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user action may prompt an automatic modification. As such, the court adopts the following

construction: “a change by the system without a request or instruction to change from a user.”

K. “location the user access”

Claim 15 contains the term “location the user access”: “wherein the redirection serveris

configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some

combinationoftime, data transmitted to or from the user, or location the user access.” This claim

term is grammatically incorrect and may have a word missing. Thespecification explains that “a

user maybe periodically redirected to a location, based on the numberofother factors, such as the

numberoflocations accessed,the time spentat a location,the types of locations accessed, and other

such factors.” (‘118 patent, 7:48-52). Linksmart argues that this term means“locationor locations

that the user accesses.” The defendantsallege that “location the user access”is indefinite.

The defendants assert that “location the user access” is ambiguous becauseit is susceptible

to more than one meaning. According to the defendants,this term may mean “location that the user

accesses,”“location the user attempts to access,” “location from whichthe useraccesses,” “location
2? 66

the user is allowed to access,” “numberoflocations the user accessed,” and “types oflocations the

user accessed.” During reexamination, Linksmart filed an amendment to claim 15 that read,

“location the user attempts to access.” (Dkt. No. 414, Ex. 2, at 29). In addition, whenaccusing

Cisco of infringement, Linksmart asserted that the term means “the locationfrom which the user

accesses the Accused Instrumentality.” (Dkt. No. 414, Ex. 2, at 53).

A district court cannot correct errors in a patent if the proposed correction is subject to

reasonable debate. Novo Indus., 350 F.3d at 1357. In Novo Industries, the disputed claim term was

“stop means formed on a rotatable with said support finger.” Jd. at 1352. Theplaintiff argued that
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this term contained an obvious typographical error and proposed two different corrections: “stop

means on said support finger” and “stop means formed onarotatable support finger.” Jd. The

Federal Circuit held that the error was not amenableto correction by the court, partly because the

plaintiff itself suggested two different corrections, and thus the proposed correction was subject to

reasonable debate. Jd. at 1357. Likewise, in this case, “location the user access” has an obvious

typographical or grammatical error, and the correction is subject to reasonable debate. Linksmart

has suggested one correction to this court, offered a different correction to the PTO, and asserted yet

another theory to Cisco.’ Therefore, the term “location the user access”is insolubly ambiguous.

Assuch, claim 15 is indefinite.

L. “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”

The term “modifying at least a portion ofthe user’s rule set while the user’s rule set remains

correlated to the temporarily assigned network address”is found in claim 25. Theplaintiff argues

that no construction of this term is necessary in light of other constructions. Alternatively,

Linksmart proposesthe following construction:“changing at least one ofthe elements or conditions

about the user’s session during the session.” The defendants contend that “modifying at least a

portion ofthe user's rule set while the user’s rule set remainscorrelated to the temporarily assigned

network address” means“changingatleast oneofthe rules in the user’s rule set without ending the

authorized session.”

The primary difference betweenthe parties’ proposed constructions is whether termination
 

Linksmart argues that its infringement contentions against Ciscoare irrelevant for
purposesof claim construction becausetheyare litigation-related documents. But in Novo
Industries, the Federal Circuit considered litigation-related positions in holding that the proposed
correction was subject to reasonable debate. See id. (“Indeed, Novo itself suggested two
different constructionsto the district court... .”).
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of the user’s session, which may be a form of a rule change, is covered by the patent term.

According to the defendants, when the user’s sessionis terminated, the system breaksthe correlation

between the user’s rule set and the temporarily assigned network address. (See ‘118 patent, 3:21-26

(“When the user terminates the connection with the network, ... the authentication accounting

server . . . sends a messageto the redirection servertelling it to remove any remainingfiltering and

redirection information for the terminated user’s temporary IP address.”); 4:67-5:4 (“When the

redirection server[] receives information regarding a terminated session. . . , the redirection server

[] removes any outstandingrule sets and information associated with the session.”)). But Linksmart

argues that these quoted passages from the specification are preferred embodiments, and the claim

should not be construed to exclude modifications that terminate the session.

The court is persuaded by Linksmart’s argument. The system mayfirst terminate the user’s

session,then break the correlation between the temporarily assigned network address andthe user’s

rule set. The court therefore construes “modifying at least a portion ofthe user’s rule set while the

user’s rule set remainscorrelated to the temporarily assigned network address”to mean “changing

at least one of the elements or conditionsin the ‘user’s rule set’ during the session.”

M. “database”

Claim 1 containsthe term “database”:“a database with entries correlating each ofa plurality

of user IDs with an individualized rule set.” The term “database” appears throughout the

specification. The plaintiffasserts that no construction of“database”is necessary. Ifa construction

is required, the plaintiff proposes “a structured set of data held in a computer.” In contrast, BWI

contends that this term means a “relational database that stores data in a collection of records

wherein each record has at least one field commonto other records.”
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BWI arguesthat “database” must be construedasa relational database. In support ofits

proposed construction, BWI quotesthe following language from the specification: “The database

206is a relational database whichstores the system data.” (‘118 patent, 4:33-34) (emphasis added).

BWI contends that this language doesnot state that the database could be or may bearelational

database; instead, it says that the database is a relational database. But the quoted sentence is

located within the “Detailed Description of the Invention”; this section begins with “[i]n the

following embodimentsofthe invention.” (‘118 patent, 3:45). Figure 2 andthe “database 206,”

discussed in the Detailed Description,illustrate embodiments of the claimed invention. Although

relational databasesare a preferred embodiment, nothingin the claimsor specification exclude other

forms of data storage, such asaflat file. Therefore, the court construes “database” to mean “a

structured set of data held in a computer.”

N. “entries”

Claim 1 contains the term “entries”: “a database with entries correlating each of a plurality

of user IDs with an individualizedrule set.” The specification states that “[t]he present invention

allowsfor creating and implementing dynamically changingrules,to allow the redirection, blocking,

or allowing, of specific data traffic for specific users, as a function ofdatabase entries and the user’s

activity.” Linksmart states that no construction is necessary, or alternatively, proposes “records in

a database.” BWI asserts the following construction: “records in a database, each record including

a user ID and a uniquerule set individualized for the user ID.”

According to BWI, the rule set must be unique and individualized for each user ID. But

claim 7, which dependsfrom claim 1, explains thatthe entries correlate a plurality ofusers’ [Ds with

a common individualized rule set. As such, the term “entries” does not require the entries to
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correlate a unique rule set to each user ID.’ BWI alsoasserts that each record mustinclude a user

ID and a rule set. BWI relies on a portion ofthe specification that illustrates a record containing a

user ID and rule set. (‘118 patent, 6:11-22). This portion of the specification describes an

embodiment, however. The claim languagestates that the entries correlate, not include, the user

IDsand rule sets. Nothing in the patent excludes a database with user IDs and rulesets stored in

separate tables. Finally, the remainder ofBWI’s construction merely restates whatis required in the

claim language-thecorrelation ofuser IDs with rule sets. As such, the court construes“entries”to

mean “records in a database.”

VI. Conclusion

The court adopts the constructionsset forth in this opinion for the disputed termsofthe ‘118

patent. Theparties are orderedthat they maynotrefer, directly or indirectly, to each other’s claim

construction positionsin the presenceofthe jury. Likewise, the parties are orderedto refrain from

mentioning anyportion ofthis opinion,other than the actual definitions adoptedbythe court,in the

presence of the jury. Any reference to claim construction proceedingsis limited to informing the

jury of the definitions adopted by the court.

 

2 At the May 25, 2010 claim construction hearing, counsel for BWI appeared to argue that
the court should not consider claim 7 when construing “entries” because “claim 7 hasn’t been
asserted in this lawsuit.” A person of ordinary skill reading the ‘118 patent woulddiscern,
however,that claim 7 is intrinsic evidence regardless of whether Linksmart would later decline
to assert that claim. See also Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1315 (“Other claims of the patentin question,
both asserted and unasserted, can also be valuable sources of enlightenmentas to the meaning of
a claim term.”).
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SIGNEDthis 30th day of June, 2010.

 CHARLES EVERINGHAMILV

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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This is an appeal from the Final Rejection, dated October 12,:2001, ofthe claims in the

above-referenced application.

1. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST

The real party in interost is the asaignoe ofthe aubject application, Auric Web Systems.
2. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES

There are no yelated appealsor interferences.
8 STATUS OF CLAIMS

Claims 1-29. are pending in the present application.

Claims 1-29 have been rejected in a final rejection, dated October 12, 2001 under 35

U.S.C. §102(b).
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The claims on appeal are claims 1-29,

4, STATUS OF AMENDMENTS

Appellants submitted additional remarks in a response to the final rejection:|This

response did not amend any claims. The response was not deemed to overcometherejections.

See, Paper 14, dated October 22, 2002. There are no outstanding, unentered amendments.

5. SUMMARY OF INVENTION .

The invention is an improved databasesystem and method for redirecting and filtering
Internet traffic. Appellants’ Specification (hereinafter “Specification’), 1:10-11 (passages are

indicated by page:line). One embodimentof the invention relates to a system and method
including a database 206! with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an

individualized rule set. A dial-up network server 102 receives user IDs from users’ computers

100, and a redirection server 208 ia connected to the dial-up network server 102 and a public
network 110.. An authentication accounting server 204 is connected to the database 206, the
dial-up network server 102 and the redirection server 208. The dial-up network server 102

communicates a firat user ID for one of the users’ computers 100 and temporarily assigned

network address for the first user ID to the authentication accounting server 204. The

authentication. accounting server 204 accesses the database 206 and communicates the

individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned

network address to the redirection server 208. Specification, 4:8-13. Data directed toward
the public network 110 from one of the users’ computers 100 are processed by the redirection

server 208 according the individualized rule eet. Specification, 8:80-4:7.

One embodiment of the invention also redirects the data to and from the users’ .
computers as a function of the individualized rule set. Specification, 3:26-28. In another.
embodiment, at least a portion of the rule set for a temporarily assigned network address is

automatically modified or at least-a portion of the rule set is modified while that rule set

remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address, Specification, 3:28-80.

‘All numerals refer to FIG, 2,
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6 ISSUES

() Whetherclaims 1-29 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 102()) over Horowitz,et al.
(WO. 96/05549).

7. GROUPING OF CLAIMS

For purposes ofthis appeal, the claims are grouped as follows andfor the purposesofthis

appealonly, the claims within each group stand andfall together. The claims:consistof four

independentclaims, claims1, 8, 15, and 26. Claims 1 and 15 claim systems and claims 8 and

26 claim methods correspondingto those systema. For determining anticipation within the

meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), the groups are:

Group I - 1-4, 7-11, 14

Group II - 5-6, 12-13

Group ITI- 15-29

8 ARGUMENT

A. GROUP I

Group I includes claims 1-4, 7-11 and 14: Independent claim 1 recites 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 [De 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 tamporarily assigned network address for the first user ID

to the authentication accounting server, wherein the authentication accountingserver accesses
the database and communicates the individualized rule set that corralates with the first user

ID and the temporarily assigned network address tothe 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.
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The Examiner has rejected independent claim 1 under 385 U.S.C. §102(b) as being
anticipated by Horowitz. Horowitz is directed to a local network® remote access server.

Horowitz, Abstract. Remote users, such as telecommuters, can dial directly into a remote

access server® that checks the remote users’ IDs and passwords against a database. Horowitz,

3:15-28. The database also includes pre-programed accessfilters indicating to which of the

known devices connected to the local network (¢.g., other computers, printers, etc.) the user

can have access. Horowitz,-3:32-4:5. The remote access server can then allow or block the

user from access to a particular device.
Similar packetfiltering is discussed in the Appellants’ background section. Specifically, |

“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 reprogrammingthe device.” Specification, 2:30-34. However, this disadvantage can
be largely irrelevant on a local network because the devices and networks* on which the access
filters are based are relatively static and known by the network administrator. Horowitz

teaches that the database is “maintainedya network manager who has central control of and

responsibility for the network 14 and the maintenance thereof.” Horowitz, 8:31-9:2, Such
control over a constantly changing public network, such as the Internet, is ‘notfeasible.

A single prior art reference will anticipate a claim only ifit expressly or inherently

describes each and every limitation in the claim. Verdegaal Bros., Inc. v. Union Oil Co., 814

F.2d 628, 631 (Fed. Cir. 1987). Horowitz neither expressly nor inherently discloses every

limitation ofclaim.1. Specifically, Horowitz does not disclose the claim element, “wherein data

directed toward the public network from the one ofthe users’ computers are processed by the
redirection server according to the individualizedrule set.” The entirety of the Examiner's.
grounds for rejection with respect to this elementis that the elementis “disclosed by Horowitz,

in the abstract, specifically wherein it is stated that. the server also includes processing

*See, e.g., Horowitz, Abstract, 1:5-10 and 3:1-7.

§See. Horowitz, 4:6-23.

“See Horowitz; 3:29-4:65.
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electronics which control the communication and network ports.” SeeFinal Office Action,p.

3. In an advisory action,® the Examineressentially repeated this ground stating:

Applicant's representative argues that Horowitz does not [disclose] any about. ‘a
system that control a user's access to a public network’...However, the Examiner

-respectfully disagrees because Horowitz. in the Abstract, specifically wherein it is
stated that processing [electronics] which control the communication...see office
action mailed on 10/12/2001.

For a finding of anticipation, “the identical invention must-be shown in as.complete detail as
is contained in the ...claim.” Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 1226, 1236 (Ted. Cir.
1989). However, nothingin the reference’s passage from the Abstractcitedby the Examiner

discloses any data directed to a public network.

Although not explicitly stated, the Examiner appears to be making an assuniption that
“communication and network ports” inherently direct data to a public network. First,

Horowiiz fails to inherently anticipate the claimed element. “Inherent anticipation requires

that the missing descriptive material is ‘necessarily present,’ not merely probably or possibly

present, in the prior art.” Trintec Indus., Inc. v. Top-U.S.A. Corp., 295 F.3d 1292, 1295 (Fed.
Cir. 2002).. While it is true that it is possible to use “communication and network ports” to

direct data to a public network, “communication and network ports” are often used in systems

without directing data to a public network. For éxample, two stand alone computersdirectly

connected over a telephone line with modems or two computers connected to each other ina

simple LAN have “communication and network ports” controlledby processingelectronics, but

do not direct data towarda public network. Appellants therefore submit that the missing
description of: “directing data toward a public network”falls far short of being “necessarily .
present” in Horowitz, as is required by Trintec Indus., Inc. v. Top-U.S.A, Corp.

Second, the ‘specific “communication and natwork ports” disclosed in Horowitz do not

expressly teach or suggest anything about. public networks or directing data to a public
network. The “communication and network ports” in the Horowitz abstract cannot be read in

5See, Paper No. 14, sent November 8, 2002.

.5-
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Horowitz that, discusses these ports is as follows:

Referring now to FIG: 4, in one embodiment, the remote access server 16 includes
electronics 38, a plurality of serial communication ports 40,-40,, and a plurality of
network ports 42,-42.. The server 16 also can include a plurality of internal modems
44,-44y. The serial ports 40:and the network ports 42 are controlled by the electronics
38.

The electronics 38 include, in some embodiments, a powerful 16 MHz-68EC020
microprocessor and memory such as up to 1 megabyte of battery backed-up static
random access memory (SRAM) and possible #4 kilobytes in an erasable programmable
read only memory (EPROM).

Each of the serial communication ports 40 is for coupling with a‘communication
device (e.g., the modem 26 of FIG. 1), or for coupling directly with the telephone lines
22, to provide for communication with a remote computer(e.g., the remote computer 12
ofFIGS 1 and 2) over the telephonelines 22. A connecting cable canbe used to couple +
a serial port 40 with the communication device or with the telephone lines.. Each ofthe
serial ports 40 can. simultaneously be coupled to a different one of the plurality of
remote computers so as to provide simultaneous access to a local computer network for

each ofthe remote computers, even ifeach of the remote computers employs a different
protocol (e.g., IPX, TCPAP, AppleTalk, NetBEUI, or 802.2/LLC)...

Eachofthe network ports 42 is for coupling with a local computer network (e.g., the
network 14 ofFIGS, 1 and 2), via aconnecting cable,to provide for communication with
the network...In:some embodiments, the server 16 includes three network ports 42, one
for 10BaseT Ethernet, one for Thin Ethernet, and one for Thick Ethérnet.. In some
othar embodiments, the server 16 includés a‘single network port. 42 for Token Ring.
In some other embodiments, the server. 16 includes a single network: port 42 for use
with Apple LocalTalk,

Horowitz, 16:24-17:14, 17:24-18:1 (emphasis added). As indicated in the emphasized portion
of this disclosure, the “communications ports” provide communication with remote computers

used to remotely access the weatwork that includes the communication ports, not a public

network. Similarly, the “network-ports” are coupled'to.a local computer network, nota public
network. Nowhere in this discussionis there any. teaching or suggestion of a public network .
or the “communication andnetwork ports” being connected‘to ona, and, in fact, the entire
disclosure is expressly directed to only a private network.

The entirety of  
Page 513 @f 1492
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As discussed above, the differences betweenpublic and private networks are important.
In private networks, such as in Horowitz,all of the resources and services are known. Private

“networks are “maintained by a network manager who has central control ofand responsibility
for the network 14 and the maintenance thereof,” Horowitz, 8:31-9:2. All ofthe resources.and

services are mown, Additionally, since these networks are “private,” they are not accessible
to the public. Ina public network, the available resources. and services are unknown and

constantly changing. Horowitz states that an object of its accessfilter is to provide “security
features” and “restrict access to the network on a per-user basis.” Public networks are not -
secure and access is unrestricted, Because Horowitz fails to disclose the cited limitations

either expressly or inherently, Appellants respectfully submit that claim 1 is not anticipated
by Horowitz. ,

Independent claim 8 recites a method that corresponds ‘to the system recited in claim
1. Appellants respectfully submit thatélaim 8 and its dependent claims9-14 are therefore
patentable over Horowitz. Appellants respectfully request that the rejections to claims 8-14
be withdrawn.

For.all of the reasons stated above, Appellants respectfully submitthat claim 1, its
dependent claims2-7, claim 8.andits dependent claims 9-14 are patentable over Horowitz and
respectfully request that: the rejection under §102 be withdrawn.

B. GROUPIL.

Group II includesclaims 5-6 and 12-13. Claims 5-6 and 12-18 recite systems and
methods that redirect. data to and from the users’ computers via the redirection server as a -
function ofthe individualized rule set. The passages in Horowilz cited by the Examiner-do not
teach or suggest. this limitation. Instead, these passages relate to only-blocking or allowing
access to the private-network, or particular devices on the private network: Horowitz,
Abstract, 9:20-29. The Appellants can find no teaching or suggestion anywhere in Horowiiz
of directing the data to or from the user to an alternate location based on the individualized

rule set and the Examiner has not identified such teaching or suggestion. .
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Appellants include an. extensive discussion regarding redirection of data in their

specification. Specification, 1:29-2:16. Redirection involves the server “directing” the user to
anotherarea ofthe network. Ifthe user chooses on its own to try to access another, allowable

area of the network, this is clearly not redirection by the server. Horowitz, therefore, does not

disclose any server that redirects data, but rather only passivelyblocks or allows data, As this

limitation is neither expressly or inherently present in Horowitz, Appellants respectfully
request that the rejections to Group II be withdrawn. Additionally, Appellants submit that

claims 5-6 and 12-13 are dependent on patentable independent claims 1 and 8, respéctively,
and should therefore be allowed. The difference between passive blocking and allowing data
and the redirection in this group ofclaims also makes these claims patentably distinct from

the claims in Group I, because the claims in Group I would cover passive blocking and allowing
data.

Cc, GROUP III.

Group ITT includes claims 15-29. Independent claim 15 recites 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 betweenthe user and a public network; and wherein tha redirection serveris

configured to allow automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set correlated to

the temporarily assigned network address,

The Examiner has rejected independent.claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being
anticipated hy [orowitz. As discussedin ralation to Group I, above, Horowitz contains no

express or inherent teaching or suggestion of a-public network, or a rule set. with functions
used to control passing between the user and a public network, Appellants therefore

respectfully submit that claim 15 and its dependent claims 16-25 are allowable and request
that their rejections be withdrawn.

Additionally, Horowitz contains no teaching or suégestion of “automated modification

of at least a portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address.”

Although Appellant brought the absence ofthis. element to-the Examiner's attention in every

.B.
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communication,® the Examinerhasfailed to cite any teaching or suggestion in Horowitz that

meets this element or respond to Appellants’ argument in any way. Appellant respectfully

submits that the Examiner has failed to show that claims 15-25 are expressly or inherently

anticipated by Horowitz, and therefore requests that the rejections to these claims ‘be

withdrawn. The automated modification elementalso distinguishes the claims of Group [TT

from the claims of Group I as‘even if the claims of Group I were anticipatedby Horowitz, there
would be no anticipation ofthe Group III claims because Horowitz does not disclose or suggest
the automated modification element.

Independentclaim 26 recites.a methodthat corresponds generally to the system recited

in claim 16. Appellants respectfully submit that claim 26:and its dependent claims 27-29 are

therefore patentable over Horowitz, Specifically, the Examiners has not cited ‘any portion of
Horwitz as disclosing “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.” Appellants respectfully
request that the rejections to Group IIT be withdrawn. ;

D. NCLUSION.

A single prior art reference. will anticipate a claim only if it expressly or inherently
describes each and every limitation in the claim. Verdegaal Bros., Inc. v. Union Oil Co., 814
F.2d 628, 681 (Fed. Cir. 1987), Regarding Group I, the reference cited by the Examiner in

support of his 36-U.8.C. §102(b) rejection fails to expressly or inherently teach or suggest
“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.” Horowitz,in fact;

contains no teaching or suggestion of a public networkatall, and is expressly related to only

a private network. Regarding Group IT, the Examiner has failed to-show any teaching or

suggestion in Horowitz of “redirection of data to or from a user.” Finally, regarding GroupIIL,

the Examiner has failed to show any teaching or suggestion in Horowitz of “modification of a

°See, Response to Office Action sent July 30, 2001-p.'7, Pelephone conference ofOctober 10,
2002, and Response to Office Action sent October 22, 2002'p. 3:

9.
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rule set. correlated toa temporarily assigned network address.” In fact, the Examiner has

offered no argument. or referencerelatedto this claim element. Accordingly, the Examiner has:

failed to make out. a primafacie case of anticipation and the issuance of a notice of allowance

is appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP

 By.
 WesleyV..Monroe

Reg. No. 39,778
626/795-9900..

