers: He

et al. teaches a dial up server 1002 in Figure 10, and that “The user uses a user

element 102 and initiates the authentication process by requesting to send a request

message to the authentication server 202. The request message contains the user

identifier presented to the authentication server 202 for user network authentication.”

Col. 17 II. 55-60.

-12-
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A redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public

network: He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10, that connects to the

dial up server 1002 and to a public network 106. Although He et al. may not disclose

redirection (as discussed in detail below), the credential server corresponds in all other

respects to the redirection server.

An authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up

network server and the redirection server: He et al. teaches an authentication server

202 in Figure 10 that connects to the dial up server 1002 and to the credential server

204 via the public network 106.

Wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of

the users’ computers...for the first user ID to the authentication accounting

server: He et al. teaches that “(1) The user dials into the dial-up server. The server

authenticates the user based on anyone of the available mechanisms in the module.

(2) The dial-up server invokes the Kerberos client process and uses the user identifier

and password to authenticate the user to the network.” Col. 31 ll. 1-9. He et al. further

teaches that “The authentication server 202 is responsible for the authentication of

network users to network elements, and vice versa.” Col. 11 II. 54-56. Thus, He et al.

teaches that the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of the

users’ computers to the authentication accounting server.

Wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and

communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user lD...to

the redirection server: He et al. teaches that “Upon receiving the user request

message, the authentication server 202 uses the user identifier in the message to look

up the user registration database 210 and retrieves a record corresponding to that user

(user record). A response message is prepared by the authentication server 202 and

sent back to the user. The response message contains a general ticket for the user to

communicate with the credential server 204.” Col. 17 I. 61-00]. 18 l. 1. Thus, He et al.

teaches that the authentication accounting server accesses the database. He et al.

teaches that credentials are passed from database 210 to credential server 204, so

-1 3-
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He et al. teaches that the authentication accounting server communicates the

individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID to the redirection server.

Wherein data directed toward the public network from the one of the users’

computers are processed by the redirection server according to the

individualized rule set: He et al. teaches that “By presenting the correct secret key to

the local access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the network.

The correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the process of

decrypting the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the message

that allows the user to proceed with the network access control process to access

network resources and information.” Col. 18 II. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that data

directed toward the public network from the one of the users’ computers are processed

by the redirection server according to the user credentials, which correspond to the

individualized rule set.

2. Elements Common to Claims 2-7 and Taught by Either Zenchelsky or

Admitted Prior Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common to Claims 2—7,

but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of

either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:

Wherein the dial-up network server communicates...a temporarily assigned

network address for the first user ID to the authentication accounting server and

wherein the authentication accounting server... communicates...the temporarily

assigned network address to the redirection server: Zenchelsky establishes the

well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

II. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination addresses encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 II. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary

IP address to a user node and to additionally encode communications packets with

source and destination address as necessary to facilitate communication through a

switched packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

-14-
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A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

For at least the foregoing reasons, the limitations common to Claims 2—7 are

rendered obvious by He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 2-7

No additional limitation in any of Claims 2—7 renders any of those claims

patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 2: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further provides control over a

plurality of data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the

individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that “Based on the user identifier, the

credential server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration

database 210 and enclose the list in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent

back in a response message and will be used for the user to communicate with the

network element access server 206.” Col. 19 ll. 2—11. The credential server

corresponds to the redirection server and the user credentials correspond to an

individualized rule set, so He et al. teaches that the redirection server provides control

over data to and from users’ computers as a function of an individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 3: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further blocks the data to and

from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As

explained with respect to Claim 2, He et al. teaches that the credential server 204

retrieves user credentials which correspond to an individualized rule set that controls

access to the network elements 104. Thus, the network elements 104 which cannot be

accessed in accordance with the user credentials are inherently blocked from access.

-1 5-
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He et al. also teaches that “Any attempts by the user to try to make any changes to the

ticket, intentional or unintentional, will be detected by the network element access

server when it is used for communications with the server 106 and, therefore, would

void the ticket and make it useless. This is to prevent the user from modifying the list of

certified user credentials as well as other information in the ticket to gain unauthorized

network access rights.” Col. 19 II. 24-31.

Regarding Claim 4: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further allows the data to and

from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As

explained with respect to Claim 2, the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials

which correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to the network

elements 104. Data exchange occurs between accessed network elements 104.

Regarding Claim 5: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches that the redirection server further redirects the

data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set.

In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been

obvious at the time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as

permitting or denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the

Background section of the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious

extension of the use of a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted

Prior Art renders obvious that the redirection server further redirects the data to and

from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 6: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches that the redirection server further redirects the

data from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a function of the

individualized rule set. In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated

that it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to modify He et al. to

perform redirection as well as permitting or denying access to the user, based on

Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of the ’118 patent. The Board stated

that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of a control to block the user.”

-16-
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Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious that the redirection server

further redirects the data to and from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a

function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 7: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the database entries for a plurality of the plurality of

users’ IDs are correlated with a common individualized rule set. He et al. teaches

that user credentials “may also be established based on the current obligations or roles

the user plays in the network. For example, the organization that consists of a

department number and a location code can reflect the current responsibility the users

have in their job and, therefore, can be used as the user credentials to determine the

access rights for the users to access network elements.” Col. 13 II. 34-40. Since

multiple users may have the same role in the network, He et al. at least renders obvious

that the database entries for a plurality of user lD’s may be correlated with common

user credentials, which correspond with individualized rule sets.

B. Claims 9-14 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art

Claims 9-14 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements

common to claims 9-14 (namely, the elements of Claim 8) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 9-14

overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 8 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 8 are incorporated into dependent Claims 9-14, Requestor is

including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of Claim 8

to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 9-14.

1. Elements Common to Claims 9-14 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 9-14. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.
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He et al. teaches a system comprising:

a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an

individualized rule set: He et al. teaches a database 210 in Figure 10, and that “The

authentication server 202 can maintain a database of records for the user accounts in

the registration database 210. Each record of a user account generally comprises the

following information:...The user identifier...The list of user credentials.” Col. 16

II. 50-61. The list of user credentials corresponds to the individualized rule set.

A dial up network server that receives user IDs from users’ computers:

He et al. teaches a dial up server 1002 in Figure 10, and that “The user uses a user

element 102 and initiates the authentication process by requesting to send a request

message to the authentication server 202. The request message contains the user

identifier presented to the authentication server 202 for user network authentication.”

Col. 17 II. 55-60.

A redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public

network: He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10 that connects to the

dial up server 1002 and a public network 106. Although He et al. may not disclose

redirection (as discussed in detail below), the credential server corresponds in all other

respects to the redirection server.

An authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up

network server and the redirection server: He et al. teaches the authentication

server 202 in Figure 10, that connects to the dial up server 1002 and the credential

server 204 via the public network 106.

With respect to the system, He et al. teaches a method comprising the steps of:

Communicating a first user ID for one of the users’ computers...from the

dial-up network server to the authentication accounting server: He et al. teaches

that “(1) The user dials into the dial-up server. The server authenticates the user based

on anyone of the available mechanisms in the module. (2) The dial-up server invokes

the Kerberos client process and uses the user identifier and password to authenticate

the user to the network.” Col. 31 ll. 1-9. He et al. further teaches that “The

authentication server 202 is responsible for the authentication of network users to
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network elements, and vice versa.” Col. 11 II. 54-56. Thus, He et al. teaches that the

dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of the users’ computers to

the authentication accounting server.

Communicating the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user

|D...to the redirection server from the authentication accounting server: He et al.

teaches that “Upon receiving the user request message, the authentication server 202

uses the user identifier in the message to look up the user registration database 210

and retrieves a record corresponding to that user (user record). A response message is

prepared by the authentication server 202 and sent back to the user. The response

message contains a general ticket for the user to communicate with the credential

server 204.” Col. 17 I. 61-00]. 18 l. 1. Thus, He et al. teaches that the authentication

accounting server accesses the database. He et al. teaches that credentials are

passed from the database 210 to the credential server 204, so He et al. teaches that the

authentication accounting server communicates the individualized rule set that

correlates with the first user ID to the redirection server.

Processing data directed toward the public network from the one of the

users’ computers according to the individualized rule set: He et al. teaches that

“By presenting the correct secret key to the local access control system, the user

authenticates his/her identity to the network. The correctness of the user-supplied

secret key is verified through the process of decrypting the response message. It is the

ability to retrieve the ticket in the message that allows the user to proceed with the

network access control process to access network resources and information.” Col. 18

II. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that data directed toward the public network from the

one of the users’ computers are processed by the redirection server according to the

user credentials, which correspond to the individualized rule set.

2. Elements Common to Claims 9-14 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common to Claims 9-14,

but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of

either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:
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Communicating...a temporarily assigned network address for the first user

ID from the dial-up network server to the authentication accounting server and

communicating...the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection

server from the authentication accounting server: Zenchelsky establishes the well

known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

II. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination address encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 II. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary

IP address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source

and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched

packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

Thus, for at least the foregoing reasons, the limitations common to Claims 9-14

are rendered obvious by He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior

Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 9-14

None of the additional limitations of Claims 9-14 render any of those claims

patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 9: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of controlling a plurality of data to and from the

users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that

“Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list of user

credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list in a credential ticket.
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The credential ticket is sent back in a response message and will be used for the user

to communicate with the network element access server 206.” Col. 19 ll. 2—11. The

credential server corresponds to the redirection server and the user credentials

correspond to an individualized rule set, so He et al. teaches the step of controlling data

to and from users’ computers as a function of an individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 10: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of blocking the data to and from the users’

computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As explained with respect to

Claim 9, He et al. teaches that the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which

correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to the network elements

104. Thus, the network elements 104 which cannot be accessed in accordance with the

user credentials are inherently blocked from access. He et al. also teaches that “Any

attempts by the user to try to make any changes to the ticket, intentional or

unintentional, will be detected by the network element access server when it is used for

communications with the server 106 and, therefore, would void the ticket and make it

useless. This is to prevent the user from modifying the list of certified user credentials

as well as other information in the ticket to gain unauthorized network access rights.”

Col. 19 II. 24-31.

Regarding Claim 11: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of allowing the data to and from the users’

computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As explained with respect to

Claim 9, the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an

individualized rule set that controls access to the network elements 104. Data

exchange occurs between accessed network elements 104.

Regarding Claim 12: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches the step of redirecting the data to and from

the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
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the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

the step of redirecting the data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the

individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 13: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches the step of redirecting the data from the

users’ computers to multiple destinations a function of the individualized rule set.

In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been

obvious at the time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as

permitting or denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the

Background section of the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious

extension of the use of a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted

Prior Art renders obvious the step of redirecting the data to and from the users’

computers to multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 14: The method of claim 8, in addition to the limitations

rendered obvious as explained above, He et al. teaches the step of creating database

entries for a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID further

being correlated with a common individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that user

credentials “may also be established based on the current obligations or roles the user

plays in the network. For example, the organization that consists of a department

number and a location code can reflect the current responsibility the users have in their

job and, therefore, can be used as the user credentials to determine the access rights

for the users to access network elements. Col. 13 II. 34-40. Since multiple users may

have the same role in the network, He et al. at least renders obvious the step of creating

database entries for a plurality of user lD’s may be correlated with common user

credentials, which correspond with individualized rule sets.