-10-
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9.|APPENDIX OF CLAIMS INVOLVED IN THE APPEAL

1. A-system comprising:

a database with entries. corrélating: 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 notwork, and

an authentication accounting server connected to.the database, the dial-wp. 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 temporarily 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 userg’ coriputers as a function of the individualiced
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 sét,

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.

“Le
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5. The system ofclaim 1, wherein the redirection server further redirects the data

to and from the users’ computers as a fimction of the individualized rule set.

6. The system ofclaim 1, wheréinthe redirection serverfurther redirécts the data

from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a function ofthe individualized rule set.

7. The system of claim 1, wherein the database-entries for a plurality of the

plurality of users’ [Ds are correlated with a common individualized rule set.

8 Ina system comprising a database with entries correlating each ofa plurality.
of user IDs with an individualized rule set;a dial-up network server that receives user [Ds

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, 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; .
communicatingthe individualized rule set that correlates with thefirst user 1D andthe

temporarily assigned network addyess 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 individualizedrule set.

9. The method of claim 8, further including the step of controlling a plurality of
data to and from the users’ computers 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 ruleset.

-12.
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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 methodofclaim 8, further including the step of redirecting the data to and

from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule-set.

138. The method of claim 8, further including the step of redirécting the data from
the users’ computers to multiple destinations a function of the individualized:rule set.

14. The methodofclaim 8, further including the step of creating database entries

for a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID farther being correlated
with a common. individualized vule set.

15. Asystem comprising:

a redirection server programed with a user's rule set correlated to a temporarily

assigned network address: ‘

wherein the rule set.containg at least one of a plurality of functions used to control
passing between the user and a public network; and

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification ofat least

a portion of the rule-set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address.

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 ofat Jeast.a portion of the rule set as.a function of the data transmitted toor from

the user.

413-
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18. The system of claim'15, wherein the redirection server ig 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 |

modification ofat least a portion ofthe rule set as a function of some combination oftime, data

transmitted to or from the user, or location or locations the user access.

20. The system ofclaim 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.

21, The system ofclaim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set-ag:a-function of the data

transmitted to or from the user:

22, The system ofclaim 15, whorein the redirection server is configured to allow the
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule seta a function of the location or
locations the user access.

23, - Thesystem-ofclaim 15, wherein the redirectionserveris configuredto allow the

removal or reinstatementofat least a portion ofthe ruleset. as a function ofsome combination

of time, data transmitted to or from the usér;or location or locations the user access.

24. 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.

14:
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25. The system of claim 24 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,

26. 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 ofa plurality of functions used to control data passing between the user and a public

network; the method comprising the step of: , ;
modifyingat least a portion of the user's rule set while the usor’a rule sot reinains

corrélated to the temporarily assigned network address in the redirection server.

27. ‘The method of claim 26, 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.

28... The method of claim 26, further including the step of ramoving or reinstating
at. least a portion of the user's rule sot: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.

29. The method of claim 26, wherain the redirection server has a user side'that is

connected to a computer using the temporarily assigned network address. and anetwork side

connected to a computer network and wherein the computer using the. temporarily assigned
network addressis connected to the computer network through the redirection server and the.
method. further includes the step. of:.

receiving instructions by the redirection serverto modify atleast aportion ofthe user’s
rule set through one or moreofthe userside of the redirection server and the network side of
the redirection server.

WWM/rah
MO 'PAR47408 1 .2-*- 11/22/02 9:18 PM
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09/295,966 04/21/1999 KOICHIRO IKUDOME 34503/WWM/A5 7800

TITLE OF INVENTION: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

nonprovisional YES $665 $0 $665 06/16/2004

THE APPLICATION IDENTIFIED ABOVE HAS BEEN EXAMINED AND IS ALLOWED FOR ISSUANCE AS A PATENT.
PROSECUTION ON THE MERITSIS CLOSED. THIS NOTICE OF ALLOWANCEIS NOT A GRANT OF PATENTRIGHTS.
THIS APPLICATION IS SUBJECT TO WITHDRAWAL FROM ISSUE AT THE INITIATIVE OF THE OFFICE OR UPON
PETITION BY THE APPLICANT, SEE 37 CFR 1.313 AND MPEP1308.

THE ISSUE FEE AND PUBLICATION FEE (IF REQUIRED) MUST BE PAID WITHIN THREE MONTHS FROM THE
MAILING DATE OF THIS NOTICE OR THIS APPLICATION SHALL BE REGARDED AS ABANDONED. THIS
STATUTORY PERIOD CANNOT BE EXTENDED. SEE 35 U.S.C. 151. THE ISSUE FEE DUE INDICATED ABOVE
REFLECTS A CREDIT FOR ANY PREVIOUSLYPAID ISSUE FEE APPLIED IN THIS APPLICATION. THE PTOL-85B (OR

AN EQUIVALENT) MUST BE RETURNED WITHIN THIS PERIOD EVEN IF NO FEE IS DUE OR THE V5alodBE REGARDED AS ABANDONED.

CASE #=__L= ASTION

REMINDER BUED
1, Review the SMALL ENTITYstatus shown above. —_—— DATE aLINE X16BEA
Ifthe SMALL ENTITYis shown as YES,verify your current If the SMALL ENTITYis shown as NO:
SMALLENTITYstatus:

A. Tf the status is the same, pay the TOTAL FEE(S) DUE shown A. Pay TOTAL FEE(S) DUE shownabove,orabove.

RB. If the status is changed, pay the PUBLICATION FEE ar B.If applicant claimed SMALL ENTITYstatus before, or is now
required) and twice the amount of the ISSUE FEE shown above claiming SMALL ENTITYstatus, check the box below and enclose
and notify the United States Patent and Trademark Office of the the PUBLICATIONFEEand 1/2 the ISSUE FEE shownabove.
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Notice ofAllowability

 Pierre E. Elisca 3621 
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All claims being allowable, PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSEDin this application. If not included
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Paper No./Mail Date
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REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE

1. This is an Examiner's Statement of Reasonsfor Allowance. The closest prior art

(Grubeet al. (U.S. pat. No. 6,157,829) discloses a central service agent that assigns a

temporary alias ID and a permanentID thatis communicated, on a temporary basis, to

a specific calling unit.

However, Grube singularly or in combination fails to anticipate or render obvious the

recited feature:

As per claims 1 and 8" wherein the authentication accounting server accessesthe

database and communicatesthe individualized rule set that correlates with the first user

ID and the temporarily assigned network addressto the redirection server, and wherein

data directed toward the public network from the oneof the users’ computers are

processedby the redirection server according to the individualizedrule set’.

As per claim 15 “ wherein the redirection serveris configured to allow automated

modification of at least a portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned
network address’.

As perclaim 26 “ modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set while the user's rule

set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network addressin the redirection

server, and wherein the redirection server has a userside 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 throughthe redirection

server and the method further includes the step of receiving instructions by the
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redirection server to modify at least a portion of the user's rule set through one or more

of the userside of the redirection server and the network side of the redirection server’.

Examiner's Amendment

2. Please cancel claims 19 and 29 without prejudice.

Please amend claims 15 and 26 asfollow:

Claim 15, line 5, after “ public network ; “ delete “ and “.

Claim 15, line 7, after “address” delete “." and add -- : --.

Claim 15, line 7, after“; “ and add -- and wherein the redirection serveris 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--.

Claim 26,line 6, after “ redirection server “ delete “.” and add -- ; and wherein the

redirection server has a userside 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 computerusing 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 serverto

modify at least a portion of the user’s rule set through oneor moreofthe userside of

the redirection server and the network side of the redirection server--.
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Conclusion

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from

the examiner should be directed to Pierre E. Elisca whose telephone numberis 703

305-3987. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 to 5:00.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's

supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 703 305-9769. The fax phone number

for the organization wherethis application or proceedingis assigned is 703-872-9306.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should

you have questions on accessto the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).

You thre
Pierre Eddy Elisca

Primary Patent Examiner

February 19, 2004
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Patent Legal Administration at (703) 305-1383. Questions relating to issue and publication fee payments should be
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R1341006.A10

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Inventor: Koichiro Ikudome,et al. Art Unit: 3992

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609
(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Attn: Mail Stop “Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences”
Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 23313-1450

Sir:

Patent Owner hereby appeals to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences from the

final Office Action mailed August 2, 2010, and the Advisory Action dated November 15, 2010 in

which the Examinerfinally rejected patented claims 1-27 and new claims 28-47.

The Appeal fee is being submitted concurrently through EFS. However, the Patent and

Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge any fees in connection herewith or any fees

necessary to preserve the pendency of this Reexamination Proceeding, or credit any

overpayment, to H&A Deposit Account No. 50-2929, referencing Attorney Docket No.

R1341006.
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R1341006.A10 Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301

A copy of this Notice of Appeal is being served on the third party requester pursuant to

37 CFR 1.248 and 37 CFR 1.550(f).

December 1, 2010
HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 DukeStreet

Alexandria, VA 22314
TEL: (703) 370-4800
FAX:(703) 370-4809
E-MAIL:patent@hershkovitz.net

AH/EG

Respectfully submitted,
LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC

SAX Keubrger
Abraham Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

Ed Garcia-Otero

Reg. No. 56,609
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R1341006.A10 Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the attached Notice of Appeal is being served byfirst class mail
on the third party requester at the third party requestor’s address:

JERRY TURNER SEWELL

P.O. BOX 10999

NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92658-5015

C : | SHubllgr December1, 2010
. Abraham Hershkovitz Date
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i hereby certify that this correspondenceis being facsimile transmitted In re Application of
to the USPTO or deposited with the United States Postal Service with IKUDOMEetal
sufficient postage asfirst class mail in an envelope addressed to -
“Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313- Application Number Filed
1450”[37 CFR 1.8(a)] 90/009,301 12/17/2008onSSeS

For USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM
Signature. ,

Art Unit Examiner

Typed orprinted 3992 Sam RIMELLname

Applicant hereby appeals to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences from the last decision of the examiner.

Thefeeforthis Notice of Appealis (37 CER 41.20(b)(1)) g_240.00

Applicant claims small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27. Therefore, the fee shown above is reduced 270.00
by haif, and the resulting feeis: $ :

A checkin the amountof the fee is enclosed.

Paymentbycredit card. Via EFS.

The Director has already been authorized to charge feesin this application to a Deposit Account.

The Directoris hereby authorized to charge any fees which maybe required, or credit any overpayment
to Deposit Account No, 50-2929 .

A petition for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) (PTO/SB/22)is enclosed.

WARNING:Information on this form may becomepublic. Credit card information should not
be included on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

| am the (aaapplicant/inventor. elho—
Signature

assigneeof record ofthe entire interest.
See 37 CFR 3.71. Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is enclosed. ABRAHAM HERSHKOVITZ
(Form PTO/SB/96) Typed or printed name

attorney or agent of record. 45,294 703-370-4800Registration number

Telephone number

attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1.34.
Registration numberif acting under 37 CFR 4.34. DECEMBER1 , 2010

Date

NOTE: Signatures of ail the inventors or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s) are required.
Submit multiple forms if more than one signature is required, see below’.

[]  *Total of forms are submitted.

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 41.31. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public whichis to file (and by the USPTO
to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11, 1.14 and 41.6. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to
complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Timewill 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,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED
FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissionerfor Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

if you needassistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 andselect option 2.
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Electronic Patent Application Fee Transmittal

Title of Invention: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

feee

ex parte reexam Filing Fees

Sub-Total in

USD(S$)
Description Fee Code Quantity

ee
Patent-Appeals-and-Interference:

Post-Allowance-and-Post-Issuance:

Extension-of-Time: .
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Miscellaneous:

Total in USD ($)
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Electronic AcknowledgementReceipt

8946702

90009301

6609

Application Number:

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention:

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name:

Customer Number:

Filer Authorized By:

Attorney Docket Number:

Receipt Date:

Filing Date:

Time Stamp:

Application Type:

Paymentinformation:

Submitted with Payment

Payment Type

Payment was successfully received in RAM

RAM confirmation Number

Deposit Account

Authorized User

USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Reexam (Patent Owner

 
File Listing:

Document DocumentDescription File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number P Message Digest|Parhagenti-adpoy)
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167966

R1341006_Submission.pdf
68d15b293001 6bbdf4ec83bd324cb3c1a41

Multipart Description/PDFfiles in .zip description

DocumentDescription pee

Information:

Fee Worksheet (PTO-875) fee-info.pdf
7df2482cd1562a08255096bdal ecO0ecf90

306d

i °°

This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC    
PATENT AGENCY

2845 DUKE STREET, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314
TEL. 703-370-4800 ~ FACSIMILE 703-370-4809

patent@hershkovitz.net ~ www.hershkovitz.net

 
  

Inventor: IKUDOME,Koichiro et al. Docket No.: R1341006
Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609

(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118) Art Unit: 3992
Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: RIMELL, Samuel

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Mail Stop: Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Transmitted herewith: NOTICE OF APPEAL and FORM PTO/SB/31 in the above

proceeding.

The fee has been calculated as shown below: 

  
 

 

   

Claims After No. of Claims Present

Amendment Previously Paid Extra |_Small Entity Large Entity
Rate Fee Rate Fee

Total Claims: | x 26=|$|X_52= $
Indep. Claims: | x110=|$ X 220=|$
Notice of Appeal Fee _| $270.00 $

Total: $270.00 $

      
 

_X_ Payment madevia EFS.
_X_ The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge payment of the
following fees associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit
Account No. 50-2929:

_X_ Any additional filing fees required under 37 C.F.R. 1.16.
_X Anypatent application processing fees under 37 C.F.R. 1.17, including any required
extension of time fees in any concurrent or future reply requiring a petition for extension
of time forits timely submission (37 CFR 1 .136)(a)(3).

et Wabore
 December 1, 2010 Abraham Hershkovitz

Date Reg. No. 45,294

R1341006.A12 AH/ dj
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R1341006.A10

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARKOFFICE

Inventor: Koichiro Ikudome,et al. Art Unit: 3992

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609
(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

AFTERFINAL RESPONSE UNDER37 CER1.116

AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT UNDER37 CFR1.530 

Attn: Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexamination”
August 20, 2010
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissionerfor Patents
Unitcd States Patent & Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 233 13- 1450
Dear Commissioner:

This after final Response is in reply to the final Office Action mailed August 2, 2010, and
the Personal Interview held on September 21, 2010 in the above-identified ex-parte
reexamination proceeding. The due date for filing a Response is October 2, 2010.
Accordingly, this Response is timcly filed.

Statement of Interview and an Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) are being
submitted concurrently. Please amend the present claims and add new claims as proposed

belowand consider the detailed traversal below, wherein:

The Statusofclaims is listed on page 2 of this paper.

Amendmentsto the Claims begin on page 3 of this paper.

Remarks/Arguments begin on page7 ofthis paper.

EvidenceofService of this Response on the 3™ party requesteris found after the last page
ofthis paper.
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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

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USsptOo.gOV

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO.

 
90/009,301 12/17/2008 6,779,118 BL R1341006 6609

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC .
2845 Duke Street ‘
Alexandria, VA 22314 PAPER NUMBER

DATE MAILED:11/15/2010

Please.find below and/orattached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

PTO-90C (Rev, 10/03) Panasonic-1009

Page 546 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 547 of 1492

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
 

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patents and Trademark Office

. P.O.Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

 
THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS Date:
JERRY TURNER SEWELL

P.O. BOX 10999 MAILED
NEWPORTBEACH,CA 92658-5015 HY 15 2010

CENTRAL REEXAMiyaTy
EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

ON UNIT

REEXAMINATION CONTROLNO.: 90009301

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 timeforfiling a
reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(g)).

eeenerererenanmetitaimeniinaneememenptanntttittnt—t—tTCtTCTTttt—ttttttttttCCCLA
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Ex Parte Reexamination

Advisory Action
Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief

Control No. Patent Under Reexamination

Examiner Art Unitmomsfame]
--The MAILING DATEof this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--

THE PROPOSED RESPONSEFILED 02 Ocfober 2010 FAILS TO OVERCOMEALL OF THE REJECTIONS IN THE
FINAL REJECTION MAILED 02 August 2010.

1. XJ Unless a timely appealis filed, or other appropriate action by the patent owneris taken to overcomeall of the
outstanding rejection(s), this prosecution of the present ex parte reexamination proceeding WILL BE
TERMINATEDand a Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate will be mailed in due course.

Anyfinally rejected claims, or claims objected to, will be CANCELLED.

THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSEIS EXTENDED TO RUN 4 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THE FINAL REJECTION. Extensionsof
time are governed by 37 CFR 1.550(c).

NOTICE OF APPEAL
2. CJ An AppealBrief is due two months from the date of the Notice of Appealfiled on to avoid dismissal of the

appeal. See 37 CFR 41.37(a). Extensions of time are governed by 37 CFR 1.550(c). See 37 CFR 41.37(e).
AMENDMENTS

3. [] The proposed amendment(s)filed after a final action, but prior to the date offiling a brief, will not be entered
because: ,

(a) (] They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
(b) [] They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTEbelow);

- (c) DJ They are not deemedto place the proceeding in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the
issues for appeal; and/or

(d) (J They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding numberoffinally rejected claims.
NOTE: (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)).

4. &] Patent owner's proposed responsefiled 02 October 2010 has overcomethe following rejection(s): Rejections under 35
USC 112, second paragraph

5. [] The proposed new or amendedclaim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed
amendmentcanceling the non-allowable claim(s).

6. XX] For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)L] will not be entered, or b)[X] will be entered and an
explanation of how the new or amendedclaim(s) would be rejected is provided below or appended.
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:
Claim(s) patentable and/or confirmed:
Claim(s) objected to:
Claim(s) rejected: 1-47
Claim(s) not subject to reexamination:

AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE ~

7. CJ Theaffidavit or other evidencefiled after a final action, but before or on the date offiling a Notice of Appealwill not
be entered because patent ownerfailed to provide a showing of good andsufficient reasons whythe affidavit or
other evidence is necessary and wasnot earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e).

8. LJ Theaffidavit or other evidencefiled after the date offiling a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date offiling a brief,
will not be entered because the affidavit or other evidencefails to overcomeall rejections under appeal and/or
appellant failed to provide a showing of good andsufficient reasons whythe affidavit or other evidence is necessary
and wasnot earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1).

9. _] The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or —
attached.

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER
10. IX] The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOTplace the application in condition for allowance

because: See “Attachment to Advisory Action".
11. [] Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO/SB/08, Paper No(s) .
12. [] Other: .

/Sam_ Rimell/

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3992
ce: Requester(if third party requester

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office :

PTOL-467(Rev. 08-06) __ Ex Parte Reexamination Advisory Action Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief PatlgARaBSQO11 OOD
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Application/Control Number: 90/009,301 Page 2

Art Unit: 3992

Attachment to Advisory Action

Preliminary Observation: Patent owner at page 13 of the remarks provides a copy of a

drawing from US Patent 6,088,451 to Heet al whichis alleged to represent FIG 10.It is noted 

that the figure provided in the remarks represents FIG 2, not FIG. 10. The examiner’s final

rejection references FIG 10.

(1) Patent owner at pages 9-12 presents a discussion regarding a flow chart that was

previously considered and addressed during the interview of September 21, 2010. The
examiner's position regarding this flow chart was addressed in the interview summary as follows:

“Examiners replied that each of the independent claims are addressed to a physical

system, and that the claims do not define a seven step ordered sequence as suggested by the flow

chart. Examiners indicated that such arguments would not be persuasive in addressing the
statutory rejection”. |

For example, claim 1 is addressed to a physical system defined by four physical

‘structures (a database, a dial-up network server, a redirection server, and an authentication
accounting; server). The claims then sets forth two “wherein clauses” that define functionalities

associated with the physical strictures, not a sequential set of steps. As a result, the recited "flow

chart" has no bearing the claim languageasit currently appears, since the claims doesnot define

a set of seven sequential methodsteps.

(2) Patent ownerat page 14, last paragraphstates:

“After sending the credential ticket back to the user, the credential server (204) (the

examiner improperlyequated the credential.server with a redirection server) is not involved in

the communications between a user (1 02) and a network element (104)”.

Panasonic-1009
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Application/Control Number: 90/009,301 Page 3
Art Unit: 3992

This assertion is not correct. In the reference to He et al, the user 102 cannot

communicate with the network elements unless processing of an authorization list occurs at the
credential server 204. Thusit is incorrect to state that the credential server is "not involved" in

user communications with network elements 104. It is involved in this communication in that

such communication would not be possible without the processing action of the credential server

204. |

(3) Patent ownerat page 16, last paragraphstates:

“Rather, the examiner was asserting that a redirection server did not necessarily have to

be capable ofverforming redirection”.
Nosuch assertion has been made by the examiners. Theposition of the examinersis that

 the term "redirection server" encompasses the block/pass function disclosed in He et_al. This is

due to the fact that: (a) the claims do not define the nature of redirection, and (b) the
reexamination patentexplicitly defines the block/pass function as a redirection function (see US

Patent 6,779,118 at, for example, col. 3, lines 12-21). Also see the remarks on this same issue in

the final office action at page 27, third paragraph through page 28, fourth paragraph.
(4) Patent owner at page 17, last four paragraphs indicate that the meaning oftheterm

"redirection server"is dependent upon the meaning ofthis term as it was applied in a Markman
hearing. This assertion is not correct. The USPTO is not bound to the claim constructions
developed during a Markman hearing (in re Trans Texas Holdings Corp., 498 F.3d 1290, 83

USPQ2d 1835 (Fed. Cir. 2007) and Jn re Translogic Technology,Inc., 504 F.3d 1249, 84

USPQ2d 1929 (Fed. Cir. 2007).

(5) Patent ownerat page 19, fourth paragraph-states:

Panasonic-1009
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Art Unit: 3992

“Patent owner submits that the “redirection server connected to the dial up network

server and a public network"feature of claim 1 is not disclosed by the combination ofHe’ 451

and Zenchelsky”.

This assertion is not correct. He et al at FG 10 illustrates redirection server 204, dial up 

server 1002 and public network106 as being clearly interconnected.

(6) Patent owner at page 19, last paragraphstates:

 “Element 106 ofHe et alis a local network, not a public network”.

This assertion is incorrect. The network 106 in Heet al is the Internet (col. 30, lines 47- 

57). There is no basis for asserting that the network 106Heetalis limited to a LAN.

(7) Patent owner at page 22, sixth paragraphstates:

“In contrast to claim 1, the credential server ofHe ‘451 merely receives a message from

user 102 and then sends a credentialticket back to the user. Neither the message from the user,

nor the credentialticket to the user, disclose data directed toward the public network’.

He et al does disclose communications between the user the public network 106, with

such communications permitted by the granting of limited access privileges to that public

network. While it is true that He et al does disclose the transmission and receipt of tickets

between the user and the credential server, it further discloses the user's communication with the

public network based upon the credentials obtained from thesetickets. .

(8) While patent owner’s remaining arguments address all the remaining claims of

record, these arguments address primarily address the same issues as addressed in sections (1)-

(7) above.
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/ Z
FORMPTO/SBiOgAE{0-01) 62986/A522 (R1341006)

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE 90/009,301
December 17, 2008

STATEMENTBY APPLICANT
Ikudome,Koichiro etal.

Rimell, Samuel G.

° U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

EXAMINER Cite=|DOCUMENTNUMBERPUBLICATION DATE
. INITIALS No.’ Number - Kind Code’ (if Known) . MM-DD-YYYY . NAME OF PATENTEE

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS ;

Foreign Patent Document T
EXAMINER Cite Country Code’ - Number’- Kind Code? © . Publication Date / NameofPatentee or Co)
- INITIALS No. (Uf Known) MM-DD-YYYVY Applicant ofCited Document

PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

EXAMINER Cite Include name of the author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title ofthe auticle, title of the item (book, magazine, joumal, serial, symposium,
INITIALS No.! catalog, ¢tc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published

4 C39
cache.org>, documentstates that archive was generated on December 9, 2003, 2 pages.

|A

Armistead, Jason, Internet post: "Re: redirect," dated March 2, 1998, as archived at <www.squid-

co Comer, Douglas, Internetworking with TCPAP,3rd ed., vol. 1, cover, title page, p. 46 (3 pages)

A

 
   
   

  
 

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

 

 
 

  

  
 

 
  

  
   
  
 

 Dominik, Internet post: "redirect," dated November 30, 1997,as archived at <www.squid-
cache.org>, documentstates that archive was generated on December9, 2003, 1 page.
"MAX 6000 Series Administration Guide,” Ascend Communications, Inc., 428 pages, (copyright
notice 1998).
"MAX 6000 Series Hardware Installation Guide,” Ascend Communications, Inc., 159 pages,
(copyright notice 1998)..

 

C40

1995,

42

 

  

  
 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 
  

  

 
 

 
"MAX 800 Series Hardware Installation Guide,” Ascend Communications, Inc., 5] pages,

(copyright notice 1998), ,

 
 
 

 

EXAMINER DATE
SIGNATURE A Ht F
EXAMINER:Initial if reference consideréd, whether or notcitation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Draw line through citation if Aot in conformance and not
considered, Include copy of this form with Fext communication to app! icant. ‘Applicant's unique citation designation number (optional). *See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4, 7Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO standard ST.3). ‘For Japanese patent
documents, the indication ofthe year of the reign of he Emperor must precede the serial number of the patent document. 5Kind of document by the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 ifpossible. “Applicant is to place a check mark hereif English Language Transiatonis attached.
Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT GF COMMERCE

WWWasl
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 FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01)
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B 
 

: PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

Include name ofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of the atticle, title of the item (book, magazine, joumal, serial, symposium,
J INITIA No." calalog, stc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or courtry where published.

Tg[C48 |"MAX Glossary," Ascend Communications, Inc., 226pages, (copyright notice 1998).
4 c49 1908) RADIUSConfiguration Guide," Ascend Communications, Inc., 556 pages, (copyright notice
9 "MAX Reference Guide," Ascend Communications, Inc., 307 pages, (copyright notice 1998).

eacia "MAX Security Supplement," Ascend Communications, Inc., 176 pages, (copyright notice 1998).
|A[cs2 "NavisConnect User's Guide," Ascend Communications,Inc., 46 pages, (copyright notice 1998).

Nordstrom, Henrik, Internet post: "Re: redirect," dated March 2, 1998, as archived at <www.squid-
December 9, 2003, 1 page.
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 (use as many sheets as necessary)
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Best Westem’s Supplemental Claim Construction Brief, Linksmart Wireless Techaetogy;
Mobile USA,Inc., et al., U.S. Distr ert-bistrict of Texas, Marshall Division, Case
No. 2:08-cv-00264.B eda pp. 1-16 (including Exhibits 1-2)

Declaration of Kevin Jeffay, PH.D, Linksmart Wirel
strict Court exa

Invalidity Contentions of AT&Tet al., Linksmart Wireless Technolog Aotile USA,
Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-00244-DP-CE, 2706-cv- 2:08-cv-00385-

D S$" District Court, Eastern District ofTexas, Marshall Division,
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EXAMINER:Inidial if reference considered, whether or notcitation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Drawline through citation ifAot in conformance and not
considered, Include copy of thisform with next communicationto applicant. ‘Applicant's unique citation designation number (optional). Sec Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. 7Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPOstandard ST.3). *For Japanese patent
documents, the indication of the yearofthe reign of he Emperor must precede the serial mimber of the patent document. *Kind ofdocumentby the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document tinder WIPO Standard ST.16 ifpossible. ‘Applicant is to place a check mark here if English Language Transtation is aaached.
Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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 FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01)
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B

2

OTHER INFORMATION37 CFR 1.98(a){2)(Gv)

INITIALS: No.' Title of the item, date (if any), page(s), other information.

Invalidity Contentions of T-Mobile USA,Inc.et al., Linksmart Wireless Technology, bEewT-
:08-cv.002-64=DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DFCE,

2:08-cv-003 85- ; ct Court, Eastern District of Texas,
hall Division;

P|
ASL PAS927589.1-4=-1 1/1/10 5:06 PM
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 STATEMENTBY APPLICANT 
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EXAMINER DATE
SIGNATURE CONSIDERED 5
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754 pages (including appendixes A-C), October 8, 2009
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Examiner Name Rimell, Samuel G.
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Invalidity Contentions of T-Mobile USA,Inc.et al., Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-
Mobile USA,Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DFCE,
2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE, U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas,
Marshall Division, 325 pages (including appendix A), October 8, 2009
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Docket No. 62986/A522 (R1341006)
Date of deposit: November 2, 2010

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on November 2, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1) INFORMATION

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (3)

Twenty-one Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documents were electronically filed with:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
ATTN: Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

It is further certified that on November 2, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1)

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B (3) Twenty-one Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documents are being served as

indicated, to the party listed below:

Jerry Turner Sewell
P.O. Box 10999

Newport Beach, CA 92658-5015

By On
Amy Lai
Assistant to Wesley W. Monroe
CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
P.O. Box 7068

Pasadena, CA 91109-7068
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62986npl_MAX800SeriesHardNPL Documents
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59e

Information:

. 2387126
62986npl_MAX800SeriesNetwo}
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e2b6
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. 2388769
62986npl_MAX6000SeriesAG.
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e100

Information:

. 3408706
62986npl_MAX6000SeriesHardNPL Documents
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b519f

Information:

. 4370502
62986npl_MAX6000SeriesNetw

NPL Documents ork.pdf 9b7453d4f3ed96748c435389e 17b269a28d
90124

Information:

2226227
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4140340

NPL Documents 62986npl_MAXRADIUS.pdf
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nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

/ hereby certify that this correspondenceis being electronicallyfiled with the United States Patent and
Trademark Office on November 2, 2010 at or before 11:59 p.m. Pacific Time_under the Rules of

   
37 CFR § 1.8.

AmyLai

Applicant : Ikudome, Koichiroetal. Confirmation No. 6609
Application No. : 90/009,301
Filed : December 17, 2008
Title : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Grp./Div. : 3992
Examiner : Rimell, Samuel G.

Docket No. : 62986/A522 (R1341006)

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

UNDER37 CFR§ 1.555

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents Post Office Box 7068
P.O. Box 1450 Pasadena, CA 91109-7068
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 November 2, 2010

Commissioner:

In compliance with the duty of disclosure under 37 CFR §§ 1.555 and in accordance with

the provisions in the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure §§ 2280, enclosed is FORM

PTO/SB/08A/Blisting references that are known to Patent Owner.

Printed publications C39, C41, and C53 were listed together as reference 102 on

Substitute Form PTO-1449 submitted by Patent Owner’s representative on November 16, 2009.

However, they were not considered by the Examiner when previously submitted because the

Substitute Form PTO-1449 did notlist a publication date. The three references are now listed

separately, with their apparent dates of publication.

Twoother references listed on Substitute Form PTO-1449 submitted by Patent Owner’s

representative on November 16, 2009, Chapman and Zwicky, Building Internet Firewalls (orig.
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ref #67) and Comer, Internetworking with TCP/IP, 3” ed. (orig. ref. #71) were indicated on the

corresponding Information Disclosure Statement as having copies of them being provided to the

Office with the Information Disclosure Statement. This statement wasin error as copies of these

references were not submitted to the Office. While these two references werelisted in invalidity

contentions served by defendants in thelitigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC vy.T-

Mobile USA, Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 2:08-

cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE,copies

of the references were not produced by defendants because they are both bound books and the

defendants stated that they could not make copies of the references to produce to the plaintiff

because of copyright restrictions. Accordingly, Patent Owner does not have copies of these

references and did not submit copies to the Office. However, more recently, a page from one of

these references, Comer, was produced by defendants and this excerpt is cited on the attached

FORM PTO/SB/08A/B as printed publication C40 and a copy of this excerpt is submitted

presently.

The Information Disclosure Statement filed on November 16, 2009 stated that the

references in the corresponding Substitute Form PTO-1449 “have been either cited in currently

pending continuation Application No. 11/645,924, filed December 26, 2006, of the present

patent under reexamination, and/or referenced in invalidity contentions served by defendants in”

the Linksmart litigation mentioned above. The Information Disclosure Statement thenlists 19

non-patent literature documents that are “{a]lso listed on Substitute Form PTO-1449.” It has

occurred to Patent Ownerthat this language, “also listed,” could be misinterpreted to meanthat

the nineteen specifically listed non-patent literature documents wereneithercited in the currently
pending continuation application nor referenced in the invalidity contentions. This is not the

case and is not what was intended by Patent Owner. Rather, with the exception of reference

#104 (Wessels, “Squid Proxy Server Configuration File”), each of these specifically listed non-

patentliterature documents werecited in the currently pending continuation application but were

not referencedin the invalidity contentions as of November 16, 2009. Reference #104 (Wessels,

“Squid Proxy Server Configuration File”), was cited in the currently pending continuation

application and was also referenced in the invalidity contentions as of November 16, 2009.

2.
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Since November 16, 2009, reference #91 (Mockpetris, RFC 1034) has also been cited in

additional invalidity contentions submitted by defendants.

Printed publications C42-C52 listed were referenced in invalidity contentions served by

defendants in the litigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al.,

U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-

cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE.

Printed publication C54 is in Japanese. Written English-language translations ofthese

publications or portions of these publications are not within the possession, custody, or control

of, or is readily available to Patent Owner or its representatives. Patent Owner’s present

understanding of the relevance of reference C54 is that it is a short article regarding a product of

Japan Telecom, ODN Web Card that is also described in the first press release appearing in
reference C2, submitted to the Office as part of the IDS filed by Patent Owner’s representative

on October 4, 2010 (Auric Web ~ Systems, News, web page at

<http://www.auricweb.com/news.html> , 3 pages, accessed July 12, 1999, including press

release: Prepaid Card Has Made An Exciting Debut, December 10, 1998). A similar product,

using the name WEBGatecard is described in reference C4, submitted to the Office as part of the
IDS filed by Patent Owner’s representative on October 4, 2010 (Auric Web Unveils Tool To

Navigate Customer Directly To A Specific Website, press release, Auric Web Systems, Inc., 1

page, November 24, 1997).

Listed under the heading “Other Information” on enclosed FORM PTO/SB/08A/B and
submitted pursuant to MPEP §2207, “Entry of Court Decision in Patent File,” are court papers

listed as item D7-D11 from thelitigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile

USA, Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 2:08-cv-

00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE. While

not printed publications, under MPEP §2207, “The Office will also accept for entry into the

patent file other court papers, or papers filed in the court, from litigations or other proceedings

involving the patent.” The patent presently under reexamination is the subject of this litigation

andthis litigation is referenced in the Reexam Litigation Search report, dated July 21, 2009, for

3-
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the present reexamination. Accordingly, these documents should not be crossed out on FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B. More specifically, items D7 and D8 are Claim Construction Briefs submitted

by defendants and D9 is a Declaration of an expert witness in support of defendants’ Claim

Construction Briefs. Items D7-C9 are submitted to the extent that the Examiner may find them

important in determining the broadest reasonable interpretation of various claim terms. Items

D10 and D11 are Invalidity Contentions of defendants from the above reference litigation and

are submitted to the extent that the Examiner may find them important in learning how

defendants suggest that certain references might be applied to the claims of the issuedpatent.

Enclosed are copies of each reference listed under "Printed Publications” and “Other

Information.”

It is respectfully requested that the listed references be considered in this reexamination

and identified on the list of references cited on the certificate issuing for this reexamination.

Patent Owner also requests that an initialed copy of FORM PTO/SB/08A/B be entered in the

reexamination file and returnedto applicant with the next communication from the Patent Office.

The Commissioneris hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be requiredby this

paper to Deposit Account No. 03-1728. Please show our docket number with any Deposit

Account transaction.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP

By 

Wesley W. Monroe
Reg. No. 39,778
626/795-9900

WWM/asl

Enclosures: PTO/SB/08A/B, w/references

ASL PAS927528.1-*-11/1/10 5:05 PM
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FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01) Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE pplication Number 707009301
Filing Date December 17, 2008

STATEMENTBY APPLICANT
Applicant(s) 6,779,118 Bl

(use as many sheets as necessary) Group Art Unit 3992
Examiner Name Rimell, Samuel G.

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

EXAMINER|Cite|DOCUMENT NUMBER PUBLICATION DATE
INITIALS No.!|Number- Kind Code? (If Known) MM-DD-YYYY NAMEOF PATENTEE

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

Foreign Patent Document 7
EXAMINER Cite Country Code’ - Number" - Kind Code? Publication Date NameofPatentee or (v)

INITIALS No.! (If Known) MM-DD-YYYY Applicant ofCited Document

EXAMINER Cite Include nameofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of thearticle,title of the item (book, magazine, joumal, serial, symposium,
INITIALS No.! catalog, etc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published.

NEWTON,Newton's Telecom Dictionary, Telecom Booksand Flatiron Publishing, 10th
ed., January 1998, cover,title page, p. 194 (3 pages).

Sclater, Neil, Markus, John, McGraw-Hill Electronics Dictionary, 6th ed., 1997, cover,title
pages (2), pp. 110, 119 (5 pages).

F288 “ChoiceNet Administrator’s Guide,” Livingston Enterprises, 88 pages, January 1997.

“ODN Web Card,” <http://www.asahi.com/ad/clients/tsuuhan/entry.html>, 1 page, March-

Trendy, article on second page with picture of Japan Telecom ODN WebCard,2 pages,

a “Livingston ChoiceNet — How It Works,”

| April 1998, Japan (in Japanese).

May 1998, Japan (in Japanese).

 
  

  
 

  

   

 

 

  

 

 
  

 
 

  
 
 
 

  
  

 
 

 
  
  
  

 
 
 

 

  
PRINTED PUBLICATIONS 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

  

C29

<www.livingston.com/Marketing/Products/choicenet_HIW.shtml>,retrieved fromo<web.archive.org>, purportedly archived on April 30, 1997, 1 page.
MALKIN,Comprehensive Networking Glossary and Acronym Guide, 1995, title page,oepeacetenTTSTEIpues

“Proxy Server Version 2.0: Reviewer’s Guide,” Microsoft, 88 pages, 1997.
C35 “sampleNET Products,” <samplenet.com>, retrieved from <web.archive.org>, purportedly

“MAX T1/PRI RADIUSSupplement,” Ascend Communications, Inc., 82 pages, 1996.

archived on April 4, 1997, 2 pages.  

 
 

EXAMINER DATE
SIGNATURE CONSIDERED

EXAMINER:Initial if reference considered, whether or notcitation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Drawline throughcitation if not in conformance and not
considered. Include copy of thisform with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's uniquecitation designation number(optional). See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO standard ST.3). “For Japanese patent
documents,the indication of the year of the reign of the Emperor must precede the serial numberof the patent document, *Kind of documentby the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the documentunder WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. “Applicantis to place a check mark here if English Language Translationis attached.
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FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01aR ) Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE —————eeer 707009301
Filing Date December17, 2008

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT :
Applicant(s) 6,779,118 BI

(use as many sheets as necessary) Group Art Unit 3992
Examiner Name Rimell, Samuel G.

PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

EXAMINER Cite Include nameofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of the article,title of the item (ook, magazine, joumal, serial, symposium,
No.! catalog,etc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published.

Yomiuri On-Line, article on second page regarding “ODN WebCard,” 2 pages, February

INITIALS

Linksmart Opening Claim Construction Brief, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-
Mobile USA,Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-
DFCE,2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE,U.S. District Court, Eastern District
of Texas, Marshall Division, 31 pages, March 19, 2010
First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions of Cisco Systems,Inc.et al., Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-00264-
DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE,2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE,U.S.
District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 91 pages, May 17, 2010.
Second Supplemental Invalidity Contentions of Cisco Systems,, Inc. et al., Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-
00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE,2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE,U.S.
District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 11 pages, August 19, 2010
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considered. Include copyof this form with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's unique citation designation number(optional). >See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. *Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPOstandard ST.3). “For Japanese patent
documents, the indication ofthe yearof the reign of the Emperor must precedethe serial numberof the patent document. Kind of documentby the appropriate symbols
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Control No. 90/009,301
Docket No. 62986/A522

Date of deposit: October 15, 2010

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on October 15, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1) INFORMATION

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (3)

Fourteen Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documents were electronically filed with:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
ATTN:Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

It is further certified that on October 15, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1)

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B (3) Fourteen Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documents are being served as

indicated, to the party listed below:

Jerry Turner Sewell
P.O. Box 10999

Newport Beach, CA 92658-5015

By
AmyLai
Assistant to Wesley W. Monroe
CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
P.O. Box 7068

Pasadena, CA 91109-7068
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International Application Number:
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Filer Authorized By: Wesley W. Monroe

Attorney Docket Number: R1341006

Receipt Date: 15-OCT-2010

Filing Date: 17-DEC-2008
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Paymentinformation:
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File Listing:

Document DocumentDescription File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number P Message Digest|Part/.zip| (if appl.)

Transmittal Letter 62986idstransmittal.pdf
87ef5d34f13340c534b1413al 762c8bead1

Information:
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Information Disclosure Statement(IDS)
Filed (SB/08) 62986idsptoformsbO8ab.pdf a91f05d8d383e56581 72602c4eee8a4dd93al

c81b9

Information:

This is not an USPTO supplied IDS fillable form

2514013

NPL Documents 62986npl_ChoiceNet.pdf
4c68bd47cf6294a2777d61f969da0181630

0166a

Information:

1532064
62986npl_CiscoFirstAmended|

nvalidityContentions.pdf
NPL Documents

a57a4de6b7b163538b07cl 9d2be40a6fore|
74ble

Information:

; 218945
62986npl_CiscoSecondAmend

NPL Documents edinvalidty.pdf dce6c44828e7d 9996 169f2<895e438ab899
3008

Information:

. . 305334
62986npl_LinksmartOpeningCl

NPL Documents aimConstructionBrief.pdf 661666a18765098b7da3a3faca01085¢41
ddb48

Information:

_ . 195732
62986npl_LivingstonChoiceNet

NPL Documents pdf 3601d1a315f86f7dcabb7a1a3e485 7d84ab
804d2

Information:

548711

NPL Documents 62986npl_Malkin.pdf
d5c08e4b502343fe4 1 eedbd55368de806ce|

ed82a

Information:

3663569

NPL Documents 62986npl_MAX.pdf
4e2e4a86deebd76099e3a7e5 6c9e2b4.aBa5|

O7a2e

Information:

NPL Documents 62986npl_Newton2.pdf
8f7f522ddeeef5c19c0ca74 1cdcfc2a7e7481

ec8
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Information:

NPL Documents 62986npl_ODNWebCard.pdf
a345eef834cfdc3edaf2c8eedb9e3edea330

3b31

Information:

4617378

NPL Documents 62986npl_ProxyServer2.pdf 63b4aa599964882cecOcef3cb4ab5158305
db928

Information:

178770

NPL Documents 62986npl_SampleNet.pdf
b41197b3211f800c6a3522¢33e6e408fc29a}

824a

Information:

1658172

NPL Documents 62986npl_Scalter.pdf
8e7a4d3733977ael 3a9e976b61e14469e6e

2e227

Information:

738110

NPL Documents 62986npl_Trendy.pdf 37f64f5a1377d1bc1c109d18584ea00d600
09493

Information:

384627

NPL Documents 62986npl_Yomiuri.pdf
7ce4da7ad6020bb94d7f629 1be982a24717|

60353

Information:

Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 62986certificateofservice.pdf
bd77864ade70ec01145b4a4cbb750020b1

57a768
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This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

! hereby certify that this correspondence is being electronicallyfiled with the United States Patent and
Trademark Office on October 15, 2010 at or before 11:59 p.m. Pacific Time under the Rules of

 

37 CFR § 1.8.

AmyLai

Applicant : Ikudome, Koichiroetal. Confirmation No. 6609
Control No. : 90/009,301
Filed : December 17, 2008
Title : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Grp./Div. : 3992
Examiner : Rimell, Samuel G.