C. Claims 16-24 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art

Claims 16-24 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements
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common to claims 16-24 (namely, the elements of Claim 15) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 16-24

overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 15 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 15 are incorporated into dependent Claims 16-24, Requestor is

including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of

Claim 15 to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 16-24.

1. Elements Common to Claims 16-24 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 16-24. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system comprising:

a redirection server programmed with a user’s rule set: He et al. teaches a

credential server 204 in Figure 10, and that “Based on the user identifier, the credential

server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration database 210

and enclose the list in a credential ticket.” Col. 19 ll. 25 Alternatively, providing

access by the credential server to the database containing the rule set can constitute

being programmed with the rule set.

wherein the rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions used to

control data passing between the user and a public network: He et al. teaches a

“list of user credentials. This list shall reflect the most recent changes to the privilege

set for the user. The privilege set can be built on previous achievements or credit

history.” Col. 16 II. 61-64. As explained previously, the user credentials correspond to a

rule set. He et al. also teaches that “By presenting the correct secret key to the local

access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the network. The

correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the process of decrypting

the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the message that allows

the user to proceed with the network access control process to access network

resources and information.” Col. 18 II. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that passing

-23-

Panasonic-101 1

Page 281 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 282 of 307

Patent No.: 6,779,118

Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

between the user and the public network is controlled according to the user credentials,

which correspond to the rule set.

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated

modification of at least a portion of the rule set: He et al. teaches that “It is

desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to

create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-

friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently

manage user accounts. Col. 17 II. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server

configured to allow automated modification of a portion of a rule set.

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some

combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or location the user

access [sic]: He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for

the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account.

Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security

administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23.

Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow automated modification

of a portion of a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each

authentication,” col. 17 l. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be modified,

the length of the “lifetime” can be modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be

made at any time, the modification can occur “as a function of time”. The “data

transmitted” and “location” are optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable

weight in the current claim (MPEP 2106, Section C). It is also noted that the phrase

“some combination” does not necessarily require two or more of the elements to be

present. For example, a subcombination could be a combination that invokes only one

of the elements recited.

2. Elements Common to Claims 16-24 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common to

Claims 16-24, but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in

the art in view of either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:
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a user’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network address:

Zenchelsky establishes the well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to

user at session login. Col. 1, II. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well

known nature of having source and destination address encoded into communication

packets as necessary to facilitate communication between source and destination.

Col. 1 II. 60-64. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify

He et al. to provide a temporary IP address to a user node and additionally encode

communications packets with source and destination address as necessarily to facilitate

communication through a switched packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

For at least the foregoing reasons, the limitations common to Claims 16—24 are

rendered obvious by He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 16-24

None of the additional limitations of Claims 16-24 render any of those claims

patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 16: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time. He et al.

teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security

administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should

provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively

and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a

redirection server configured to allow modification of a portion of a rule set. He et al.

also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17 l. 13, and since any
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portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be modified.

Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any time, the modification can

occur “as a function of time.”

Regarding Claim 17: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data

transmitted to or from the user. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database

tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and

modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the

system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.”

Col. 17 II. 19-23. The system administrator must provide data in order to effect these

modifications. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow modification of a

portion of the rule set as a function of data transmitted from a user, namely the system

administrator.

Regarding Claim 18: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or

locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database

tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and

modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the

system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.”

Col. 17 II. 19-23. The administrator must access the location of the database tool to use

the tool. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow modification of a portion of a

rule set as a function of a location accessed by a user, namely the system

administrator.

Regarding Claim 19: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.

He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system

security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool
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should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to

effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23. Thus, He et al.

teaches a redirection server configured to allow removal or reinstatement of a portion of

a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17

l. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the

“lifetime” can be modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any

time, the modification can occur “as a function of time.”

Regarding Claim 20: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the

data transmitted to or from the user. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a

database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts. Col. 17 II. 19-23. The system administrator must provide data in order to

effect these modifications. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow removal or

reinstatement of a portion of the rule set as a function of data transmitted from a user,

namely the system administrator.

Regarding Claim 21: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the

location or locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that

a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23. The administrator must access the location of the

database tool to use the tool. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow

removal or reinstatement of a portion of a rule set as a function of a location accessed

by a user, namely the system administrator.
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Regarding Claim 22: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some

combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or location or locations

the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be

provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a

user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system

security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17

II. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow removal or

reinstatement of a portion of a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of

each authentication,” col. 17 l. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be

removed or reinstated, the length of the “lifetime” can be removed or reinstated.

Alternatively, since the removal or reinstatement can be made at any time, the removal

or reinstatement can occur “as a function of time”. The “data transmitted” and “location”

are optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable weight in the current claim

(MPEP 2106, Section C). It is also noted that the phrase “some combination” does not

necessarily require two or more of the elements to be present. For example, a

subcombination could be a combination that invokes only one of the elements recited.

Regarding Claim 23: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server has a user side that is

connected to a computer and a network side connected to a computer network

and wherein the computer is connected to the computer network through the

redirection server. He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10 that

connects to a dial-up user through the dial-up server 1002. Thus, He et al. teaches a

redirection server, namely a credential server, with a user side connected to a

computer. He et al. also teaches that the credential server 204 is connected to the

interconnection network 106. Thus, He et al. teaches the redirection server having a

network side connected to a computer network.

Furthermore, He et al. teaches that “User credential/privilege control requires that

the credential server 204 be relied upon to provide and certify the user credential
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information to be presented to a network element 104 for the local access control

system to make further access decisions on network resources and information.”

Col. 18 II. 34-38. Thus, He et al. teaches that the computer is connected to the

computer network, namely the network elements, through the redirection server.

Although He et al. may not teach that the redirection server is connected to a

computer using the temporarily assigned network address, Zenchelsky renders

obvious a temporarily assigned network address. Zenchelsky establishes the well

known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

II. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination address encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 II. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary

IP address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source

and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched

packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

Regarding Claim 24: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that instructions to the redirection server to modify the

rule set are received by one or more of the user side of the redirection server and

the network side of the redirection server. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that

a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23. A system security administrator is a type of user, and

He et al. shows users presenting input to the network, in Figure 10. Accordingly,

instructions transmitted from a network administrator originate at terminal 102 and

proceed through the user side elements 1002, 1004 as well as the network side

element 106.
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D. Claims 26-27 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art

Claims 26-27 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements

common to claims 26-27 (namely, the elements of Claim 25) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 26-27

overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 25 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 25 are incorporated into dependent Claims 26-27, Requestor is

including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of

Claim 25 to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 26-27.

1. Elements Common to Claims 26-27 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 26-27. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system that comprises:

A redirection server containing a user’s rule set: He et al. teaches a

credential server 204 in Figure 10, and that “Based on the user identifier, the credential

server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration database 210

and enclose the list in a credential ticket.” Col. 19 ll. 25 When the credential server

204 retrieves the user credentials, it contains that particular rule set. Alternatively,

providing access by the credential server to the database containing the rule set can

constitute the server containing the rule set as a result of direct access.

Wherein the user’s rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions

used to control data passing between the user and a public network: He et al.

teaches a “list of user credentials. This list shall reflect the most recent changes to the

privilege set for the user. The privilege set can be built on previous achievements or

credit history.” Col. 16 II. 61-64. As explained previously, the user credentials

correspond to a rule set. He et al. also teaches that “By presenting the correct secret
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key to the local access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the

network. The correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the

process of decrypting the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the

message that allows the user to proceed with the network access control process to

access network resources and information.” Col. 18 II. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches

that passing between the user and the public network is controlled according to the user

credentials, which correspond to the rule set.

Modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set while the user’s rule set

remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address in the redirection

server: He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the

system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account.

Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security

administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23.

Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow modification of a portion

of a rule set.

Wherein the redirection server has a user side that is connected to a

computer and a network side connected to a computer network wherein the

computer is connected to the computer network through the redirection server:

He et al. teaches the credential server 204 in Figure 10 that connects to a dial-up user

through a dial-up server 1002. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server, namely a

credential server, with a user side connected to a computer. He et al. also teaches that

the credential server 204 is connected to an interconnection network 106. Thus, He et

al. teaches the redirection server having a network side connected to a computer

network.

Furthermore, He et al. teaches that “User credential/privilege control requires that

the credential server 204 be relied upon to provide and certify the user credential

information to be presented to a network element 104 for the local access control

system to make further access decisions on network resources and information.”

Col. 18 II. 34-38. Thus, He et al. teaches that the computer is connected to the

computer network, namely the network elements, through the redirection server.
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The method further includes the step of receiving instructions by the

redirection server to modify at least a portion of the user’s rule set through one or

more of the user side of the redirection server and the network side of the

redirection server: He et aI. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be

provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a

user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system

security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17

II. 19-23. Thus, He et aI. teaches receiving instructions by the redirection server to

modify a portion of a user’s rule set. Figure 10 illustrates that users present input to the

network, and a network administrator is also a user. Accordingly, instructions

transmitted from a network administrator originate at a terminal 102 and proceed

through the user side elements 1002, 1004 as well as the network side element 106.

2. Elements Common to Claims 26-27 and Taught by Further Art

He et aI. may not explicitly teach the following elements common to

Claims 26-27, but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in

the art in view of either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:

A user’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network address and

that the redirection server is connected to a computer using the temporarily

assigned network address and a network address: Zenchelsky establishes the well

known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

II. 30-35. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination addresses encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 II. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary IP

address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source

and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched

packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

Note that a computer address is not a physical object, and thus is not physically

connected to anything.
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A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ’1 18 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

For at least the foregoing reasons, the limitations common to Claims 26-27 are

rendered obvious by He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 26-27

None of the additional limitations of Claims 26-27 render any of those claims

patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 26: in addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule

set as a function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or from the user,

and location or locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable

that a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts. Col. 17 II. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches modifying a portion of a rule set.

He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17 l. 13, and

since any portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be

modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any time, the

modification can occur “as a function of time”. The “data transmitted” and “location” are

optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable weight in the current claim

(MPEP 2106, Section C).

Regarding Claim 27: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of removing or reinstating at least a portion of the

user’s rule set as a function of one or more of: time, the data transmitted to or

from the user, and a location or locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches
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that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security

administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should

provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively

and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 II. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a

redirection server configured to allow removal or reinstatement of a portion of a rule set.

He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17 l. 13, and

since any portion of the user account can be removed or reinstated, the length of the

“lifetime” can be removed or reinstated. Alternatively, since the removal or

reinstatement can be made at any time, the removal or reinstatement can occur “as a

function of time”. The “data transmitted” and “location” are optional recitations, and thus

do not carry patentable weight in the current claim (MPEP 2106, Section C).