Docket No. : 62986/A522

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

UNDER37 CFR§ 1.555

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents Post Office Box 7068
P.O. Box 1450 Pasadena, CA 91109-7068

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 October 15, 2010

Commissioner:

In compliance with the duty of disclosure under 37 CFR §§ 1.555 and in accordance with

the provisions in the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure §§ 2280, enclosed is FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B listing references that are known to Patent Owner. Printed publication C30 was

listed as reference C15 on Substitute Form 1449 submitted by Patent Owner’s representative on

May13, 2010, but as indicated in the Information Disclosure Statementfiled therewith, a copy of

the reference was not submitted as it was then available to Patent Owner’s representative.

Similarly, Other Information item D4, discussed in more detail below, was listed as part of item

C13 on the Substitute Form 1449 submitted by Patent Owner’s representative on May 13, 2010,

but was not submitted to the Office at that time (the portions of the documentslisted C13 that are

not part of item D4 now submitted consist of documents from file histories of the present patent

Panasonic-1009
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and related applications and references that have been or are being submitted to the Office as

separate items. Copies of these documents are nowavailable and are submitted presently.

Printed publications C28-C29, C31, C33-C35, and C37-C38 listed were referenced in

invalidity contentions served by defendants in the litigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC vy. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall

Division, 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-

00026-DF-CE. Printed publications C32 and C36 were referenced in Patent Owner’s Opening

Claim Construction Brief (D4) in the litigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-

Mobile USA, Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 2:08-

cv-00264-DF-CE,2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE,2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE.

Printed publications C33, C37, and C38 are in Japanese. Written English-language

translations of these publications or portions of these publications are not within the possession,

custody, or control of, or is readily available to Patent Owner or its representatives. Patent

Owner’s present understandingofthe relevance of references C33, C37, and C38 is thatall three

are short articles regarding a product of Japan Telecom, ODN Web Cardthatis also described in

the first press release appearing in reference C2, submitted to the Office as part of the IDSfiled

by Patent Owner’s representative on October 4, 2010 (Auric Web Systems, News, web pageat

<http://www.auricweb.com/news.html> , 3 pages, accessed July 12, 1999, including press

release: Prepaid Card Has Made An Exciting Debut, December 10, 1998). A similar product,

using the name WEBGate card is described in reference C4, submitted to the Office as part of the

IDS filed by Patent Owner’s representative on October 4, 2010 (Auric Web Unveils Tool To

Navigate Customer Directly To A Specific Website, press release, Auric Web Systems,Inc., 1

page, November 24, 1997).

Listed under the heading “Other Information” on enclosed FORM PTO/SB/08A/B and

submitted pursuant to MPEP §2207, “Entry of Court Decision in Patent File,” are court papers

listed as item D4-D6 from the litigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA,

Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 2:08-cv-00264-DF-

CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE. While not printed
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publications, under MPEP §2207, “The Office will also accept for entry into the patent file other

court papers, or papers filed in the court, from litigations or other proceedings involving the

patent.” The patent presently under reexamination is the subject of this litigation and this

litigation is referenced in the Reexam Litigation Search report, dated July 21, 2009, for the

present reexamination. Accordingly, these documents should not be crossed out on FORM

PTO/SB/O8A/B. More specifically, item D4 is the patent owners Opening Claim Construction

Brief, which is submitted to address any possibility that statements in this brief are inconsistent

with positions taken by Patent Owner in this reexamination and items D5 and D6 are two

recently filed First and Second Supplemental Invalidity Contentions of defendants from the

abovereferencelitigation.

Enclosed are copies of each reference listed under "Printed Publications" and “Other

Information.”

It is respectfully requested that the listed references be considered in this reexamination

and identified on the list of references cited on the certificate issuing for this reexamination.

Patent Owner also requests that an initialed copy of FORM PTO/SB/08A/B be entered in the

reexamination file and returned to applicant with the next communication from the Patent Office.

The Commissioneris hereby authorized to charge any fees which maybe required bythis

paper to Deposit Account No. 03-1728. Please show our docket number with any Deposit

Accounttransaction.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRISTIE/PARKER & HALE, LLP

  
esley W. Monroe

Reg. No. 39,778
626/795-9900

WWMasl

Enclosures: PTO/SB/08A/B, w/references

ASL PAS925265.1-*-10/15/10 5:57 PM

3.

Panasonic-1009

Page 583 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 584 of 1492

 FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01)
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B  Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522

Application Number 90/009301
 

 
  

 
 INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

 

Rimell, Samuel G.

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

EXAMINER Cite DOCUMENT NUMBER PUBLICATION DATE
INITIALS No.! Number- Kind Code? (If Known) MM-DD-YYYY NAMEOF PATENTEE

1

  STATEMENT BY APPLICANT

 

 
 

(use as many sheets as necessary)

 

 FAL 5,987,523 11-16-1999 Hindetal.

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

Foreign Patent Document TA
Country Code’ - Number" - Kind Code’ Publication Date NameofPatentee or (v)
(if Known) MM-DD-YYYY Applicant of Cited Document

 

 
 

 
   

 

EXAMINER Cite
INITIALS No.!

PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

EXAMINER Cite Include nameofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of the article,title of the item (book, magazine, joumal, serial, symposium,
INITIALS No.! catalog,etc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published.

PF C27 ELMASRI et al., Fundamentals ofDatabase Systems, ed.2, Addison-Wesley, 1994.

OTHER INFORMATION37 CFR1.98(a)(2)(iv)
EXAMINER Cite

INITIALS Title of the item, date (if any), page(s), other information.

ASL PAS923139.1-*-10/6/10 4:51 PM

 

 
 

   
   

 
 

 

 

  

 

  EXAMINER DATE
SIGNATURE CONSIDERED

EXAMINER:Initial if reference considered, whetheror not citation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Draw line throughcitation if not in conformance and not
considered. Include copy of thisform with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's unique citation designation number(optional). "See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO standard ST.3). “For Japanese patent
documents,the indication of the yearof the reign of tte Emperor mustprecede the serial numberof the patent document. *Kind of document by the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. “Applicantis to place a check mark here if English Language Translationis attached.

Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

WWM/asl
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Control No. 90/009,301
Docket No. 62986/A522

Date of deposit: October 6, 2010

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on October 6, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1) INFORMATION

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (3) One

Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documentare being electronically filed with:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
ATTN:Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

It is further certified that on October 6, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1)

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B (3) One Non-Patent Literature (NPL) document are being served as

indicated, to the party listed below:

Jerry Turner Sewell
P.O. Box 10999

Newport Beach, CA 92658-5015

By
 

AmyLai
Assistant to Wesley W. Monroe
CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
P.O. Box 7068

Pasadena, CA 91109-7068

ASL PAS923569.1-*-10/6/10 5:02 PM
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Electronic AcknowledgementReceipt

8575866

Application Number: 90009301

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: 6,779,118 B1

Customer Number: 40401

Wesley W. Monroe/AmyLai

Filer Authorized By: Wesley W. Monroe

Attorney Docket Number: R1341006

Receipt Date: 06-OCT-2010

Filing Date: 17-DEC-2008

Time Stamp: 20:41:31

Application Type: Reexam (Patent Owner)

 
Paymentinformation:

Submitted with Payment

File Listing:

Document DocumentDescription File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number P Message Digest|Part/.zip| (if appl.)

Transmittal Letter 62986idstransmittalletter.pdf
2184f828c1 bcdaf7 19784e7dd545a7/bbab9

Information:
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Information Disclosure Statement(IDS)
Filed (SB/08) 62986ptoformsbO8ab.pdf 9d4543b3840fbf3f37bd3ca9fd507089081f|

b8e7

Information:

This is not an USPTO supplied IDS fillable form

303178

NPL Documents 62986npl_elmasri.pdf
07bac8e4973aacd9db7d731 730940106323

8a225

Information:

Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 62986certofservice.pdf
81b0893 17a29507cb36a82c6391 246f2858,

b6cc3

Information:

This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being electronicallyfiled with the United States Patent and
Trademark Office on October 6, 2010 at or before 11:59 p.m. Pacific Time under the Rules of

 
37 CFR§ 1.8. 1

AmyLai

Applicant : Ikudome, Koichiroetal. Confirmation No. 6609
Control No. : 90/009,301
Filed : December 17, 2008
Title : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Grp./Div. : 3992
Examiner : Rimell, Samuel G.

Docket No. : 62986/A522

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENTB

UNDER37 CFR § 1.555

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents Post Office Box 7068
P.O. Box 1450 Pasadena, CA 91109-7068
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 - October 6, 2010

Commissioner:

In compliance with the duty of disclosure under 37 CFR §§ 1.555 and in accordance with

the provisions in the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure §§ 2280, enclosed is FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B listing references that are known to applicant. Reference Al was used in a

rejection in currently pending continuation Application No. 11/645, 924, filed December 26,

2006, of the present patent under reexamination. Reference C27 is being cited again because

Panasonic-1009
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Examiner could not locate a copy of the reference and crossed out the reference as being not

considered on the Information Disclosure Statement By Applicant filed May 13, 2010.

Enclosedis a copy of the reference listed under "Printed Publications."

It is respectfully requested that the listed references be considered in this reexamination

and identified on the list of references cited on the certificate issuing for this reexamination.

Applicant also requests that an initialed copy of FORM PTO/SB/08A/B be entered in the

reexamination file and returned to applicant with the next communication from the Patent Office.

The Commissioneris hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required bythis

paper to Deposit Account No. 03-1728. Please show our docket number with any Deposit

Accounttransaction.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP

B 

Wesley W. Monroe
Reg. No. 39,778
626/795-9900

WWM/asl

Enclosures: PTO/SB/08A/B, w/references

ASL PAS923564.1-*-10/6/10 4:57 PM

2.
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Electronic AcknowledgementReceipt

8558950

Application Number: 90009301

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: 6,779,118 B1

Customer Number: 40401

Wesley W. Monroe/AmyLai

Filer Authorized By: Wesley W. Monroe

Attorney Docket Number: R1341006

Receipt Date: 05-OCT-2010

Filing Date: 17-DEC-2008

Time Stamp: 00:17:59

Application Type: Reexam (Patent Owner)

 
Paymentinformation:

Submitted with Payment

File Listing:

Document gs File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages

254529

NPL Documents ArarD07.pdf
1760062cbb3ede62e3 1 feae004e9d8393d7|

Information:
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866089

NPL Documents AuricWebSystemsNewsD27.pdf 6ef8ef3 9f6902eb 16f3 5da3e38e0d7aa9474|
c65e

Information:

; ; 212457
AuricWebSystemsunveilsToolD

NPL Documents 28.pd¢ a6870eb39753 1cd05387dd850f9c733097
dco02

Information:

354430

NPL Documents BuyingMadeEasyD05.pdf 52933df43a9a654784827e4 1f24ed5 3de72
3a991

Information:

; oo. 131435
KostickSystemAdministration|P

NPL Documents Masqurading.pdf 507dfd50a4fbb1 9b 1861¢38ec4073522011
8cb41

Information:

18716902

NPL Documents LopeziPChains.pdf
b799f04a8c01d248f4ad84ee016691 abbad

4a23b

Information:

225950
PrepaidinternetAccessCardsDO

NPL Documents 6.pdf 274cc02fee034eb8b09e8d 1a7de31aa3670
d1fao

Information:

278272

NPL Documents AmendedInvContATT.pdf
24111b0d8136e185f8c2204921d57a7387f|

95c08

Information:

219718

NPL Documents FirstSupplInvContATT.pdf
a6e74eda2 18af05335beee34fba97fa5038e

b2fb

Information:

; 108066
MemorandandOrderClaimCons

NPL Documents truction.pdf 9e3c9783 1282 1bc53ab1387a463f95 1054:
Sace

Information: Panasonic-1009
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TotalFiles Size (in bytes) 21367848

This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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Control No. 90/009,301
Docket No. 62986/A522

Date of deposit: October 5, 2010

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on October 4, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1) INFORMATION

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (3)

Twenty-nine Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documents were electronically filed with:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
ATTN: Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

It is further certified that on October 5, 2010, the foregoing documents: (1)

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.555 (2) FORM

PTO/SB/08A/B (3) Twenty-nine Non-Patent Literature (NPL) documents are being served

as indicated, to the party listed below:

Jerry Turner Sewell
P.O. Box 10999

Newport Beach, CA 92658-5015

 
Assistant to Wesley W. Monroe
CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
P.O. Box 7068

Pasadena, CA 91109-7068

ASL PAS923216.1-*-10/5/10 12:12 PM
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Electronic AcknowledgementReceipt

8563803

Application Number: 90009301

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: 6,779,118 B1

Customer Number: 40401

Gabriel Fitch/AmyLai

Filer Authorized By: Gabriel Fitch

Attorney Docket Number: R1341006

Receipt Date: 05-OCT-2010

Filing Date: 17-DEC-2008

Time Stamp: 16:21:29

Application Type: Reexam (Patent Owner)

 
Paymentinformation:

Submitted with Payment

File Listing:

Document DocumentDescription File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number P Message Digest|Part/.zip| (if appl.)

Miscellaneous Incoming Letter 62986certificateofservice.pdf
a5d2866b646f86c07f1d22ce6a384554561

Information:
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TotalFiles Size (in bytes) 14090

This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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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

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450WWwW.uspto. gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE , FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. CONFIRMATIONNO.

 
90/009;301 12/17/2008. 6,779,118 B} R1341006 6609

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

DATE MAILED:10/05/2010

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerningthis application or proceeding.

PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) ° Panasonic-1009
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SEUARORey

Ki= : SON UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
of a 2 
 

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

, P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450wuuspto.gov

DO NOT USEIN PALM PRINTER MAILED

(THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCEADDRESS) OCT 0 5 2010
Jerry Tumer Sewell CE peP.O. Box 10999 po NTRAL REEXAMINATION uy
Newport Beach , CA 92658-5015 .

_EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. 90/009 301. 

PATENTNO. 6,779,118 B1 ET. 

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)).

Wherethis 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
acknowledgedor considered (37 CFR 1.550(g)).

PTOL-465 (Rev.07-04) P ic-1009anasonic-
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Control No. Patent Under Reexamination

6,779,118 B1 ET

Examiner Art Unit

All participants (USPTO personnel, patent owner, patent owner’s representative):

  
 

 
 

 

  
 

 

Ex Parte Reexamination Interview Summary

  (1) Sam Rimell-Will Wood-Jessica Harrison (3) Ed Garcia-Otero

 
 

 

(2) Abraham Hershkovitz (4) Koichiro Ikudome

Date of Interview: 27 September 2010

 Type: a)L] Telephonic b)(_] Video Conference
c)X] Personal (copy given to: 1)[_] patent owner

  
 2)L) patent owner's representative)

  
 
 
 

 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)[X] Yes e)L] No.
If Yes, brief description:

Agreementwith respect to the claims f)L] was reached. g)X] was not reached. h)L] N/A.
Any other agreement(s) are set forth below under“Description of the general nature of what was agreedto...”

Claim(s) discussed: 7 and 5.

 

 
  

Identification of prior art discussed: He et al (US Patent 6,088,457) .

Description of the general nature of what was agreedto if an agreement was reached, or any other comments:
See Continuation Sheet.

 (A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would renderthe claims
patentable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copyof the amendments that would renderthe claims
patentable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
 
 

  

 
 A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE PATENT OWNER'S

STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP § 2281). IF ARESPONSETO THE
LAST OFFICE ACTION HAS ALREADY BEEN FILED, THEN PATENT OWNERIS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROMTHIS
INTERVIEW DATE TO PROVIDE THE MANDATORY STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW

(37 CFR 1.560(b)). THE REQUIREMENT FOR PATENT OWNER’S STATEMENT CAN NOTBE WAIVED.
EXTENSIONSOF TIME ARE GOVERNEDBY37 CFR1.550(c).

 /Sam Rimell/

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3992
ec: Requester(if third party requester)
 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office :

PTOL-474 (Rev. 04-01) , Ex Parte Reexamination Interview Summary Paper No. 20100930

Panasonic-1009
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-474) Reexam Control No. 90/009,301

Continuation of Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other
comments: (1)Discussed rejection under 35 USC 112 and examiner suggested language to overcomethis issue (2)
Examiners heard verbal testimony from Koichiro Ikudome regarding developmenthistory of redirection technologies.
Examiners asked for additional details regarding "dynamic redirection" and how dynamic redirection was performed within the
invention.Examiners suggested placing such testimony and information in writing. (3) Reviewed flow chart (attached to this
summary) indicating sequential steps of action associated with FIG 2. Patent ownerasssertedin particular that steps C D2, F
and G were notdefined. Examiners replied that each of the independentclaims are addressed to a physical system and that
the claims do not define a seven step ordered sequence as suggested by the flow chart. Examiners indicatedthat such
arguments would not be persuasive in addressing the statutory rejection .
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FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01) Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B

Application Number 90/009301
INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

Filing Date December17, 2008
STATEMENT BY APPLICANT

Applicant(s) 6,779,118 Bl

(use as many sheets as necessary) Group Art Unit 3992
Examiner Name Rimell, Samuel G.

 
 

  
 

  
 
 

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

EXAMINER Cite|DOCUMENT NUMBER PUBLICATION DATE
INITIALS No.'|Number- Kind Code’(If Known) MM-DD-YYYY NAME OF PATENTEE

 

 

 
 

  

 
 

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

Foreign Patent Document Te
Country Code’ - Number’ - Kind Code’ Name ofPatentee or (v)

INITIALS No.! (If Known) MM-DD-YYYY Applicant of Cited Document

  

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
  
   

 

  
 
 

  

 

 

 

 
 

PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

EXAMINER Cite Include nameofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of thearticle, title of the item (book, magazine, journal, serial, symposium,
INITIALS ’ catalog,etc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published.

announces ISP Enhancer, December 15, 1997, and Auric Web Systems announces EC
Gateway, January 15, 1997.

Auric Web Systems, News, web pageat <http://www.auricweb.com/news.html> , 3 pages,
accessed July 12, 1999, including press releases: Prepaid Card Has Made An Exciting
Debut, December 10, 1998, ISP’s Now Can Provide “Commecial Breaks” on the Web With

Auric Web Systems unveils software to reduce the operating costs of Internet service
providers, press release, Auric Web Systems, Inc., Business Wire, 2 pages, March 25, 1997.

No

Cl ARAR,Yardena, Prepaid Internet Access Cards: Instant ISP, peworld.com, | page, July 14,
1997.

C2

Out user Side Software, December 7, 1998, Beyond Banner Ads, Beyond “Push”, June 16,

||e
C4 Auric Web Unveils Tool To Navigate Customer Directly To A Specific Website, press

release, Auric Web Systems,Inc., 1 page, November 24, 1997.

|.

WebSystems announces Micro Gateway, September 1, 1997, Auric Web Systems

USENIX Technical Conference, San Diego, CA, 13 pages, January 1996.

1998, New Internet Advertisement Tool Make a Successful Debut, May 18, 1998, Auric

Baker, Mary G.et al., Supporting Mobility in MosquitoNet, Proceedings ofthe 1996

 
 

 
 

EXAMINER DATE
SIGNATURE CONSIDERED

EXAMINER:Initial if reference considered, whether or notcitation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Draw line throughcitation if not in conformance and not
considered. Include copy ofthis form with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's unique citation designation number(optional). See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. *Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO standard ST.3). *For Japanese patent
documents, the indication of the year ofthe reign of the Emperor must precedethe serial number of the patent document. *Kind of document by the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. “Applicantis to place a check mark here if English Language Translation is attached.
Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

WWMWMas!l
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FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01Subsets fe LaaaANee ) Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE pplication Number 90/009301
Filing Date December 17, 2008

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
Applicant(s) 6,779,118 Bl

(use as many sheets as necessary) Group Art Unit 3992
Examiner Name Rimell, Samuel G.

PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

EXAMINER Cite Include nameofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of thearticle, title of the item (book, magazine, journal, serial, symposium,
INITIALS No.! catalog,etc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published.

C6 Buying Made Easy: Auric Web Bypasses Credit Cards, Internet Week, | page, February 17,
1997.

Cisco 2500 Access Server Series, Data Sheet, Cisco Systems, 5 pages, September 1997.
Cisco 2509-2512 Series Access Servers, Product Announcement, I.D. Number: 027ALL,
Cisco Systems, 8 pages, undated (1995 copyright notice).
Cisco 6510 Service Selection Gateway, End of Sale Announcement, End-of-Life Notice
No. 1135, Cisco Systems, 4 pages, April 2005.
Cisco 6510 Service Selection Gateway Version 1.0(2), Release Notes, Doc. No. 78-5181 -
03, Cisco Systems, 6 pages, undated (1998 copyrightnotice).
Cisco Announces DSL Service Creation and Control Platforms: Enables Service Providers
to Create Differentiated Internet Services on a Per-User Basis, press release, Cisco Systems,
2 pages, May 26, 1998.