VII. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Requestor has identified a substantial new question of

the patentability of Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of the ’1 18 patent based on He et

al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. The references render Claims 2-7, 9-

14, 16-24, and 26-27 obvious, thus raising a substantial question of patentability. The

question of patentability is new because no party in the Pending Reexamination has

considered the dependent claims with respect to the aforementioned art. Accordingly,

Requestor requests that a reexamination be ordered for Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and

26-27 of U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to lkudome et al.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: February 17, 2012 By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/

Jerry Turner Sewell

Registration No. 31,567
949-433-2849
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VIII. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.510(b)(5) and 37 C.F.R. § 1.33(c), I hereby certify that on

February 17, 2012, a complete copy of this ex parte reexamination request, including

the accompanying transmittal and all exhibits, are being served via First Class US. Mail

upon the current attorneys of record for the Patent Owner:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC

2845 Duke Street

Alexandria VA 22314

By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/

Jerry Turner Sewell
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USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA

REDIRECTION SYSTEM

RELATED APPLICATION

This application claims priority of US. Provisional Appli-
cation No. 60/084,014 filed May 4, 1998, the disclosure of
which is incorporated fully herein by reference.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates to the field of Internet

communications, more particularly, to a database system for
use in dynamically redirecting and filtering Internet traffic.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

In prior art systems as shown in FIG. 1 when an Internet
user establishes a connection with an Internet Service Pro-

vider (ISP), the user first makes a physical connection
between their computer 100 and a dial-up networking server
102, the user provides to the dial-up networking server their
user ID and password. The dial-up networking server then
passes the user ID and password, along with a temporary
Internet Protocol (IP) address for use by the user to the ISP’s
authentication and accounting server 104. A detailed
description of the IP communications protocol is discussed
in Internetworking with TCP/IP, 3rd ed., Douglas Comer,
Prentice Hall, 1995, which is fully incorporated herein by
reference. The authentication and accounting server, upon
verification of the user ID and password using a database
106 would send an authorization message to the dial-up
networking server 102 to allow the user to use the temporary
IP address assigned to that user by the dial-up networking
server and then logs the connection and assigned IP address.
For the duration of that session, whenever the user would
make a request to the Internet 110 via a gateway 108, the end
user would be identified by the temporarily assigned IP
address.

The redirection of Internet traffic is most often done with

World Wide Web (WWW) traffic (more specifically, traffic
using the HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol)). However,
redirection is not limited to WWW traffic, and the concept
is valid for all IP services. To illustrate how redirection is

accomplished, consider the following example, which redi-
rects a user’s request for a WWW page (typically an html
(hypertext markup language) file) to some other WWW
page. First, the user instructs the WWW browser (typically
software running on the user’s PC) to access a page on a
remote WWW server by typing in the URL (universal
resource locator) or clicking on a URL link. Note that a URL
provides information about the communications protocol,
the location of the server (typically an Internet domain name
or IP address), and the location of the page on the remote
server. The browser next sends a request to the server
requesting the page. In response to the user’s request, the
web server sends the requested page to the browser. The
page, however, contains html code instructing the browser to
request some other WWW page—hence the redirection of
the user begins. The browser then requests the redirected
WWW page according to the URL contained in the first
page’s html code. Alternately, redirection can also be
accomplished by coding the page such that it instructs the
browser to run a program, like a Java applet or the like,
which then redirects the browser. One disadvantage with
current redirection technology is that control of the redirec-
tion is at the remote end, or WWW server end—and not the
local, or user end. That is to say that the redirection is
performed by the remote server, not the user’s local gateway.
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Filtering packets at the Internet Protocol (IP) layer has
been possible using a firewall device or other packet filtering
device for several years. Although packet filtering is most
often used to filter packets coming into a private network for
security purposes, once properly programed, they can filter
outgoing packets sent from users to a specific destination as
well. Packet filtering can distinguish, and filter based on, the
type of IP service contained within an IP packet. For
example, the packet filter can determine if the packet con-
tains FTP (file transfer protocol) data, WWW data, or Telnet
session data. Service identification is achieved by identify-
ing the terminating port number contained within each IP
packet header. Port numbers are standard within the industry
to allow for interoperability between equipment. Packet
filtering devices allow network administrators to filter pack-
ets based on the source and/or destination information, as
well as on the type of service being transmitted within each
IP packet. Unlike redirection technology, packet filtering
technology allows control at the local end of the network
connection, typically by the network administrator.
However, packet filtering is very limited because it is static.
Once packet filtering rule sets are programed into a firewall
or other packet filter device, the rule set can only be changed
by manually reprogramming the device.

Packet filter devices are often used with proxy server
systems, which provide access control to the Internet and are
most often used to control access to the world wide web. In

a typical configuration, a firewall or other packet filtering
device filters all WWW requests to the Internet from a local
network, except for packets from the proxy server. That is to
say that a packet filter or firewall blocks all traffic originating
from within the local network which is destined for con-

nection to a remote server on port 80 (the standard WWW
port number). However, the packet filter or firewall permits
such traffic to and from the proxy server. Typically, the proxy
server is programed with a set of destinations that are to be
blocked, and packets destined for blocked addresses are not
forwarded. When the proxy server receives a packet, the
destination is checked against a database for approval. If the
destination is allowed, the proxy server simply forwards
packets between the local user and the remote server outside
the firewall. However, proxy servers are limited to either
blocking or allowing specific system terminals access to
remote databases.

A recent system is disclosed in US. Pat. No. 5,696,898.
This patent discloses a system, similar to a proxy server, that
allows network administrators to restrict specific IP
addresses inside a firewall from accessing information from
certain public or otherwise uncontrolled databases (i.e., the
WWW/Internet). According to the disclosure, the system has
a relational database which allows network administrators to

restrict specific terminals, or groups of terminals, from
accessing certain locations. Similarly limited as a proxy
server, this invention can only block or allow terminals’
access to remote sites. This system is also static in that rules
programmed into the database need to be reprogramming in
order to change which locations specific terminals mayaccess.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The present invention allows for creating and implement-
ing dynamically changing rules, to allow the redirection,
blocking, or allowing, of specific data traffic for specific
users, as a function of database entries and the user’s
activity. In certain embodiments according to the present
invention, when the user connects to the local network, as in
the prior art system, the user’s ID and password are sent to
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the authentication accounting server. The user ID and pass-
word are checked against information in an authentication
database. The database also contains personalized filtering
and redirection information for the particular user ID. Dur-
ing the connection process, the dial-up network server
provides the authentication accounting server with the IP
address that is going to be temporarily assigned to the user.
The authentication accounting server then sends both the
user’s temporary IP address and all of the particular user’s
filter and redirection information to a redirection server. The

IP address temporarily assigned to the end user is then sent
back to the end user for use in connecting to the network.

Once connected to the network, all data packets sent to, or
received by, the user include the user’s temporary IP address
in the IP packet header. The redirection server uses the filter
and redirection information supplied by the authentication
accounting server, for that particular IP address, to either
allow packets to pass through the redirection server
unmolested, block the request all together, or modify the
request according to the redirection information.

When the user terminates the connection with the

network, the dial-up network server informs the authentica-
tion accounting server, which in turn, sends a message to the
redirection server telling it to remove any remaining filtering
and redirection information for the terminated user’s tem-

porary IP address. This then allows the dial-up network to
reassign that IP address to another user. In such a case, the
authentication accounting server retrieves the new user’s
filter and redirection information from the database and

passes it, with the same IP address which is now being used
by a different user, to the redirection server. This new user’s
filter may be different from the first user’s filter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a typical Internet Service
Provider environment.

FIG. 2 is a block diagram of an embodiment of an Internet
Service Provider environment with integrated redirection
system.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
INVENTION

In the following embodiments of the invention, common
reference numerals are used to represent the same compo-
nents. If the features of an embodiment are incorporated into
a single system, these components can be shared and per-
form all the functions of the described embodiments.

FIG. 2. shows a typical Internet Service Provider (ISP)
environment with integrated user specific automatic data
redirection system. In a typical use of the system, a user
employs a personal computer (PC) 100, which connects to
the network. The system employs: a dial-up network server
102, an authentication accounting server 204, a database 206
and a redirection server 208.

The PC 100 first connects to the dial-up network server
102. The connection is typically created using a computer
modem, however a local area network (LAN) or other
communications link can be employed. The dial-up network
server 102 is used to establish a communications link with

the user’s PC 100 using a standard communications proto-
col. In the preferred embodiment Point to Point Protocol
(PPP) is used to establish the physical link between the PC
100 and the dial-up network server 102, and to dynamically
assign the PC 100 an IP address from a list of available
addresses. However, other embodiments may employ dif-
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ferent communications protocols, and the IP address may
also be permanently assigned to the PC 100. Dial-up net-
work servers 102, PPP and dynamic IP address assignment
are well known in the art.

An authentication accounting server with Auto-Navi com-
ponent (hereinafter, authentication accounting server) 204 is
used to authenticate user ID and permit, or deny, access to
the network. The authentication accounting server 204 que-
ries the database 206 to determine if the user ID is autho-

rized to access the network. If the authentication accounting
server 204 determines the user ID is authorized, the authen-
tication accounting server 204 signals the dial-up network
server 102 to assign the PC 100 an IP address, and the
Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server 204 sends the redirection server 208 (1) the filter and
redirection information stored in database 206 for that user

ID and (2) the temporarily assigned IP address for the
session. One example of an authentication accounting server
is discussed in US. Pat. No. 5,845,070, which is fully
incorporated here by reference. Other types of authentica-
tion accounting servers are known in the art. However, these
authentication accounting servers lack an Auto-Navi com-
ponent.

The system described herein operates based on user Id’s
supplied to it by a computer. Thus the system does not
“know” who the human being “user” is at the keyboard of
the computer that supplies a user ID. However, for the
purposes of this detailed description, “user” will often be
used as a short hand expression for “the person supplying
inputs to a computer that is supplying the system with a
particular user ID.”

The database 206 is a relational database which stores the

system data. FIG. 3 shows one embodiment of the database
structure. The database, in the preferred embodiment,
includes the following fields: a user account number, the
services allowed or denied each user (for example: e-mail,
Telnet, FTP, WW W), and the locations each user is allowed
to access.

Rule sets are employed by the system and are unique for
each user ID, or a group of user ID’s. The rule sets specify
elements or conditions about the user’s session. Rule sets

may contain data about a type of service which may or may
not be accessed, a location which may or may not be
accessed, how long to keep the rule set active, under what
conditions the rule set should be removed, when and how to
modify the rule set during a session, and the like. Rule sets
may also have a preconfigured maximum lifetime to ensure
their removal from the system.

The redirection server 208 is logically located between
the user’s computer 100 and the network, and controls the
user’s access to the network. The redirection server 208

performs all the central tasks of the system. The redirection
server 208 receives information regarding newly established
sessions from the authentication accounting server 204. The
Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server 204 queries the database for the rule set to apply to
each new session, and forwards the rule set and the currently
assigned IP address to the redirection server 208. The
redirection server 208 receives the IP address and rule set,
and is programed to implement the rule set for the IP
address, as well as other attendant logical decisions such as:
checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets
as a function of the rule sets, performing the physical
redirection of data packets based on the rule sets, and
dynamically changing the rule sets based on conditions.
When the redirection server 208 receives information
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regarding a terminated session from the authentication
accounting server 204, the redirection server 208 removes
any outstanding rule sets and information associated with
the session. The redirection server 208 also checks for and

removes expired rule sets from time to time.
In an alternate embodiment, the redirection server 208

reports all or some selection of session information to the
database 206. This information may then be used for
reporting, or additional rule set generation.