Cisco Systems, 6 pages, June 15, 1998.
Droms, R., Dynamic Host Configuration Protocol, Network Working Group, Request for

C14 Grice, Corey, Comcast launches broadbandportal, news. cnet.com, 3 pages, January 4, 1999.

oe with sampleNET,pressrelease, Interactive Media Works, LLC, 1 page, Feb. 5, 1996.
Interactive Media Works Brings Web Browsing to Pre-Paid Phone Cards with the
sampleNET Card,press release, Interactive Media Works, LLC,2 pages, Feb. 13, 1996.
Kostick, Chris, System Administration: IP Masquerading Code Follow-up, Linux Journal,

C18

19

 
 

  

 
 

 

 

 
 

  
  
  

 

C8

 

 
QO 10

  
 

  
QO 1]

\O~

C12

C13

  
   

  
  

(accessed at http://delivery.acm.org/10.1145/330000/327059/), 14 pages, November 1997.
Lopez, Bryan S., An Investigation and AssessmentofLinux IPChains and Its Vulnerability
with Respect to Network Security, Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA, 136

EXAMINER DATE

pages, June 2000.
Mockapetris, P., Domain Names - Implementation and Specification, Network Working
Group, Request for Comments 1035; 52 pages, November 1987.

SIGNATURE CONSIDERED

EXAMINER.Initial if reference considered, whetheror notcitation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Draw line throughcitation if not in conformance and not
considered. Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's unique citation designation number(optional). >See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP901.4. 3Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO standard ST.3). “For Japanese patent
documents,the indication of the yearof the reign of the Emperor mustprecede the serial number of the patent document. Kind of documentby the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. Applicant is to place a check mark here if English Language Translation is attached.
Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

WWM/asl
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FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01) Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B

Application Numb 90/009301INFORMATION DISCLOSURE ————v
Filing Date December 17, 2008

STATEMENTBY APPLICANT
Applicant(s) 6,779,118 Bl

(use as many sheets as necessary) Group Art Unit 3992
Examiner Name Rimell, Samuel G.

PRINTED PUBLICATIONS

EXAMINER i Include nameofthe author (in CAPITAL LETTERS),title of the article,title of the item (book, magazine, joumal,serial, symposium,
INITIALS catalog,etc.), date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country where published.

Phone Cards andthe Internet: A profitable Link, /ntele-Card News, 2 pages, March 1996

Pop Go The Ads With Auric Systems Software, The Los Angeles Times, | page, January 4,

Prepaid Internet Access Cards, CardTrack Online,
<www.ramresearc.com/cardtrak/news/cf7_14f97.html>, | page, July 14, 1997.
Prepaid Web-Surfing Cards Now Available For Easy Internet Access From PCs And Video
Game Boxes,press release, Seer Technologies Inc., Business Wire; 2 pages, October 8,

page, Jan. 6, 1997.

publication date unknown.

 
    

  
   

 

 OTHER INFORMATION37 CFR1.98(a)(2)(iv)

EXAMINER|_ Cite
INITIALS No.! Title of the item, date (if any), page(s), other information.

AmendedInvalidity Contentions of AT&Tet al., Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v.
T-Mobile USA,Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE,2:08-cv-
00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE, U.S. District Court, Eastern
District of Texas, Marshall Division, 100 pages, August 19, 2010
First SupplementalInvalidity Contentions of AT&Tet al., Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC v. T-Mobile USA,Inc., et al., Case Nos. (consolidated) 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE,2:08-
cv-00304-DF-CE,2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE, U.S. District Court,
Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 82 pages, March 25, 2010

EXAMINER DATE
SIGNATURE CONSIDERED

EXAMINER:Initial if reference considered, whether or notcitation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Draw line throughcitation if not in conformanceand not
considered. Include copy of this form with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's uniquecitation designation number(optional). See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. *Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPOstandard ST.3). *For Japanese patent
documents, the indication of the yearofthe reign of the Emperor mustprecede the serial numberofthe patent document. Kind of documentby the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. “Applicantis to place a check mark here if English Language Translation is attached.

Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

WWM/as!
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  FORM PTO/SB/08A/B (10-01)
Substitute for PTO-1449A/B

Attorney Docket Number 62986/A522

Application Number 90/009301

Filing Date December 17, 2008

 
 
  INFORMATION DISCLOSURE

 
 
 

STATEMENT BY APPLICANT
Applicant(s) 6,779,118 Bl

Group Art Unit 3992

OTHER INFORMATION37 CFR1.98(a)(2)(iv)

INITIALS No.! Title of the item, date (if any), page(s), other information.

D3 Memorandum and Order[regarding claim construction issues], Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA,Inc., et al., Case Nos. 2:08-cv-264-DF-CE, U.S.
District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 23 pages, June 30, 2010

eeee
ASL PAS923128.1-*-10/4/10 8:50 PM

 (use as many sheets as necessary)

   

 
    

 

 

 
 

 
 EXAMINER DATE

SIGNATURE CONSIDERED

EXAMINER:Initial if reference considered, whetherornot citation is in conformance with MPEP 609; Draw line throughcitation if not in conformance and not
considered. Include copy ofthis form with next communication to applicant. ‘Applicant's uniquecitation designation number(optional). *See Kinds Codes of USPTO
Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPO standard ST.3), “For Japanese patent
documents, the indication of the year of the reign of te Emperor mustprecede the serial numberof the patent document. *Kind of documentby the appropriate symbols
as indicated on the document under WIPO Standard ST.16 if possible. “Applicantis to place a check mark here if English Language Translation is attached.

Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

WWWM/asl
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Electronic AcknowledgementReceipt

8558936

Application Number: 90009301

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: 6,779,118 B1

Customer Number: 40401

Wesley W. Monroe/AmyLai

Filer Authorized By: Wesley W. Monroe

Attorney Docket Number: R1341006

Receipt Date: 04-OCT-2010

Filing Date: 17-DEC-2008

Time Stamp: 23:59:40

Application Type: Reexam (Patent Owner)

 
Paymentinformation:

Submitted with Payment

File Listing:

Document DocumentDescription File Size(Bytes)/ Multi Pages
Number P Message Digest|Part/.zip| (if appl.)

AuricWebSystemsunveilssoftw
areD23.pdf

NPL Documents
9c5b4cd19e94aa6fe784381 8f58f3b9ad9cch

Information:
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; a. 1893444
Baker_SupportingMobilityinMo

NPL Documents squitoNet.pdf 937bdb23e9f48ch6a2 1 840be6d6589c9f50)
81e03

Information:

. . 351586Cisco2500AccessServerSeriesD

NPL Documents ataSheet.pdf 9be821087a2e2cf9981 ed9d 1d 19970681 1b}
51fd9

Information:

Cisco2509_2512SeriesAccessSe 631555
NPL Documents rversProductAnnouncement.

pdf 6108e19a2887ed36a3306030ade8663a7a60149

Information:

; 187695
Cisco6510EndofSaleAnnounce

NPL Documents ment.pdf 360be121b405f69c1 2fbffb8338683f14e97a
618

Information:

. . . 478832
Cisco6510ServiceSelectionGate

NPL Documents wayReleaseNotes.pdf 67d5f79da04bbed2b5c354e5d153d5dbbal
6f2a22

Information:

160662
CiscoAnnouncesDSLServiceCre

ationandControlPlatforms.pdf £937627aff82 1db82e8f7 1a7d058990d 1 8f8
6584

Information:

382027

NPL Documents

NPL Documents CiscoSecureACS.pdf
27f88860b4 14bace25fcl 3027419756d83d

dee2e

Information:

121310

NPL Documents DromsRFC2131.pdf
d264d333224478fbd3341c9a6669aeac4c5,

debe2

Information:

223066

NPL Documents Grice.pdf
b7c899fcSb9b5d73aaf29fc0c03c3935e7b5

a9a9

Information: Panasonic-1009
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104410

NPL Documents InteractiveMediaNetcruiser.pdf
ed55793c54035e305ba11 90f100fc50339ed 1]

422a

Information:

247564

NPL Documents InteractiveMediaPrepaid.pdf
65 154ae68ael 1b571952466d87b20c65b1a

17fle

Information:

134998

NPL Documents MockapetrisRFC1035.pdf
984f8fb7c266d 3 3d08a 7eff42f9f9bf367f1 de]

da

Information:

4455657
PhoneCardsandthelnternet_2pNPL Documents

ages.pdf 998568688464b8c6fb0e7c8f88c3904074064

Information:

148686

NPL Documents PopGotheAds.pdf
6d3bdffd509cf0b17c6 14a5ad96d297cchd_

7aél

Information:

156167

NPL Documents PrepaidWebSurfingCards.pdf
¢9783c6ad 769a5fe6 1d5669329d52ca6bfdd

Information:

213055

NPL Documents Riedman.pdf
a9809c3f130b83ac7c4941 7a02386c03 94e8}

6acd

Information:

162572

NPL Documents Russell.pdf
3ee7a8f27e74ffd349269c04ed0c0b52 1676}

7003

Information:

118801

NPL Documents squidcache.pdf
dd37834dcce39fa4f3 386ca28f19ab705b84}

4314

Information: Panasonic-1009
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Transmittal Letter idsletter.pdf
76e08aa 1la88b4fadf2decfhda2ed04a7 1043

6f92

Information:

; ; 140318
Information Disclosure Statement(IDS)

Filed (SB/08) idsptoformsb08ab.pdf fabacff5f06e5 eca8d2a989b784.cf4735860)
adc

Information:

This is not an USPTO supplied IDS fillable form

TotalFiles Size (in bytes) 10424208

This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

I hereby certify that this correspondenceis being electronicallyfiled with theUnited States Patent and
Trademark Office on October 4, 2010 at or before 11:59 pm. Pacific/Vime under the Rules of

 
 
 

37 CFR § 1.8.

AmyLai _

Applicant : Ikudome,Koichiroetal. Confirmation No. 6609
Control No. : 90/009,301
Filed : December 17, 2008
Title : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Grp./Div. : 3992
Examiner : Rimell, Samuel G.

Docket No. : 62986/A522

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENTB

UNDER37 CFR§ 1.555

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissionerfor Patents Post Office Box 7068
P.O. Box 1450 Pasadena, CA 91109-7068
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 October 4, 2010

Commissioner:

In compliance with the duty of disclosure under 37 CFR §§ 1.555 and in accordance with

the provisions in the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure §§ 2280, enclosed is FORM

PTO/SB/08A/Blisting references that are known to applicant. Printed publications C1-C9, C11-

C13, C15-C16, and C19-C25 listed were referenced in invalidity contentions served by

defendantsin the litigation, Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al.,

U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas, Marshall Division, 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE,2:08-

Panasonic-1009
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Application No. 90/009,301

cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE. Printed publications C10,

C14, C17, C18, and C26 were produced by defendants in the litigation, Linksmart Wireless

Technology, LLC vy. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas,

Marshall Division, 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD, 2:09-

cv-00026-DF-CE.

Pursuant to MPEP §2207, “Entry of Court Decision in Patent File,” listed as item D3

under “Other Information” on enclosed FORM PTO/SB/08A/B,is a “Memorandum and Order”

issued by the Court regarding claim construction in the litigation, Linksmart Wireless

Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., et al., U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Texas,

Marshall Division, 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE,2:08-cv-00385-DF-CD,2:09-

cv-00026-DF-CE. While not a printed publication, under MPEP §2207, “it is considered

desirable”that this Order be submitted to the Office and that “the Office will accept at any time

from any party for placement in the patent file” such a submission (emphasis in original).

Accordingly, this reference should not be crossed out on FORM PTO/SB/08A/B. Also listed, as

items D1 and D2 are tworecently filed Amended and Supplemental Invalidity Contentions of

defendants from the abovereference litigation. The patent presently under reexaminationis the

subject of this litigation andthislitigation is referenced in the Reexam Litigation Search report,

dated July 21, 2009, for the present reexamination.

Enclosed are copies of each reference listed under "Printed Publications" and “Other

Information.”

It is respectfully requested that the listed reference be considered in this reexamination
and identified on the list of references cited on the certificate issuing for this reexamination.

Applicant also requests that an initialed copy of FORM PTO/SB/08A/B be entered in the
reexamination file and returned to applicant with the next communication from the Patent Office.

-2-
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which maybe required bythis

paper to Deposit Account No. 03-1728. Please show our docket number with any Deposit

Account transaction.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP

Wesley W. Monroe
Reg. No. 39,778
626/795-9900

WWM/asl

Enclosures: PTO/SB/08A/B, w/references

ASL PAS923129.1-*-10/4/10 8:50 PM

3.
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARKOFFICE

Inventor: Koichiro Ikudome,etal. Art Unit: 3992

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609
(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

AFTER FINAL RESPONSE UNDER37 CFR1.116

AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT UNDER37 CFR1.530

Attn: Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexamination”
August 20, 2010
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 23313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

This after final Responseis in reply to the final Office Action mailed August 2, 2010, and

the Personal Interview held on September 21, 2010 in the above-identified ex-parte

reexamination proceeding. The due date for filing a Response is October 2, 2010.

Accordingly, this Responseis timely filed.

Statement of Interview and an Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) are being

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

below and consider the detailed traversal below, wherein:

The Status of claimsis listed on page 2 of this paper.

Amendments to the Claims begin on page 3 of this paper.

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 7 ofthis paper.

Evidence ofService of this Response on the 3“ party requester is foundafter the last page

of this paper.
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STATUS OF CLAIMS

Claims 1-47 are subject to reexamination, and are rejected.

The amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 were previously submitted in the

supplemental Response filed on May 24, 2010, and were not entered by the Office. These

amendments are repeated herein. For the convenience of the Examiner, Appendix A illustrates

the amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 relative to the Response filed on November14,

2009. Additionally, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amended to recite “the

individualized rule set,” and new claims 38-47 have been amendedtorecite “the modified rule

set” to overcome the antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. During

the Personal Interview held on September 21, 2010, the Examiner stated that these minor

amendments probably would be entered if submitted in an after-final Response.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that all of the above amendments should be entered

under 37 CFR 1.116 for correction of informalities and/or for simplification of issues for appeal.
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AMENDMENTSTO THE CLAIMS

Claims 1-47 are pending.

Please amendclaims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 as previously requested in the Response filed

on November 14, 2009. Per 37 CFR 1.530(i) and MPEP 2250, these amendments are made

relative to the patent as ofthe date offiling the requestfor examination.

For the convenience of the Examiner, Appendix A illustrates the amendments to claims

15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 relative to the Responsefiled on November 14, 2009.

Additionally, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amended to recite “the

individualized rule set,” and claims 38-47 have been amendedto recite “the modified rule set”

to overcome the antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, secondparagraph.

This Amendment does not raise new issues requiringfurther consideration relative to the

previous Amendment. In fact, this Amendment places the proceeding in better condition for

issuance of a Notice of Intent to Issue Reexamination Certificate. In the alternative, this

Amendment reduces the issuesfor appeal. Accordingly, entry ofthis Amendment is appropriate

andis urged.

15. (Twice Amended) A system comprising:

a redirection server [programed] programmed with a user's rule set correlated to a

temporarily assigned network address; wherein the rule set containsat least one of a plurality of

functions used to control data passing between the user and a public network;

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification ofat least a

portion ofthe rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification ofat least a

portion ofthe rule set as a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the

user, or location the user accesses. [access. ]

18. (Twice Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow modification ofat least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or locations

the user accesses. [access. ]

21. (Twice Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to
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allow the removalor reinstatementofat least a portion of the rule set as a function ofthe

location or locations the user accesses. [access.]

26. (Twice Amended) 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 moreof: time, data transmitted to or from

the user, and location or locations the user accesses. [access.]

27.(Twice Amended) 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 moreof: time, the data

transmitted to or from the user and [the] a location or locations the user accesses. [access.]

28. ew) The system of claim 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service.

29. ew) The system of claim 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rule set.

30. ew) The system of claim 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address.

31. ew) The system of claim 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an attempted

destination address.

32. ew) The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server is configured to redirect data

from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP (Internet protocol)

packet header by a second destination address as a function of the individualizedrule set.

33. ew) The method of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one
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rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service.

34. ew) The method of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rule set.

35. ew) The method of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address.

36. ew) The method of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an attempted

destination address.

37. ew) The method of claim 8, wherein the redirection server is configured to redirect

data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP (Internet

protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the individualized rule

Set.

38. ew) The system of claim 15, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule as

a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service.

39. ew) The system of claim 15, wherein the modified rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rule set.

40. (New) The system of claim 15, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule

allowing access based on a request type and a destination address.

41. (New) The system of claim 15, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule
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redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an attempted

destination address.

42. ew) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to redirect

data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP (Internet

protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the modified rule set.

43. ew) The method of claim 25, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule as

a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service.

44. ew) The method of claim 25, wherein the modified rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rule set.

45. ew) The method of claim 25, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule

allowing access based on a request type and a destination address.

46. ew) The method of claim 25, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule

redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an attempted

destination address.

47. ew) The method of claim 25, wherein the redirection server is configured to redirect

data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP (Internet

protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the individualized rule

Set.
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REMARKS

1. Introduction and Discussion of Preliminary Issues

A. Introduction

This after final Responseis in reply to the final Office Action mailed on August 2, 2010

in the above-identified ex-parte reexamination proceeding.

Claims 1-47 are subject to reexamination, and are rejected. Claims 28-47 are proposed

new claims which werepresented in the Responsefiled on November 14, 2009.

The amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 were previously submitted in the

supplemental Response filed on May 24, 2010, and were not entered by the Office. These

amendmentsare repeated herein.

Further, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amendedto recite “the individualized

rule set,” and new claims 38-47 have been amendedto recite “the modified rule set” to overcome

the antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. No new matter is added,

nor is the scope of the claims enlarged.

A copy of this Supplemental Response is being served on the third party requester

pursuant to 37 CFR 1.248 and 37 CFR 1.550(f).

B. All Amendments should be entered under 37 CFR 1.116

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that these amendments should be entered under 37

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

Reexamination Certificate, or for simplification of issues for appeal. During the Personal

Interview held on September 21, 2010, the Examiner stated that these amendments probably

would be entered if submitted in an after-final Response.

Patent Ownerprovides Appendix A illustrating the amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26,

and 27 relative to the Responsefiled on November 14, 2009. This Appendix should reduce the

burden on the Examiner in determining whatthe differences are between the two amendments.

Additionally, amendments to new claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 are provided herein

merely to overcome a 35 USC 112, second paragraph indefiniteness rejection by resolving

antecedent basis issues.

Thus, Patent Owner respectfully submits that all of the above amendments be permitted,

and should be entered under 37 CFR 1.116(b).
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Cc. Amendments regarding “the user access” (should read “the user accesses”)

As patented, claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 each recited, “the user access.” In order to

clarify this ungrammatical term, the Response filed on November 14, 2009 amended these

claimsto recite “the user attempts to access.” Upon further review, Patent Owner submits that

it is even more clear to amend these claimsto recite “the user accesses.”

To keep the record clear, Patent Owner respectfully directs the Examiner’s attention to a

court order (Case 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, Document492, issued on 06/30/10, MEMORANDUM

OPINION AND ORDER) which is being provided separately in an Information Disclosure

Statement (IDS). A copy was received by the Firm of the undersigned on September 22, 2010.

The court order, at pages 18-19, discusses the term “location the user access” from original

patented claim 15, and states that claim 15 is indefinite. The Examineris invited to review the

memorandum inits entirety.

Patent Owner submits that original patented claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are merely

ungrammatical, and these claims have been clarified by amendment to recite “the user

accesses.”

This amendmentis supported by, at a minimum,the specification at column7, lines 48 to

52:

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 suchfactors.

D. Interview Summary mailing date is not correct

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the Interview Summary contains a typographical

error regarding the mailing date. Specifically, a Personal Interview was held on November12,

2009. The Interview Summary cover page (form PTO-90C) asserts a mailing date of

November 9, 2009, which precedes the date of the interview. Patent Owner respectfully

submits this is a clear typographical error, and that the mailing date is November 12, 2009, or

later.
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i. SIGNAL FLOW CHART(illustrating signal flows of claim 1)-GENERAL

A signal flow chart is attached as Exhibit A. Exhibit A is a “blown up” copy of FIG. 2

of the specification, with annotationsillustrating the signal paths of claim 1. Two small updates

have been made with respect to the version presented at the recent Personal Interview: the

letter “D” has been inserted into element 204 (AUTHENTICATION AND ACCOUNTING

SERVER) for identification, and the reexamination number and the docket number have been

inserted to identify the document.

During the Personal Interview, one Examinercorrectly pointed out that claim 1 does not

expressly require that signal path G flow through Dial-up Network Server B. The flow of

signal path G through Dial-up Network Server B is exemplary, and signal path G may bypass

Network ServerB.

Patent Owner’s representatives wish to make one additional comment regarding this

figure, which might not have been clearly stated during the Personal Interview. Path G is

complex, and notall possibilities from claim 1 are expressly illustrated. Specifically, claim 1

recites, in part, “processed by the redirection server according to the individualized rule set.” In

the signal flow chart, Path G is represented by a dashed line from Computer 100 to Redirection

Server C, and then a series of rectangles (or a thick dashed line) labeled “G’” from Redirection

Server C to Public Network 110 to indicate the processing by Redirection Server C has been

performed upon the signal.

The processing is “according to the individualized rule set,” according to claim 1. The

processing may be, for example, redirecting. In this case, the processed signal would be a

redirected signal, as illustrated by G’ from Redirection Server C to Public Network 110 in signal

flow chart Exhibit A.

The specification, at 4:59-66, provides the clearest description of the redirection

functionality of the redirection server, and recites, in part, “[t]he redirection server 208

receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed to implementthe rule set for the

IP address, as well as ... performing the physical redirection of data packets based on the

rule sets.”

In other words, the redirection server of claim 1 must be capable of redirecting.

In contrast, the applied art does not disclose redirection. A more detailed discussion of

this issue will be provided below.

Panasonic-1009

Page 620 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 621 of 1492

R1341006.A10 US 6,779,118 Reexamination No. 90/009,301

III. SIGNAL FLOW CHART(illustrating signal flows of claim 1)-DETAILED

The following clearly maps the language of claim 1 to the features of the signal flow

chart (Exhibit A). Claim 1 recites, in full (with line breaks and labels A-G added for

convenience):

1. A system comprising:

A) a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an
individualized rule set;

B) adial-up network server that receives user IDs from users' computers;

C) a redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public
network, and

D) an authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up
networkserver and the redirection server;

E) wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of
the users' computers and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user
ID to the authentication accounting server;

F) 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 addressto the redirection server; and

G) wherein data directed toward the public network from the one of the users’
computers are processed by the redirection server according to the individualized
tule set.

Patent Owner submits that a person of ordinary skill in the art would interpret claim 1 in

view of the specification by mapping the signal flows of claim 1 directly onto FIG. 2. Now

each feature will be individually mapped in detail to the signal flow chart.

A a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an

individualized rule set;

Database A (206) illustrates the above database. Signal flows D1 and F1 are discussed

below with respect to Authentication and Accounting Server D (hereinafter “Authentication

Server D”for the sake of brevity) and feature F below.

10
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B a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from users' computers; 

Dial-Up Network Server B (102) receives user IDs from users’ computers via signal path

B (the dotted line from Users’ Computers (100) to Dial-Up Server B). Note that arrow heads

indicate a direction of flow in the signal paths.

Signal paths C1, D2, E, and G are discussed below.

C) a redirection server connected to the dial-up network server_and a public

network, and

Redirection Server C (208) is:

connected to the Dial-Up Server B via path Cl, and

connected to Public Network (110) via path C2.

D) an authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up

network server and the redirection server;

Authentication Server D is:

connected to Database A via path D1,

connected to Dial-Up Networking Server B via path D2, and

connected to Redirection Server C via path D3.

E) wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of

the users' computers and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user

ID to the authentication accounting server;

Dial-Up Network Server B communicatesa first user ID for one of the users’ computers

(100) and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user ID to the Authentication

Server D via signal flow E.

F 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 addressto the redirection server; and

11
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The Authentication Server D accesses the Database A via signal path Fl, and

communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily

assigned network address to the Redirection Server C via signal path F2.

G) 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.

Data is directed toward the Public Network 110 from one of the users’ computers 100 via

signal path G (and perhaps G’). This data is “processed” by the Redirection Server C according

to the individualized rule set. Processing was discussed above in detail, and this discussion is

repeated immediately below for the sake of completeness and detail.

The signal path G may flow through the Dial-up Network Server B (as shown), or may

flow around the Dial-up Network Server B.

Path G is complex, and not all possibilities from claim 1 are expressly illustrated.

Specifically, claim 1 recites, in part, “processed by the redirection server according to the

individualized rule set.” In the signal flow chart, Path G is represented by a dashed line from

Computer 100 to Redirection Server C, and then a series of rectangles (or a thick dashedline)

labeled “G’” from Redirection Server C to Public Network 110 to indicate the processing by

Redirection Server C has been performed uponthe signal.

The processing is “according to the individualized rule set,” according to claim 1. The

processing may, for example, redirect the data in signal path G.

The specification, at 4:59-66, provides the clearest description of the redirection

functionality of the redirection server, and recites, in part, “[t]he redirection server 208

receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed to implementthe rule set for the

IP address, as well as ... performing the physical redirection of data packets based on the

rule sets.”

In other words, the redirection server of claim 1 must be capable of redirecting.

12
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IV._Detailed Discussion of He ‘451 (primary applied reference

U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He *451”) provides a security system/method for

network element access in an_ enterprise network. Security is enforced using

Credential/Privileges control for each individual user, and a user may be granted or denied

access to specific elements within an enterprise. FIG. 10 of He ‘451 is provide immediately

below for convenience.

FIG. 10 OF He °451
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Element 106 of FIG. 10 of He ‘451 is a local network, and is not a public network as

required by paragraph c) of claim 1. For example, He ‘451, at 4:31-32, states, “the

interconnection network 106.” Further, He ‘451, at 4:49, states, “local access control.”

Additionally, see “Enterprise Network”at 4:53.

In He ‘451, the user has to send a message to the credential server (18:57-58). Then the

credential server sends a credential ticket back to the user (19:5-8).

He ‘451 requires a user to go through the following steps in order to gain access credential to a

network element. The following figure was created by the Patent Ownerto illustrate the steps of

He ‘451, based on the specification of He “451.
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STEPS OF He ‘451

Authentication

Server

Credential

Server  Interconnection |
network, Network Element

Access Server
 

 
Step 1:

User (102) sends a message to authentication server (202) to get a general ticket (17:55

through 18:2).

Step 2:

User (102) sends message to the credential server (204) to get a credential ticket (18:57

through 19:8).

Step 3:

User (102) sends a message to the network element access server to get a ticket to access to

specific network element (104) (20:28-55).

Step 4:

Then User (102) accesses to the specific network element (104) with the ticket obtained at step

3 (21:32-37). It is the specific network element that makes the decision as to act on user’s

request or stop based on the ticket supplied by the user (HE,fig 8).

These steps of He ‘451 illustrate a conventional client-server arrangement. After

sending a credential ticket back to the user, the credential server (204) (the Examiner

improperly equated this credential server with a redirection server) is not involved in the

communications between a user (102) and a network element (104). Therefore, there is no

14
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way for credential server (204) to process data directed toward the public network from one of

the user’s computers, as required by paragraph g) claim 1. Other features of claim 1 are also

not disclosed by He “451, as discussed in detail below.

V. Summary of Rejections

Claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as

being indefinite regarding antecedent basis. Patent Owner has amended these claims to

overcomethis rejection, as discussed above.

Claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being

unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He *451”’) in view of U.S. Patent No.

6,233,686 (hereinafter “Zenchelsky”). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees, as explained in

detail below.

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable

over He ‘451, in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of alleged admitted prior art

(“Background of the Invention” at column 1, lines 53-57 of the Present Patent, hereinafter

“AAPA”). Patent Ownerrespectfully disagrees, as explained in detail below.

Claims 1, 8, 15, and 25 are the sole independent claims of the Present Patent. The

rejections are discussed below in detail.

VI.__ Rejections under 35 USC 112, second paragraph

Claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as

being indefinite regarding antecedent basis. Patent Owner has amended these claims to

overcomethis rejection, as discussed above.

Vil. Rejection under 35 USC 103(a) of claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41, and 43-46

Claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being

unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He *451”’) in view of U.S. Patent No.

6,233,686 (hereinafter “Zenchelsky”). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees, as explained

below.

Claims 1, 8, 14, and 25 are independent.
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A. Independent Claim 1

Independent claim 1 recites, in full (with line breaks and labels A-G added for

convenience):

1. A system comprising:

A) a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an
individualized rule set;

B) adial-up network server that receives user IDs from users' computers;

C) a redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public
network, and

D) an authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up
networkserver and the redirection server;

E) wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of
the users' computers and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user
ID to the authentication accounting server;

F) 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 addressto the redirection server; and

G) wherein data directed toward the public network from the one of the users’
computers are processed by the redirection server according to the individualized
ruleset.

Patent Owner will distinguish multiple features of claim 1 over the combination of He

‘451 and Zenchelsky, one feature at a time. While the most distinguishing features are discussed

below,other distinguishing features also exit.

la. Define “redirection server’ — Personal Interview

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the “redirection server” feature of claim | is not

disclosed by the combination of He “451 and Zenchelsky.

During the recent Personal Interview, it became clear that the Examiner wasnotasserting

that the prior art disclosed a redirection function. Rather, the Examiner wasasserting that a

redirection server did not necessarily have to be capable of performing redirection, but

merely had to be capable of performing any one of three functions: allow/pass, block, or
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modify/redirect. This interpretation was not clear from any of the Office Actions. Patent

Ownerrespectfully disagrees.

Patent Owner’s representatives submit that the redirection server of claim 1 must be

capable of performing redirection.

The specification, at 4:59-65, provides the clearest description of the redirection

functionality of the redirection server, and recites, in part, “[t]he redirection server 208

receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed to implementthe rule set for the

IP address, as well as ... performing the physical redirection of data packets based on the

rule sets.”

In other words, the redirection server of claim 1 must be capable of redirecting based

on the ruleset.

1b. Define “redirection server” — Court Interpretation

The Court Order (Case 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, Document 492, issued on 06/30/10,

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER,a copy of which wasreceived by the Firm of the

undersigned on September 22, 2010) appears to be consistent with Patent Owner’s interpretation

of the redirection server of claim 1. A review of the Court’s interpretation may prove

beneficial.

Asa starting point, the Order, at page 11, considers the term “control data passing” and

quotes the specification as follows, “The present invention allows for creating and implementing

dynamically changingrules to allow the redirection, blocking, or allowing ofspecific data traffic

for specific users, as a function of database entries and the user’s activity.” (Present Patent,

2:61-65, emphasis added by Court).

The Order, at page 11, asserts that other text in the specification confirms this

functionality, and quotes the specification exactly as follows, “The redirection server . . . is

programmed to implement... checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets ...

[and] performing the physical redirection of packets ... .” (Present Patent, 4:59-65, the

bracketed term “[and]” inserted by the Court). It is important to note that the Court

intentionally inserted the bracket bracketed term “[and]” to clarify that the redirection

server is programmed to perform redirection.

Further, page 14 of the Order constructs the term “redirection server” as “a server
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logically located between the user’s computer and the network that controls the user’s access to
39

the network.” The Court’s analysis arriving at this definition appearsto take it for granted

that the redirection server is capable of performing redirection (this appears to be so obvious

that it go without saying).

Thus, the Order appears to recognize that the redirection function is a mandatory (and the

expressly named or nominal) function of the redirection server.

lc. Define “redirection server” — nominal function

Patent Ownerfurther respectfully submits that names have meaning. Assuch, a server

that is named a redirection server must have, by the plain meaning of words, a redirection

function. Redirection is, literally, the nominal meaningofa redirection server. This argument

is consistent with the Court’s interpretation.

ld. Example of“redirection”

The Present Patent, at 6:21, and at column 6:46-49, provides an illustrative and non-

limiting example of redirecting a message from a first destination address (or attempted

destination address, or target address) of “*.xyz.com” to a second destination address (or

redirected destination address) of “www.us.com.”

le. Distinguish “redirection” over applied art

The final Office Action, at page 5, asserts that the redirection server of claim 1 is

disclosed by credential server 204 of FIG 10 of He ‘451. However, He “451, at column 12, line

65 to column 13, line 42, merely states:

2.2.2. Credential Server

The credential server 204 is responsible for controlling network user
credentials or privileges, which is essential for effective network access
control. In addition, the credential server 204 provides the means for the
central administration and management of user credentials for effective
and efficient administration, the same as the authentication server 202.

The authentication server 202 only authenticates the user identity to
network elements. However, the ultimate access decision may also depend
on some user account information other than merely the user identity.
Thus, it is necessary to implement this extra level of control on the
essential user account information, called user credentials, for effective
access control to network resources and information. This control is based
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on the suspicion that authenticated users may not be honest about their
personal credentials in order to gain access to network resources and
information that otherwise would not be allowed to them. User

credential/privilege control is an integral part of the user sign-on process
that leads to the final access decisions to grant or to deny user access
requests for network resources and information. (emphasis added)

The credential server of He ‘451 merely discloses a server configured to “grant or deny

user access requests,” and does not disclose the mandatory “redirection” functionality of the

“redirection server” of claim 1. See the above detailed discussion of He “451 for additional

details.

Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest the redirection functionality of the “redirection

server” feature of claim 1.

2. Distinguish “redirection server connected to the dial-up network server

and a public network”

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the “redirection server connected to the dial-up

networkserver and a public network” feature of claim 1 is not disclosed by the combination

of He ‘451 and Zenchelsky.

As an illustrative and non-limiting example of this feature of claim 1, FIG. 2 of the

Present Patentillustrates dial up network server 102 connected to redirection server 208 which,

in turn, is connectedto internet 110.

Arguendo, even if the credential server 204 in FIG. 10 of He *451 disclosed a redirection

server (which Patent Owner does not admit), this credential server of He “451 is not “connected

to the dial up network server and a public network,” as required by claim 1.

Specifically, the final Office Action, at page 5, asserts that the above recited feature of

claim 1 is disclosed by FIG. 10 of He ‘451, asserting that credential server 204 interconnects to

dial up server 1002 via the public network 106.

However, FIG. 10 of He ‘451 does not teach or suggest “‘a public network,” as required

by claim 1. Element 106 of He ‘451 is a local network, and is not a public network. He ‘451,

at column 4, line 31-32, states, “the interconnection network 106.” Further, He ‘451, at column

4, line 49, states, “local access control.” See the above detailed discussion of He ‘451 for

additional details.
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Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest the “redirection server connected to the dial-up

network server and a public network”feature of claim 1.

3. Distinguish “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.”

Independent claim 1 recites, in part, “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.”

Asanillustrative and non-limiting example of claim 1, the Present Patent states that the

“Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server 204 queries the database for the

tule set to apply to each new session, and forwards the rule set and the currently assigned IP

address to the redirection server 208.” (4:55-59) Also see the above detailed discussion of the

exemplary signal flow chart (Exhibit A) for claim 1. Specifically, in Exhibit A, the

Authentication Server D communicates the individualized rule set to the redirection server

C through signal path F2.

The final Office Action, at page 6, asserts that the above feature of claim 1 is disclosed

by He ‘451 at 17:61-66, 17:67 through 18:1, and 19:2-7.

However, He ‘451, at 17:61 to 18:1, merely states:

(2) 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 messageis 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 for

authentication. (emphasis added)

However, the above portion of He ‘451 authentication server merely sends the response

message back to the user, not to credential server. In other words, He’451 does not teach

signal path F2.

Additionally, He ‘451, at column 16, lines 52-67, states that a “record” may include the

list of “user credentials” reflecting “the most recent changes to the privilege set for the user.”

He °451, at column 19, lines 2-8, merely states:

Based onthe user identification, the credential server 204 will retrieve the
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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
elementaccess server 206.

Howeverthe credential ticket is not an individualized rule set. Thus, He ‘451 does not

teach or suggest that 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,” as required by claim 1.

Additionally, the final Office Action, at the top paragraph of page 27, asserts “claim

1 does not explicitly indicate which structure (the server or the database) is passing the rule

set to the redirection server, nor is there an indication in claim 1 that the rule set is passed

directly from authentication server to redirection server. Claim | appears to allow the rule set

to reach the redirection server from either the authentication server or from the database.”

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the above interpretation of the final Office Action

is contrary to the clear language of claim 1. Claim | states, “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.”

Moreconcisely and more clearly, claim | states, “the authentication accounting server accesses

the database and communicates. . . to the redirection server.”

Clearly the authentication accounting server of claim 1 is accessing the database, and

then the authentication accounting server is also communicating to the redirection server. The

term “accesses the database and communicates” clearly and unambiguously modifies the term

“the authentication server.” In other words, claim 1 requires that the authentication accounting

server communicates the individualized rule set to the redirection server. See the signal flow

chart (Exhibit A) for additional details.

In order to reach the interpretation of the final Office Action (at the top paragraph of page

27), claim 1 would have to be substantially amended as follows: “the authentication accounting

server accesses the database and either the authentication server or the database communicates...

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, andtherefore is not a reasonable interpretation of the clear claim language.
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Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest the above recited feature of claim 1.

Aa. Distinguish “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”

Independent claim | recites, in part, “data directed toward the public network from the

one of the users’ computers are processed by the redirection server according to the

individualizedrule set.”

Asdiscussed above, this feature of claim 1 is represented, in one example, by signal flow

G of Exhibit A.

He ‘451 does not disclose the programmedredirection function of the “processed by the

redirection server’ feature of claim 1.

Additionally, claim 1 expressly requires that “data directed toward the public network

... are processed by the redirection server.”

In contrast to claim 1, the credential server of He ‘451 merely receives a message from

User (102), and then sends a credential ticket back to the user. Neither the message from the

user, nor the credential ticket to the user, disclose data directed toward the public network.

He’451 does not teach any server that processes data directed toward the public network from

the one of the user’s computers.

In fact, He ‘451 does not even teach or suggest “‘a public network,” as required by claim

1. Element 106 of He ‘451 is a local network, and is not a public network. He ‘451, at

column 4, line 31-32, states, “the interconnection network 106.” Further, He ‘451, at column 4,

line 49, states, “local access control.” See the above detailed discussion of He ‘451 for

additional details.

In summary, Patent Owner respectfully submits that He ‘451 does not teach or suggest

any of the above discussed features of claim 1. Further, the other applied art does not remedy

the deficiencies of He “451.

Thus, the rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. Further, Patent Owner submits that

dependent claims 2-7 and 28-32 depend from claim 1, and are patentable for the same reasons as

claim 1, as well as on their own merits.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 1-7 and 28-32 should be
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withdrawn.

B. Dependent Claim 5 (depends from claim 1)

Dependent claim 5 recites, in part, “the redirection server further redirects the data to

and from the users’ computers as a function of the individualizedrule set.”

Asan illustrative and non-limiting example of claim 5, the present patent states: “[t]he

redirection server programsthe rule set and the IP address so asto filter and redirect the user’s

packets according to the rule set” (6:37-39); “dynamically changing rules, to allow the

redirection, blocking, or allowing” (2:62-63); and “pass ... block . . . or modify the request

accordingto the redirection information”(3:8-20).

Further, the Present Patent provides a specific illustrative and non-limiting example of

redirecting a message from a first destination address (or attempted destination address) of

“*xyz.com” to a second destination address (or redirected destination address) of

“www.us.com”(at column 6 line 21, and at column 6 lines 46-49).

Asdiscussed above with respect to claim 1, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the

redirection server of claim 1 is programmed to perform redirection, and He ‘451 does not

disclose the capability of performingredirection.

Even if the claim 1 feature “redirection server” is disclosed by a server merely having a

functionality of blocking (which Patent Owner does not admit), dependent claim 5 expressly

requires that “the redirection server further redirects the data.” Thus, claim 5 expressly

requires that the redirection server have the redirecting functionali 

The final Office Action, at page 7, asserts that He ‘451 discloses the above feature at

column 19, lines 2-11. However, He ‘451, at column 19, lines 2-11, merely states:

Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve thelist
of user credentials from the registration database 210 and enclosethe 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. (emphasis added)

Additionally, He ‘451, at column 9, lines 38-41, merely discloses “an access controllist

for each network resource or information . . . shall contain the list of user identifiers who are

allowed to access it and the kind of access rights that are allowed to each user.” In other words,

He ‘451 merely determines the kind of access rights that are allowed to each user whois allowed
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access. He *451 does not teach how to redirect data directed toward public network from

one of a user's computer. In fact, He ‘451 does not disclose any type ofredirectionatall.

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the other applied art (Zenchelsky and AAPA)

does not remedy the deficiencies of He ‘451.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 5 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits.

C. Dependent Claim 6 (depends from claim 1)

Dependent claim 6 recites, in part, “the redirection server further redirects the data

from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule
39

set.” Illustrative examples of redirecting data are discussed above with respect to claim 5.

The final Office Action, at pages 7 and 28, asserts that He ‘451 discloses the above

feature at FIG. 10, wherein the plural network elements 104 allegedly represent multiple

potential destinations for interaction based on particular user credentials.

First, as discussed above with respect to claim 5, He “451 merely determines the kind of

access rights that are allowed to each user whois allowed access. He ‘451 does not redirect

the data in any way.

Second, claim 6 expressly redirects the data to “multiple destinations as a function of the

individualized rule set.” For example, the individualized rule set may redirect a message to a

first redirected address and then to a second redirected address, resulting in multiple destinations

as a function of the individualized rule set. In other words a single individualized rule set

results in redirections to multiple destinations.

Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest that “the redirection server further redirects the

data directed toward the public network from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a

function of the individualized rule set,” as required by dependent claim 6.

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the other applied art (Zenchelsky and AAPA)

does not remedy the deficiencies of He ‘451.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 6 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits.

D. New Dependent Claim 28 (depends from claim 1)
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New dependent claim 28 recites, in part, “wherein the individualized rule set includes at

least one rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service.”

The Office Action, at page 17, asserts that a rule “does not change the structure of a

physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the system unless the rule is

executed” and therefore this rule is given no patentable weight, citing In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336

USPQ 2d 1862 (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 “processed by the

redirection server according to the individualized rule set.”

Thus, Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the authentication accounting server must

be configured to be capable of communicating the individualized rule set including “at least one

rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service,” and this first configuration feature

changesthe structure and/or changesthe functionality of the authentication accounting server.

Additionally, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redirection server must be

configured to process the data “according to the individualized rule set,” and therefore this

second configuration feature changes the structure and/or the functionality of the redirection

server.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 28 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits.

E. New Dependent Claim 29 (depends from claim 1)

New dependent claim 29 recites, in part, “the individualized rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time andto thereafter utilize the standard

tule set.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, asserts that the “user credential” of He ‘451

corresponds to a rule, and that switching fromafirst rule of a first user to a second rule of a

second user discloses the above recited feature of claim 29. Patent Owner respectfully

disagrees.

Claim 29 requires that “the individualized rule set includes an initial temporary rule set

and a standard rule set.” There is no such individualized rule set (including an initial temporary
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rule set and a standard rule set) disclosed by He ‘451. Note that both the initial temporary rule

set and the standard rule set belong to (are included by) the individualized rule set. Thus, the

two different rule sets from He ‘451 each belongto different users (the first user and the second

user), and do not belong to an individualized rule set. In other words, an individualized rule set

is not a first rule set for a first user and a second rule set for a second user.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 29 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits.

F, New Dependent Claim 30 (depends from claim 1)

New dependent claim 30 recites, in part, “the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, asserts that a rule “does not changethe structure of a

physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the system unless the rule is

executed” and therefore this rule is given no patentable weight, citing In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336

USPQ 2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees.

Dependent claim 30 depends from claim 1, which recites, in part, “authentication

accounting server . . . communicates the individualized rule set” and “processed by the

redirection server according to the individualized rule set.”

Thus, Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the authentication accounting server must

be first configured to be capable of communicating the individualized rule set including “at least

one rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service,” and this first configuration

feature patentably changes the structure and/or changes the functionality of the authentication

accounting server.

Additionally, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redirection server must be

second configured to process the data “according to the individualized rule set,” and therefore

this second configuration feature patentably changesthe structure and/or the functionality of the

redirection server.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 30 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits.