System Features Overview

In the present embodiment, each specific user may be
limited to, or allowed, specific IP services, such as WWW,
FTP and Telnet. This allows a user, for example, WWW
access, but not FTP access or Telnet access. Auser’s access
can be dynamically changed by editing the user’s database
record and commanding the Auto-Navi component of the
authentication accounting server 204 to transmit the user’s
new rule set and current IP address to the redirection server
208.

Auser’s access can be “locked” to only allow access to
one location, or a set of locations, without affecting other
users’ access. Each time a locked user attempts to access
another location, the redirection server 208 redirects the user
to a default location. In such a case, the redirection server
208 acts either as proxy for the destination address, or in the
case of WW traffic the redirection server 208 replies to the
user’s request with a page containing a redirection com-
mand.

A user may also be periodically redirected to a location,
based on a period of time or some other condition. For
example, the user will first be redirected to a location
regardless of what location the user attempts to reach, then
permitted to access other locations, but every ten minutes the
user is automatically redirected to the first location. The
redirection server 208 accomplishes such a rule set by
setting an initial temporary rule set to redirect all traffic; after
the user accesses the redirected location, the redirection
server then either replaces the temporary rule set with the
user’s standard rule set or removes the rule set altogether
from the redirection server 208. After a certain or variable

time period, such as ten minutes, the redirection server 208
reinstates the rule set again.

The following steps describe details of a typical user
session:

Auser connects to the dial-up network server 102 through
computer 100.

The user inputs user ID and password to the dial-up
network server 102 using computer 100 which for-
wards the information to the authentication accounting
server 204

The authentication accounting server 204 queries data-
base 206 and performs validation check of user ID and
password.

Upon a successful user authentication, the dial-up net-
work server 102 completes the negotiation and assigns
an IP address to the user. Typically, the authentication
accounting server 204 logs the connection in the data-
base 206.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 then sends both the user’s rule set
(contained in database 206) and the user’s IP address
(assigned by the dial-up network server 102) in real
time to the redirection server 208 so that it can filter the

user’s IP packets.
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The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to control (filter, block, redirect, and the
like) the user’s data as a function of the rule set.

The following is an example of a typical user’s rule set,
attendant logic and operation:

If the rule set for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-2) was
such as to only allow that user to access the web site
www.us.com, and permit Telnet services, and redirect all
web access from any server at xyz.com to www.us.com, then
the logic would be as follows:

The database 206 would contain the following record for
user UserID-2:

ID UserID-Z
Password: secret
##########
## Rule Sets ###
##########

#service rule expire
http www.us.com 0
http *.xyz.com=>www.us.com 0

the user initiates a session, and sends the correct user ID

and password (UserID-2 and secret) to the dial-up
network server 102. As both the user ID and password
are correct, the authentication accounting server 204
authorizes the dial-up network server 102 to establish a
session. The dial-up network server 102 assigns
UserID-2 an IP address (for example, 10.0.0.1) to the
user and passes the IP address to the authentication
accounting server 204.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 sends both the user’s rule set and the
user’s IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server
208.

The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to filter and redirect the user’s packets
according to the rule set. The logic employed by the
redirection server 208 to implement the rule set is as
follows:
IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND

( ((request type=HTTP) AND (destination address:
www.us.com) ) OR (request type=Telnet)

) THEN ok.
IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND

( (request type=HTTP) AND (destination address:
*.xyz.com)

) THEN (redirect=www.us.com)
The redirection server 208 monitors all the IP packets,

checking each against the rule set. In this situation, if IP
address 10.0.0.1 (the address assigned to user ID UserID-2)
attempts to send a packet containing HTTP data (i.e.,
attempts to connect to port 80 on any machine within the
xyz.com domain) the traffic is redirected by the redirection
server 208 to www.us.com. Similarly, if the user attempts to
connect to any service other then HTTP at www.us.com or
Telnet anywhere, the packet will simply be blocked by the
redirection server 208.

When the user logs out or disconnects from the system,
the redirection server will remove all remaining rule sets.

The following is another example of a typical user’s rule
set, attendant logic and operation:

If the rule set for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-3) was
to force the user to visit the web site www.widgetsell.com,
first, then to have unfettered access to other web sites, then
the logic would be as follows:
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The database 206 would contain the following record for
user UserID-3;

ID UserID-3

Password: top-secret##########
### Rule Sets ##
##########

#service rule expire
http *=>www.widgetsell.com 1x

the user initiates a session, and sends the correct user ID

and password (UserID-3 and top-secret) to the dial-up
network server 102. As both the user ID and password
are correct, the authentication accounting server 204
authorizes the dial-up network server 102 to establish a
session. The dial-up network server 102 assigns user ID
3 an IP address (for example, 10.0.0.1) to the user and
passes the IP address to the authentication accounting
server 204.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 sends both the user’s rule set and the
user’s IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server
208.

The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to filter and redirect the user’s packets
according to the rule set. The logic employed by the
redirection server 208 to implement the rule set is as
follows:
IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND

(request type=HTTP) THEN (redirect=
www.widgetsell.com)

THEN SET NEW RULE
IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND

(request type=HTTP) THEN ok.
The redirection server 208 monitors all the IP packets,

checking each against the rule set. In this situation, if IP
address 10.0.0.1 (the address assigned to user ID UserID-3)
attempts to send a packet containing HTTP data (i.e.,
attempts to connect to port 80 on any machine) the traffic is
redirected by the redirection server 208 to www.widgetsell-
.com. Once this is done, the redirection server 208 will
remove the rule set and the user if free to use the web
unmolested.

When the user logs out or disconnects from the system,
the redirection server will remove all remaining rule sets.

In an alternate embodiment a user may be periodically
redirected to a location, based on the number of other
factors, such as the number of locations accessed, the time
spent at a location, the types of locations accessed, and other
such factors.