G. New Dependent Claim 31 (depends from claim 1)
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New dependent claim 31 recites, in part, “wherein the individualized rule set includes at

least one rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an

attempted destination address.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, asserts that a rule “does not changethe structure of a

physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the system unless the rule is

executed” and therefore this rule is given no patentable weight, citing In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336

USPQ 2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees.

Dependent claim 31 depends from claim 1, which recites, in part, “authentication

accounting server . . . communicates the individualized rule set” and “processed by the

redirection server according to the individualized rule set.”

Thus, Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the authentication accounting server must

be first configured to be capable of communicating the individualized rule set including “at least

one rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service,” and this first configuration

feature patentably changes the structure and/or changes the functionality of the authentication

accounting server.

Additionally, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redirection server must be

second configured to process the data “according to the individualized rule set,” and therefore

this second configuration feature patentably changesthe structure and/or the functionality of the

redirection server.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 31 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits.

H. Independent Claim 8

Independentclaim8recites, in full:

In 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,
the method comprising the stepsof:

communicating a first user ID for one of the users' computers and a
temporarily assigned network addressfor the first user ID from the dial-up
networkserver to the authentication accounting server;

communicating the individualized rule set that correlates with the
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first user ID and the temporarily assigned network addressto the
redirection server from the authentication accounting server;

and processing data directed toward the public network from the
one of the users’ computers accordingto the individualizedruleset.

Independent claim 8 recites features similar to independent claim 1, and is patentable

over the applied art for reasons similar to those of independent claim 1 with respect to the similar

features, as well as on its own merits.

For example, independent claim 8 recites, “communicating the individualized rule set

that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned network addressto the

redirection server from the authentication accounting server.”

The Office Action, at page 8, asserts that the above recited feature is disclosed by He

‘451 at 17:61-66, and 17:67 to 18:1. As discussed above with respect to claim 1, He ‘451 does

not disclose a redirection server.

Additionally, the credential server (204) of FIG. 10 of He ‘451 merely receives a request

message from the User (102), and send a credential ticket back to the User (102). This is

described in detail at 18:57 to 19:8 of He “451.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

deficiencies of He ‘451. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of independent claim 8

should be withdrawn.

Further, dependent claims 9-14 and 33-39 are patentable for, at a minimum, the same

reasons as base claim 8, as well as on their own merits.

I. Dependentclaims 9-14 (depending from claim 8)

Dependentclaims 9-14 recite features similar to those of claims 2-7, and are patentable

over the applied art for, at a minimum, reasons similar to claims 2-7, as well as the same reasons

as base claim 8, and as well as on their own merits.

J. New dependentclaims 33-36 (depending from claim 8)

New dependentclaims 33-36 recite features similar to those of new dependentclaims 28-

31, and are patentable over the applied art for, at a minimum, reasonssimilar to claims 28-31, as

well as the same reasonsas base claim 8, and as well as on their own merits.
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K. Independent claim 15

Independent claim 15 recites features similar to those of independent claim 1, and is

patentable over the cited art for reasons similar to those of independent claim 1 with respect to

the similar features, as well as on its own merits

Amended independent claim 15 recites, in part, “a redirection server programmed with a

user’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network address” and “the redirection server

is configured to allow automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set... asa

function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or a location

that the user accesses.” The specification at 4:59-66, “The redirection server ....dynamically

changingthe rule sets based on condition” provides clear description.

Asan illustrative and non-limiting example of claim 15, see the Present patent at 7:48 to

8:11 regarding automatically deleting a redirection rule after a questionnaire has been

successfully completed.

The final Office Action, at pages 10 and 11, asserts that the above feature of claim 15 is

disclosed by He ‘451 at 17:13, and 17:19-21. However, He ‘451 merely discloses a system

security administrator (a person) and a database tool for the person, but does not teach or suggest

an “automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set,” as required by claim 15.

Requiring a personis inconsistent with the automation feature of claim 15.

Additionally, the database tool of He ‘451 appears intended to modify information in

database 210 of FIG. 10. In contrast, claim 15 requires that the automatic modification occur

on the rule set programmedin the redirection server (not in the database).

Specifically, in He ‘451, the authentication server (202) generates a general ticket, and

the credential server (204) generates a credential ticket. The “maximum lifetime” of each

authentication is He ‘451 is merely a bit of stored administrative information, and appears to

refer to the lifetime of the credential ticket. See He ‘451, at 17:6-13. The “maximum

lifetime” remains unchanged until the system administrator uses the database tool to manually

change the value of the maximum lifetime of each authentication, as stored administrative

information. This administrative information appears to be general purpose information, which

is applied to the system. In any case, the “maximum lifetime” of He ‘451 is not

automatically modified. Further, He’451 does not disclose modifying rule sets while the user’s

rule set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address.
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Thus, Patent Owner submits that He ‘451 does not teach or suggest “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 a location that the user accesses,” as required

by claim 15.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

deficiencies of He ‘451.

Further, Patent Owner submits that dependent claims 16-24 and 38-42 depend from claim

15, and are patentable for the same reasonsas claim 15, as well as on their own merits.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 15-24, and 38-42 should be

withdrawn.

L. Dependentclaims 16-24 (depending from claim 15)

Dependent claims 16-24are patentable over the applied art for the same reasons as base

claim 15, and as well as on their own merits.

M. Dependent claim 16 (depending from claim 15)

Dependent claim 16 recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.” As discussed above

with respect to claim 15, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest automatic modification, and certainly

does not teach automatic modification as a function of time. Patent Ownerrespectfully submits

that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He ‘451.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 16 should be

withdrawn.

N. Dependent claim 17 (depending from claim 15)

Dependent claim 17 recites, in part, “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.”

The final Office Action, at page 12, asserts that this feature is optionally recited in claim

15, and can be interpreted as an optional recitation in a claim dependent on claim 15. Patent

Ownerrespectfully disagrees.
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Even if this feature is optional in claim 15 (“some combination of . . .”), this feature in

dependent claim 17 must be given patentable weight. Claim 17 feature requires “modification.

. . as a function of the data transmitted to or from the user.” In other words, the term “to or

from the user” is mandatory, although which specific option (to the user, or from the user) is

optional.

The final Office Action, at page 17, also states that this feature is disclosed by He ‘451 at

17:19-21, wherein data input by a system administrator can modify the rule set. Patent Owner

respectfully submits that the data input by a system administrator via a database tool set to

modify the database does not disclose “modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a

function of the data transmitted to or from the user.”

The data transmitted to or from the user in dependent claim17 finds antecedent basis in

the “data passing between the user and a public network”as recited by amendedbase claim 15.

In contrast to claim 17, He ‘451 merely discloses data input by a system administrator via

a database tool set to modify the database (data input directed towards a local database). Patent

Ownerrespectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He

‘A451.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 17 should be

withdrawn.

O. Dependent claim 18 (depending from claim 15)

Dependent claim 18, recites, in part, “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 accesses.”

The final Office Action, at pages 12 and 13, asserts that the above recited feature of claim

18 is disclosed by He ‘451 at 17:19-21, wherein data being supplied by the system administrator

modifies a rule set by deletion, and the location of the administrator is the location at which

modification is permitted. Patent Ownerrespectfully disagrees.

The claim 18 term “location or location the user accesses”refers to target locations in the

sense of target URLs (uniform resource locators), or target addresses of target websites in the

public network. In contrast to claim 18, He ‘451 the location of the administrator appears to be

the location from which the user begins his communications.
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Therefore, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest the above recited feature of claim 18.

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of

He ‘451.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 18 should be

withdrawn.

P. Dependent claim 19 (depending from claim 15)

Dependent claim 19, recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to allow the

removalor reinstatementof at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.”

The final Office Action, at page 13, asserts that the above recited feature of claim 19 is

disclosed by the administrator of He “451 creating or deleting any portion of the user account,

whichinherently occurs over some given period of time. Patent Ownerrespectfully disagrees.

Dependent claim 19 requires “allowing . . . as a function of time.” In contrast to claim

19, the He ‘451 administrator appears to create or delete at any time, without respect to the time,

and independent of the time. Thus, He ‘451 does not disclose the function of allowing any

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time. Patent

Ownerrespectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He

‘A451.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 19 should be

withdrawn.

Q. Dependentclaims 20-22 (depending from claim 15)

Patent Owner respectfully submits that dependent claims 20-22 are patentable over the

applied art for reasons similar to those of dependent claims 16-19 as discussed above, as well as

on their own merits.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

deficiencies of He ‘451. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claims 20-

22 should be withdrawn.

R. New dependentclaims 38-41 (depending from claim 15)

New dependentclaims 38-41 recite features similar to those of new dependentclaims 28-
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31, and are patentable over the applied art for, at a minimum, reasonssimilar to claims 28-31, as

well as the same reasons as base claim 15, and as well as on their own merits.

S. Independent claim 25

Independent claim 25 recites features similar to those of independent claim 1, and is

patentable over the applied art for reasons similar to those of independent claim 1 with respect to

the similar features, as well as on its own merits.

Independentclaim 25 recites, in full:

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 comprisingthe step of:

modifying at least a portion of the user's rule set while the user's rule set
remainscorrelated 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 addressis
connected to the computer network through the redirection server and the method
further includesthe step of
receiving instructions by the redirection server to modify at least a portion of the
user's rule set through one or more ofthe user side of the redirection server and
the network side of the redirection server.

For example, the claim 25 feature 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 addressin

the redirection server”is not disclosed by the applied art. Note that any modifications by the

administrator in He ‘451 using the database tool are performed upon the database, and not upon

the user’s rule set in the redirection server. Further, He’451 does not disclose modifying rule sets

while the user’s rule set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

deficiencies of He ‘451.

Further, Patent Owner respectfully submits that dependent claims 26, 27, and 43-47 are

patentable for, at a minimum, the same reasonsas base claim 25, as well as on their own merits.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of claims 25-27 and 43-47 should be withdrawn.
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T. Dependentclaim 26 (depending from claim 25)

Dependentclaim 26,recites, in part, “modifying at least a portion of the user's rule set as

a function of one or moreof: time, data transmitted to or from the user, and location or locations

the user accesses.”

As discussed above with respect to dependent claims 16-21, the applied art does not

disclose any “as a function of’ modification of the user’s rule set.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 26 should be

withdrawn.

U. Dependent claim 27 (depending from claim 25)

Dependent claim 27, recites, in part, “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.”

As discussed above with respect to dependent claims 16-21, the applied art does not

disclose any “as a function of’ modification of the user’s rule set.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 27 should be

withdrawn.

Vv. New dependentclaims 43-46 (depending from claim 25)

New dependentclaims 43-46 recite features similar to those of new dependentclaims 28-

31, and are patentable over the applied art for, at a minimum, reasonssimilar to claims 28-31, as

well as the same reasons as base claim 25, and as well as on their own merits.

VIll. Rejections under 35 USC 103(a) of claims 32, 37, 42, and 47

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable

over He ‘451, in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of alleged admitted prior art

(“Background of the Invention” at column 1, lines 53-57 of the Present Patent, hereinafter

“AAPA”). Patent Ownerrespectfully disagrees.

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 depend respectively from independentclaims 1, 8, 15, and 25,

and each of claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to
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redirect data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP

(Internet protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the

individualized rule set.”

The Office Action, at page 23, asserts that the above recited feature is disclosed by

Applicant’s Admitted Prior Art (AAPR), as discussed in 1:46-47 of the Present Patent.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that Column 1 of the BACKGROUND OF THE

INVENTIONsection of the Present Patent does discuss the concept of redirection, but Patent

Ownerdoes not admit that redirection in the particular combination claimed is knownpriorart.

Additionally, nowhere in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION is there any

disclosure 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, 37, 42, and 47.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

deficiencies of AAPR. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claims 32,

37, 42, and 47 should be withdrawn.

IX. Conclusion

For at least the above reasons,it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-47 are patentably

distinguished over the applied prior art. Thus, reconsideration and confirmation of the

patentability of claims 1-27, allowance of new claims 28-47, and an early Notice of Intent to

Issue a Reexamination Certificate are 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 or comment does not signify agreement with or

concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above

may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or

other claims) that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this reply should be construed as

an intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this reply,

and the amendmentof any claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the

claim prior to its amendment.
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Patent Owner has submitted herewith the fees for the newly addedclaims. It is believed

that no other fees are required. However, should any additional fee or fees be necessary for

consideration of the papers filed herein, please charge any such fee or fees and refund any excess

payments to Deposit Account No. 50-2929, referencing docket no. R1341006.

Should the Examiner have any questions or comments regarding this matter, the

undersigned may be contacted at the below-listed telephone number.

Respectfully submitted,
Koichiro Ikudomeetal.

/Abe Hershkovitz/

Abraham Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

Ed Garcia-Otero

Reg. No. 56,609

Appendix A: Claim amendments of claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27
(relative to the Response filed November14, 2009)

Exhibit A: Updated Signal Flow Chart

October 4, 2010

HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314
TEL: (703) 370-4800
FAX:(703) 370-4809
E-MAIL: patent@hershkovitz.net

R1341006.A06; AH/EG

36

Panasonic-1009

Page 647 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 648 of 1492

R1341006.A10 US 6,779,118 Reexamination No. 90/009,301

APPENDIX A: CLAIM AMENDMENTSOF CLAIMS15, 18, 21, 26, and 27

RELATIVE TO THE RESPONSE FILED NOVEMBER14, 2009

For the sake ofclarity andfor the convenience of the Examiner, this appendix tracks the

changes ofclaims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 relative to the Responsefiled November 14, 2009.

15. (Twice Amended) A system comprising:

a redirection server programmed with a user's rule set correlated to a temporarily

assigned network address; wherein the rule set contains at least one ofa plurality of functions

used to control data passing between the user and a public network;

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification ofat least a

portion ofthe rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at least a

portion ofthe rule set as a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the

user, or location the user accesses. [attempts to access. ]

18. (Twice Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow modification ofat least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or locations

the user accesses. [attempts to access.]

21. (Twice Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow the removalor reinstatementofat least a portion of the rule set as a function ofthe
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location or locations the user accesses. [attempts to access. ]

26. (Twice Amended) 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 moreof: time, data transmitted to or from

the user, and location or locations the user accesses. [attempts to access.]

27.(Twice Amended) 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 moreof: time, the data

transmitted to or from the user and a location or locations the user accesses. [attempts to

access. |
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the attached after final Response Under 37 CFR 1.116 and
Proposed Amendment under 37 CFR 1.530 (including Appendix A and Exhibit A)is being
served by first class mail on the third party requester at the third party requestor’s address:

JERRY TURNER SEWELL

P.O. BOX 10999

NEWPORT BEACH, CA=92658-5015

/Abe Hershkovitz/ October 4, 2010
Abe Hershkovitz Date
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Inventor: Koichiro Ikudome,etal. Art Unit: 3992

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609
(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

STATEMENT OF INTERVIEW UNDER37 CFR1.560(b)

Attn: Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexamination”
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 23313-1450

Sir:

This Statement of Interview is in response to a Personal Interview held on September21,

2010. This Substance of Interview is filed within one month of the date of the interview, and

therefore is timely filed. A copy of the Examiner’s Interview Summary has not yet been

received.

Evidence of Service of this Statement of Interview on the 3“ party requester is found

after the last page of this paper.

Panasonic-1009

Page 654 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 655 of 1492

R1341006.A09 Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301

REMARKS

1, Introduction

Patent Ownerappreciates the courtesies extended by the Examiners (Sam Rimell, Jessica

Harrison, and Will Wood) to the representatives of the Patent Owner (Abraham Hershkovitz and

Ed Garcia-Otero) and to co-inventor Ko Ikudome during the Personal Interview held on

September 22, 2010. Examiner Will Wood participated by telephone.

IL. Inventor Ko Ikudome

Co-inventor Ko Ikudome presented a brief discussion of his technical and educational

background, and described the history of how he invented the claimed invention.

Ill. Discussion of Rejections

Patent Owneroutlined the rejections made in the Final Office Action.

Claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 were rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as

being indefinite regarding antecedentbasis.

Claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41, and 43-46 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being

unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He *451”’) in view of U.S. Patent No.

6,233,686 (hereinafter “Zenchelsky’’).

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable

over He ‘451, in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of alleged admitted prior art

(“Background of the Invention” at column 1, lines 53-57 of the Present Patent, hereinafter

“AAPA”).

Claims 1, 8, 15, and 25 are the sole independent claims of the Present Patent. Patent

Owner’s representatives explained why independent claims 1, 15, 18, and 25, dependent claim 5,

and new dependent claim 29 are patentably distinct over the cited priorart.

Patent Owner’s representatives indicated that they would check whether all relevant

litigation documents had been reported in a previous Information Disclosure Statement (IDS),

and that Patent Owner's representatives would promptly report any relevant documents it was

aware of in a new Information Disclosure Statement (IDS), if necessary.
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IV. Typographical corrections

Patent Owner’s representatives proposed minor typographical and grammatical

corrections. For example, claim 15 would recite “location the user accesses” after correction.

The Examinersindicated that these minor corrections appeared acceptable, and would be entered

if presented in an after-final Response.

The Examiners also indicated that the pending rejections under 35 USC 112, second

paragraph appeared minor, and probably could easily be corrected in the next Response.

I._Exhibit A: Modified FIG 2 aka SIGNAL FLOW CHART

Patent Owner’s representatives presented a “blown up” copy of FIG. 2 of the

specification, with annotationsillustrating the signal paths of preferred embodimentofclaim 1.

This signal flow chart is attached as Exhibit A. Two small updates have been made with respect

to the version presented at the interview: the letter “D” has been inserted into element 204

(AUTHENTICATION AND ACCOUNTING SERVER) for identification, and the

reexamination numberand the docket number havebeen inserted to identify the document.

These signal paths were discussed in detail. One Examiner correctly pointed out that

claim 1 does not expressly require that signal path G flow through Dial-up Network Server B.

Patent Owner agrees that claim 1 does not require signal path G to flow through Dial-up

Network ServerB.

Patent Owner’s representatives wish to make one additional comment regarding this

figure, which might not have been clearly stated during the interview (due to a lack of time).

Path G is complex, and notall possibilities from claim 1 are expressly illustrated.

IV. Independent Claim 1

Patent Owner’s representatives presented multiple arguments. First, during the interview

it became clear the Examiner wasnotasserting that the prior art disclosed a redirection function.

Rather, the Examiner wasasserting that a redirection server did not necessarily have to be

capable of performing redirection, but merely had to be capable of performing one of three

functions: allow/pass, block, or modify/redirect. This interpretation was not clear from any of

the Office Actions.

It was noted that that the terms “allow” and “pass” are used interchangeably throughout
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the specification, and the terms “modify” and “redirect” are used interchangeably throughout the

specification in the context of capabilities of the redirection server. See specification at 2:61-65;

3:15-20, and 4:59-67.

Patent Owner’s representatives argued that the redirection server of claim 1 must

be capable of redirecting.

In view of the Examiner’s improperly broad interpretation (not requiring the redirection

functionality) of the term “redirection server,” Patent Owner’s representatives presented a

detailed analysis of the signal flows to support arguments regarding signal flows. Some of these

signal flows were previously distinguished over the applied art in the most recent response.

Other signal flows were presented in the Personal Interview, for the sake of completeness.

Specifically, signal flows F1 and F2 regarding the Authentication and Accounting Server

D were distinguished over the applied art in Supplement Response filed May 24, 2010. These

arguments were repeated at the Personal Interview, with the assistance of the Signal Flow Chart.

For the sake of clarity and completeness, signal flow G was also discussed in detail, and

distinguished overthe cited art.

V. Dependent Claim 5

Patent Owner’s representatives discussed claim 5, which recites “the redirection server

further redirects data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule

set.”

In dependent claim 5, the redirection server expressly and explicitly redirects data. It was

argued that even if the redirection server of claim 1 is interpreted as not necessarily having the

capability of redirecting data (which Patent Owner does not admit), claim 5 expressly requires

that the redirection server redirects data. The applied art does not redirect data.

Patent Owner's representatives explained that the credential server of He “451 might, at

best, be associated with an allow function and a block function through issuanceofa ticket. In

contrast to the credential server of He ‘451, claim 5 expressly “redirects data” as a function of

the individualized rule set. Allowing and/or blocking do not disclose redirection. See the

Present Patent at 6:37-48 for a detailed example ofredirection.

Thus, it was argued that dependent claim 5 is patentably distinguished over the applied

art, for, at a minimum, the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on its own merits for
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expressly redirecting data.

VI.__ Independentclaims 8, 15, and 25 (remaining patented independent claims

Patent Owner’s representatives stated that independentclaims 8, 15, and 25 each contain

somefeatures similar to independent claim 1, and therefore are distinguished over the appliedart

for, at a minimum, the same reasons as independent claim 1 regarding similar features, as well as

on their own merits.

Vil.__New dependent claim 29

The issue of dynamically changing rules was brought up. As well as independent claim

15 and 25, new dependent claim 29 recites, in part, “the individual rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the

standardrule set.”

Thus, claim 29 dynamically changes (switches) from the temporary rule set to the

standard rule set after an initial period of time passes. It was emphasized that the applied art

does not disclose this feature of claim 29.

An Examiner stated that the term “dynamically” did not appear in the specification. To

keep the record clear, this term does appear in the specification, for example at column 4, line

67, whichstates, “dynamically changing the rule sets based on conditions.”
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CONCLUSION

Patent Owner appreciates the courtesies shown by the Examiners to the Patent Owner’s

representatives. At least one Examiner appeared to be persuaded by some of the arguments

made during the personal interview, although no commitments were maderegarding a finding of

patentability.

Should the Examiner have any questions or comments regarding this matter, the

undersigned may be contacted at the below-listed telephone number.