A user’s account can also be disabled after the user has

exceeded a length of time. The authentication accounting
server 204 keeps track of user’s time online. Prepaid use
subscriptions can thus be easily managed by the authenti-
cation accounting Server 204.

In yet another embodiment, signals from the Internet 110
side of redirection server 208 can be used to modify rule sets
being used by the redirection server. Preferably, encryption
and/or authentication are used to verify that the server or
other computer on the Internet 110 side of redirection server
208 is authorized to modify the rule set or rule sets that are
being attempted to be modified. An example of this embodi-
ment is where it is desired that a user be redirected to a

particular web site until the fill out a questionnaire or satisfy
some other requirement on such a web site. In this example,
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the redirection server redirects a user to a particular web site
that includes a questionnaire. After this web site receives
acceptable data in all required fields, the web site then sends
an authorization to the redirection server that deletes the

redirection to the questionnaire web site from the rule set for
the user who successfully completed the questionnaire. Of
course, the type of modification an outside server can make
to a rule set on the redirection server is not limited to

deleting a redirection rule, but can include any other type of
modification to the rule set that is supported by the redirec-
tion server as discussed above.

It will be clear to one skilled in the art that the invention

may be implemented to control (block, allow and redirect)
any type of service, such as Telnet, FTP, WW and the like.
The invention is easily programmed to accommodate new
services or networks and is not limited to those services and

networks (e.g., the Internet) now know in the art.
It will also be clear that the invention may be imple-

mented on a non-IP based networks which implement other
addressing schemes, such as IPX, MAC addresses and the
like. While the operational environment detailed in the
preferred embodiment is that of an ISP connecting users to
the Internet, it will be clear to one skilled in the art that the
invention may be implemented in any application where
control over users’ access to a network or network resources

is needed, such as a local area network, wide area network
and the like. Accordingly, neither the environment nor the
communications protocols are limited to those discussed.

What is claimed is:

1. A system comprising:
a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of

user IDs with an individualized rule set;
a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from

users’ computers;
a redirection server connected to the dial-up network

server and a public network, and
an authentication accounting server connected to the

database, the dial-up network server and the redirection
server;

wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first
user ID for one of the users’ computers and a tempo-
rarily assigned network address for the first user ID to
the authentication accounting server;

wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the
database and communicates the individualized rule set

that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily
assigned network address to the redirection server; and

wherein data directed toward the public network from the
one of the users’ computers are processed by the
redirection server according to the individualized rule
set.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further provides control over a plurality of data to and from
the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule
set.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further blocks the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized rule set.

4. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further allows the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized rule set.

5. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further redirects the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized rule set.

6. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further redirects the data from the users’ computers to
multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule
set.
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7. The system of claim 1, wherein the database entries for
a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs are correlated with
a common individualized rule set.

8. In a system comprising a database with entries corre-
lating each of a plurality of user IDs with an individualized
rule set; a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from
users’ computers; a redirection server connected to the
dial-up network server and a public network, and an authen-
tication accounting server connected to the database, the
dial-up network server and the redirection server, the
method comprising the steps of:

communicating a first user ID for one of the users’
computers and a temporarily assigned network address
for the first user ID from the dial-up network server to
the authentication accounting server;

communicating the individualized rule set that correlates
with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned
network address to the redirection server from the

authentication accounting server;

and processing data directed toward the public network
from the one of the users’ computers according to the
individualized rule set.

9. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
controlling a plurality of data to and from the users’ com-
puters as a function of the individualized rule set.

10. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
blocking the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

11. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
allowing the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

12. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
redirecting the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

13. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
redirecting the data from the users’ computers to multiple
destinations a function of the individualized rule set.

14. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
creating database entries for a plurality of the plurality of
users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID further being correlated
with a common individualized rule set.

15. A system comprising:

a redirection server programed with a user’s rule set
correlated to a temporarily assigned network address;

wherein the rule set contains at least one of a plurality of
functions used to control passing between the user and
a public network;

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow
automated modification of at least a portion of the rule
set correlated to the temporarily assigned network
address; and wherein the redirection server is config-
ured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of some combination of time, data
transmitted to or from the user, or location the user
access.

16. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of time.

17. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of the data transmitted to or from the
user.
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18. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of the location or locations the user
access.

19. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.

20. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data
transmitted to or from the user.

21. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or
locations the user access.

22. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of some
combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or
location or locations the user access.

23. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
has a user side that is connected to a computer using the
temporarily assigned network address and a network side
connected to a computer network and wherein the computer
using the temporarily assigned network address is connected
to the computer network through the redirection server.

24. The system of claim 23 wherein instructions to the
redirection server to modify the rule set are received by one
or more of the user side of the redirection server and the
network side of the redirection server.

25. In a system comprising a redirection server containing
a user’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network
address wherein the user’s rule set contains at least one of a

plurality of functions used to control data passing between
the user and a public network; the method comprising the
step of:

modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set while the
user’s rule set remains correlated to the temporarily
assigned network address in the redirection server; and
wherein the redirection server has a user side that is

connected to a computer using the temporarily assigned
network address and a network address and a network

side connected to a computer network and wherein the
computer using the temporarily assigned network
address is connected to the computer network through
the redirection server and the method further includes

the step of receiving instructions by the redirection
server to modify at least a portion of the user’s rule set
through one or more of the user side of the redirection
server and the network side of the redirection server.

26. The method of claim 25, further including the step of
modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set as a
function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or from
the user, and location or locations the user access.

27. The method of claim 25, further including the step of
removing or reinstating at least a portion of the user’s rule
set as a function of one or more of: time, the data transmitted
to or from the user and the location or locations the user
access.
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