Respectfully submitted,
LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC

/Abe Hershkovitz/

Abraham Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

Ed Garcia-Otero

Reg. No. 56,609

Attachment: Exhibit A: Signal Flow Chart from Personal Interview

October 1, 2010
HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 DukeStreet

Alexandria, VA 22314
TEL: (703) 370-4800
FAX: (703) 370-4809
E-MAIL:pa i 

AH/EG
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the attached Statement of Interview held on September 21, 2010
under 37 CFR 1.560(b) is being served byfirst class mail on the third party requester at the third
party requestor’s address:

JERRY TURNER SEWELL

P.O. BOX 10999

NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92658-5015

/Abe Hershkovitz/ October 4, 2010
Abraham Hershkovitz Date

7
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HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
PATENT AGENCY

2845 DUKE STREET, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314
TEL. 703-370-4800 ~ FACSIMILE 703-370-4809
patent@hershkovitz.net ~ www.hershkovitz.net

  
 

Inventor: IKUDOME,Koichiro et al. Docket No.: R1341006
Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609

(based on U.S.Patent No. 6,779,118) Art Unit: 3992
Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: RIMELL, Samuel

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Mail Stop: Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Transmitted herewith are a Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement, a Substitute
Form PTO-1449 anda Certificate of Service in the above proceeding.

The fee has been calculated as shown below:

Claims After jhe of Claims |Present|
 

 

 

  
 
 Amendment Previously Paid Extra Small Entity Large Entity

Rate Fee Rate Fee

Total Claims: | x 26= |$ X 52=|$
Indep.Claims: _| x 110= |$ X 220=|$

| $
Total: $ | $

  
 

__ Please charge the abovefees to a credit card as authorized.
_X_ The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge payment of the
following fees associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit
Account No. 50-2929:

_X_ Anyadditionalfiling fees required under 37 C.F.R. 1.16.
_X_ Anypatent application processing fees under 37 C.F.R. 1.17, including any required
extension of time fees in any concurrentor future reply requiring a petition for extension
of timeforits timely submission (37 CFR 1 .136)(a)(3).

September 21, 2010 Abraham Hershkovitz
Date Reg. No. 45,294

Dinh X. Nguyen
Reg. No. 54,923

R1341006.A07; AH/DN/dj
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Inventor: Koichiro Ikudomeetal. Art Unit: 3992

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609

(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam RIMELL

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

Commissioner for Patents

Mail Stop Reexamination

PO Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 23313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.555, the Patent Owner hereby directs the Examiner's attention to

the referencelisted in the accompanying Substitute Form PTO-1449.

Further to the Information Disclosure Statement filed on May 13, 2010, Patent Owner

directs the Examiner’s attention to the following reference, which was broughtto the attention of

the undersigned on September 20, 2010, as having been cited in a related-pending application:

1. US-5,987,523.

A copy of the document is not being provided as it is a U.S. Patent, readily available to

the Examiner. Accordingly, the Examiner is requested to consider this documentbyinitialing in

the appropriate space on the attached Substitute Form PTO-1449.
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While a fee is not believed to be required, should this submission require a fee, the

Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees to Deposit Account No. 50-2929, referencing
Docket No. R1341006.

Should the Examiner have any questions or comments regarding this matter, the

undersigned maybe contacted at the below-listed telephone number.

Respectfully submitted,
LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC

+ udlon
Abraham Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

Dinh Nguyen
Reg. No. 54,923

Date:__September 21, 2010
HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 DukeStreet

Alexandria, VA 22314

TEL: (703) 370-4800
FAX: (703) 370-4809
E-MAIL: patent@hershkovitz.net

R1341006.A07; AH/DN/dj
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the attached Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement,
Substitute Form PTO-1449 and reference are being served by first class mail on the third party
requester at the third party requestor’s address:

Jerry Turner Sewell
P.O. Box 10999

Newport Beach, CA 92658-5015

LAL- Muller September24, 2010
Abraham Hershkovitz Date
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Inventor: Koichiro Ikudome,etal. Art Unit: 3992

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609
(based on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

PERSONAL INTERVIEW REQUEST UNDER MPEP2281

Sir:

In response to the final Office Action mailed on August 2, 2010 in the above-identified

ex-parte reexamination proceeding, Patent Owner requests a personalinterview.

The tentative participants are: Abraham Hershkovitz (Patent Owner representative); Ed

Garcia-Otero (Patent Ownerrepresentative); and Koichiro Ikudome (co-Inventor).

Patent Owner proposes the dates of September 7, 2010, or September 16, 2010, or

September 21, 2010. Patent Owner proposes the times of 1:00 pm, or 2:00 pm, or 3:00 pm.

Patent Owneris very flexible, and willing to consider other dates and times in the interests of

performing an interview before October 2, 2010 (which is the due date for responding to the

pending Office Action).

Patent Owner proposes discussing the following issues: entering minor amendments

previously refused entry; entering additional minor amendments regarding antecedent basis; and

technical clarification by co-inventor.

1. ENTERING MINOR AMENDMENTSPREVIOUSLY REFUSED ENTRY

Amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 were previously submitted in the

Panasonic-1009

Page 668 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 669 of 1492

R1341006.A07

supplemental Response filed on May 24, 2010, and were not entered by the final Office Action

mailed on August 2, 2010 (the pending Office Action).

Patent Owner respectfully wishes to discuss whether these amendments should be entered

under 37 CFR 1.111(2)(E) for correction of informalities, and/or 37 CFR 1.11 1(2)(F) for
simplification of issues for appeal.

2. ENTERING ADDITIONAL MINOR AMENDMENTS

Patent Owner proposes amending new claims 28-31 and 33-36 to recite “the

individualized rule set,” and new claims 38-47 to recite “the modified rule set” in order to

overcome the final Office Action antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, second

paragraph.

Patent Owner respectfully wishes to discuss whether these amendments should be entered

under 37 CFR 1.111(2)(E) for correction of informalities, and/or 37 CFR 1.111(2)(F) for

simplification of issues for appeal.

3. TECHNICAL CLARIFICATION BY CO-INVENTOR

In view ofthe final Office Action, it appears that a personal interview including the co-

Inventor should clarify some of the technical issues regarding distinguishing the claimed

invention overthe appliedart.

Patent Ownerrespectfully asserts that all of the features of independent claim 1 are not

disclosed by the combination of He ‘451 (US 6,088,451) and Zenchelsky (US 6,233,686). For

example, claim 1 recites “data directed toward the public network from one of the users’

computers are processed by the redirection server according to the individualizedrule set.”
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In contrast to claim 1, the credential server 204 in FIG. 10 of He ‘451 is part of a client-

server system that is substantially and patentably distinct from the redirection server of claim 1.

Further, Zenchelsky does not remedy the deficiencies of He ‘451.

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that the technical differences between the claimed

invention and the applied art are very advanced, and that that a personal interview

including the co-Inventor will, at a minimum, clarify the issues for appeal, and may
overcome someorall of the pendingrejections.
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4, CONCLUSION

Patent Ownerappreciates the courtesies of Primary Examiner Sam Rimell, and is willing

to consider any dates and times that are convenient for Primary Examiner Sam Rimell in the

interests of performing an interview before October 2, 2010 (which is the due date for

responding to the pending Office Action).

Should the Examiner have any questions or comments regarding this matter, the

undersigned may be contacted at the below-listed telephone number.

Respectfully submitted,
LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC

 
  

Abraham Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

 

Ed Garcia-Otero

Reg. No. 56,609

September 1, 2010
HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

TEL: (703) 370-4800
FAX: (703) 370-4809
E-MAIL: patent@hershkovitz.net

AH/EG
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the attached Personal Interview Request is being served by first
class mail on the third party requesterat the third party requestor’s address:

JERRY TURNER SEWELL
P.O. BOX 10999

NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92658-5015

    
A ) , September 1, 2010
Abraham Hershkovitz Date
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8335129

Application Number: 90009301

International Application Number:

Confirmation Number:

Title of Invention: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

First Named Inventor/Applicant Name: 6,779,118 B1

Customer Number: 40401

Abraham Hershkovitz

Filer Authorized By:

Attorney Docket Number: 62986/A522/WWM

Receipt Date: 01-SEP-2010

Filing Date: 17-DEC-2008

Time Stamp: 15:19:30

Application Type: Reexam (Patent Owner)

 
Paymentinformation:

Submitted with Payment

File Listing:
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Miscellaneous Incoming Letter R1341006Letter.pdf
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Reexam Certificate of Service R1341006Certf.pdf
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This AcknowledgementReceipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTOofthe 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.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111
If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary componentsfora 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 shownonthis
AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish thefiling date of the application.

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.S.C. 371
If a 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/903indicating acceptanceof 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
If a new internationalapplication is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for
an internationalfiling date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number
and of the International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105)will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning
nationalsecurity, and the date shownon this AcknowledgementReceiptwill establish the internationalfiling date of
the application.
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HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 DUKE STREET

ALEXANDRIA,VA 22314
703-370-4800

Inventor: IKUDOME,Koichiroet al. Docket No.: R1341006
Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609

(based on U.S.Patent No. 6,779,118) Art Unit: 3992
Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: RIMELL, Samuel

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Mail Stop: Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Transmitted herewith are a Personal Interview Request Under MPEP 2281 and a Certificate
of Service in the above proceeding.

The fee has been calculated as shownbelow: 

  
 

     
 

 
Claims After No. of Claims | Present

Amendment |Previously Paid Extra Small Entity Large Entity
| Rate |Fee Rate | Fee

Total Claims: L x 26=|$ X 52= |$
Indep. Claims: x 110=|$ X 220=|$

$

Total: | $ $
   
 

_~ Please charge the above fees to a credit card as authorized.

_X_ The USS. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge payment of the
following fees associated with this communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit
Account No. 50-2929:

_X_ Any additional filing fees required under 37 C.F.R.1.16.
_X_ Anypatent application processing fees under 37 C.F.R. 1.17, including any required
extension of time fees in any concurrentor future reply requiring a petition for extension
of time forits timely submission (37 CFR 1 .136)(a)(3).

 
  

September 1, 2010 Abraham Hershkovitz
Date Reg. No. 45,294

Ed Garcia-Otero

Reg. No. 56,609
R1341006.A06; AH/EG/ea
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Re: Ex Parte Reexarnination Proceeding No.: 90/009,301; Docket No: R1341006
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FAX RECEIVED AUG 10 2010
AUG 10 2019

CENTRAL REEXAMINATION UNIT .
HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC

2845 DUKE STREET
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

703-370-4800

Inre application of : Ikudome KOICHIRO Docket No.: R1341006
Proceeding No. > 90/009,301 Group Art Unit: 3992
Filed : December 17, 2008 Exatniner: Samuel G. RIMELL
For : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMALIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS |
P.O. Box 1450

_ Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Transmitted herewith is a Revocation of Powerof Attorney and Patent Assignment Abstract
of Title in the above-captionedapplication.
The fee has been calculated as shown below:

Claims After No. of Claims|Present
Amendment Previously Paid|Extra

Total Claims:

Indep. Claims:

Publication Fee

Advance Cop

  ra he  
——Please charge my Deposit Account No. 50-2929 in the amount of $ -
_.. A Checkin the amount of $__ to coverthe necessary fee is included.

X_Please charge the abovefees to a credit card as authorized by EFS-Web.
—& The U.S, Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge paymentofthe

following fees associated with this communication ofcreuit any overpayment to Deposit
Account No. 50-2929:

X_ Anyadditional issue fees required under 37 CFR.118.
-X_ Anypatent application processing fees under 37 CFR. 1,17, including any required

extension oftime fees in any concurrentor future reply requiring 4 petition for
extension oftime for ity timely submission (37 CER 1 ‘.136)(a)(3).

November 4, 2009 tA Mather
Date Abrahdm Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294
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— nee82° CENTRAL FAX CENTER
V4 AUG 10 2010

FAXRECEIVED _ Substitute Form PTO/S8/81 (01-09)
AUG 10 2010 oO

POWER OF ATTORNEY
OR

REVOCATION OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
WITH A NEW POWER OF ATTORNEY

AND

CHANGE OF CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS

T hereby revoke ailprevious powers of attorneygivenin thepatent(s) and/or
application(s) identified herein, ce eimai

[ ] A Powerof Attorney Is submitted herewith.R

CENTRAL REEXAMINATION UNIT

 

 

[X] J hereby appointthe practitioners associated with the Custorner Number!
000040401._for the patent(s)/application(s) identified herein.
Practitioner Under CustomerNo.:Abraham Hershkovitz, Reg, No, 45 294

[X] Please change the correspondence eddress for the patent(s)//application(s)
identified below to: are ak

[X] Customer Number:_@00040401_OR { ] Correspondence address below

 
CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS ;

  SN Oman. nee

 Name LHERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC o

Sountry | Email | lelephone Facsimile
patent@hershkovitz.net_|703-370-4800

tam the:

{ 1 Applicant/Inventor
[X] Asslonee of record of the entire interest in the patent(s)/application(s)
Identified herein. See 37 CFR §3.71.
[X] Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b):
The documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the
Assignee, as recorded In the Assignment records of the Office, is attached hereto,
for the patent(s)/applicatian(s) identified herein:

 
eG

Application Numba ling Bate Patent Number issue Date
90/009,301 |12/17/2008 nn ve a

[| 6,779,118 08/17/2004 
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cece aa \ ~ AUG 10FAKE ani ; om
\\ - 7 Substitute Form PTO/SB/81 (01-09) - Page 2

yi.

pean? eh iduaif: = SSIGNEE.Ogar Rey fie individual(s) whose signature(s) is/are supplied below |cent is authorized to act on behalf ofAssignee, in the patent(s)/appliestareshaantisya°ventor{s), or
Printed Name ofnate,
aint(acting KoichIro Ikudame
Title (if acting for
Agsignea)

ther “hrby||10/30,fog
Any adaitional patent(sYapnlicati orsddit 3submitted an the attecredFessants), vedetionsl signature(s) ofApplicant{s)Anventor(s), are
Total Additional Pages Attached::
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7 PAGE 62/068 11:56 7033784803 HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOC.

ee RECEIVED
io, 4 CENTRAL FAX CENTERoy WS

FAX RECEIVED ‘AUG 10 2010

AUG 10 2010 HeP %
CENTRAL REEXAMINATIoN UNIT | .

HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 DUKE STREET

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314
703-370-4800

Inre application of —_:- Ikudome KOICHIRO Docket No.: R1341006
Proceeding No. > 90/009,301 Group Art Unit: 3992
Filed : December 17, 2008 Examiner: Samuel G. RIMELL
For : USER SPECIFIC AUTUMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS .
P.O. Box 1450

_ Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Transmitted herewith is a Revocation of Power of Attorney and Patent Assignment Abstract
of Title in the above-captioned application.
The {ce has been calculated as shown below:

Claims After No. of Claims|Present
Amendment. Previously Paid|Extra

Tota! Claims: ||
Indep. Claims:

Publication Fee ‘

Advance Cop |

Please charge my Deposit Account No. 50-2929 in the amount of $ |.
— ACheckin the amount of $__ to cover the necessary fee is included.

X_Please charge the above fees to a credit card as authorized by EFS-Web.
~X. The U.S, Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge paymentofthe

following fees associated with this communication or credit arly overpaymentto Deposit
Account No. 50-2929: .

X_ Any additionalissue fees required under 37 CFR. WIR.
-X Any patentapplication processing fees under 37 C.FIR. 1.17, including any required

extension of time fees in any concurrent or future reply requiring a petition for
extension oftime for ity timely submission (37 CER 1!.136)(a)(3),

November 4, 2009 LA abhor
Date _ Abrahdm Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

    |  
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USPTO Assignments on the Web

ie *) United States Patent and Trademark Offic 
7 Home|Site Indax]earch] Guides |Contacts| eBusiness |eBiz alerts | News} Help |

Assignments on the Web > Patent Query

Patent Assignment Abstractof Title
NOTE:Results display onlyfor issued patents and published applications, For pending or abandoned
applications please consult USPTO staff,

Total Assignments:2

Patent #: 6779118 Issue Dt; 08/17/2004 Application #: 99295366
Inventors: KOICHIRO IKUDONE, MOON TAI YEUNG

Title: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEN
Assignment: 1

Real/Frame: 10062/0040 Recorded: 96/29/1999
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGHORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

Asslcnors: KUDOME, KOICHI

YEUNG,HOONTAL

Assignee:AURICW=BSYSTEMS

2452 EAST FOOTHILL BOLLEVARD, SUITE 300
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA $1107

Cortespondant: CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
WESLEY W, MONROE
P.O, BOX 7089

PASADENA, CA 92109-7068

Assignment: 2

" Reel/Frame: 021305,/0416 Recorded: 0702/2008
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORSINTEREST (S3E OOCLMENT FOR DETAILS),

Assignor:AJRIQSYSTENS,INC.“ |

Assignee:LINKSMARTWIRELESSTECHNOLOGY,LEC
3452E, FOOTHILL BLVD,

SUITE 320

PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91107

Cor-espondent: CLARK D.GROSS

12424 WILSHIRE EOULEVARD, S¥E, 1200
LOS ANGELES, CA 90025

Page | of 2

 

Fillng Dtz 04/21/1999

Pages: 3

Exec Dt: 06/15/1999

Exec Dt: 06/15/1999

Pages:12

Exac Dt: 66/25/2008

i

htp:fassignmensuspgovassignmens/q?db=puiqtepalezel=Airame=Srpat-67791Béipub=tasnr=deastindasnesas. 10/28/2009
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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

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450www.uspto.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ATTORNEYDOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO.

 
90/009,301 12/17/2008 6,779,118 Bl 62986/A522/WWM 6609

CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
PO BOX 7068

PASADENA, CA 91109-7068

DATE MAILED:08/02/2010

Please find below and/orattached an Office communication concerningthis application or proceeding.

PTO-90C (Rev.10/03) Panasonic-1009
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissionerfor Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450‘vesuspto.gov

 
DO NOTUSEIN PALM PRINTER

| MAILED
(THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCEADDRESS)

Jerry Tumer Sewell - AUG 022010
P.O. Box 10999 ; ,
Newport Beach, CA 92658-5015 CENTRAL REEXAMINATION UNIT

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

 REEXAMINATION CONTROLNO.90/009,301.

PATENTNO.6,779,118 B1 ET. 

ART UNIT 3992.

Enclosedis a copy of the latest communication from the United States Patent and Trademark
Office in the aboveidentified ex parte reexamination proceeding (37 CFR 1.550(f)).

Wherethis copyis supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535,or the time for fiiling a
reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or:considered (37 CFR 1.550(g)).

PTOL-465 (Rev.07-04)
_ Panasonic-1009
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Control No. Patent Under Reexamination

90/009,301 6,779,118 B1 ET

Examiner
Sam Rimell ,

-- The MAILING DATEofthis communication. appears on the cover sheet with the correspondenceaddress --

Office Action in Ex Parte Reexamination   

 
 
  

 
  
  

 
 

aX] Responsive to the communication(s) filed on 14 November 2009. bbd This action is made FINAL.
cL_] A statement under 37 CFR 1.530 has not been received from the patent owner.

 
 A shortenedstatutory period for responseto this action is set to expire 2 month(s) from the mailing date ofthis letter. .

Failure to respond within the period for responsewill result in termination of the proceeding and issuance of an ex parte reexamination
certificate in accordance with this action. 37 CFR 1.550(d). EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE GOVERNEDBY37 CFR 1.550(c).
If the period for response specified aboveis less thanthirty (30) days, a response within the statutory minimum ofthirty (30) days
will be considered timely.

Part! THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT(S) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION:

  
  

  
  
  
  
  

  
 

 

 

1. [ Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-892. 3. [X] Interview Summary, PTO-474.

2. [XX] Information Disclosure Statement, PTO/SB/08. 4 0 .  

Part Il

1a.

1

 SUMMARY OF ACTION

Claims 1-47 are subject to reexamination.

 

Claims__—_—_—s are not subject to reexamination.

Claims ___ have been canceledin the present reexamination proceeding.

Claims ____ are patentable and/or confirmed.

Claims 1-47 are rejected.

Claims__soarre objectedto.

The drawings,filed on are acceptable.
 

 
The proposed drawingcorrection, filed on has been (7a)L_] approved (7b)[_] disapproved.

Acknowledgmentis made of the priority claim under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d)or(f).
a)D All b)L] Some* c)LJ None of the certified copies have
1] beenreceived.

OOOOWOOO®R
2] not been received.

3L] beenfiled in Application No. .

4] beenfiled in reexamination Control No.
 

5L] beenreceived by the International Bureau in PCT application No.

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

9. [) Since the proceeding appearsto be in condition for issuance of an ex parte reexaminationcertificate exceptfor formal
matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D.
11, 453 O.G. 213.

10. [] Other:

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-466 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action in Ex Parte Reexamination Part ofRaper No. 20034956)anasonic- 1009
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Art Unit: 3992

EX PARTE REEXAMINATIONFINAL OFFICE ACTION

This is a reexamination of U.S. Patent 6,779,118. Claims 1-27 are pending were

previously pending. Claims 15, 18, 21, 26 and 27 have been amended. Claims 28-47 have been

added. Accordingly, claims 1-47 are pending and subject to reexamination.

Amendmentby Patent Owner

Patent owner submitted a response with amendments and remarks on November 14,

2009, and a supplemental response with amendments and remarks on May 24, 2010. Since the

supplemental response of May 24, 2010 does not comply with the requirements of 37 CFR

1.111(B)(2), this response has not been approved for entry. The response of November 14, 2009

has beenentered andis the response whichis treated in this action.

Information Submissions

Patent owner submitted information disclosure statements on November 16, 2009 and

May 13, 2010. Copies of the Forms PTO/SB08are attached to this action. Note MPEP 2256,

whichstates:

“Where patents, publications, and other such items of information are submitted by a

party (patent owner or requester) in compliance with the requirements of the rules, the requisite

degree ofconsideration to be given to such information will be normally limited by the degree to

which the party filing the information citation has explained the content and relevance of the
information The initials of the examiner placed adjacent to the citations on the form PTO /SB

/08A and O8B orits equivalent, without an indicationto the contrary in the record, do notsignify

Panasonic-1009
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_ Application/Control Number: 90/009,301 . Page 3
Art Unit: 3992

that the information has been considered by the examiner any further thanto the extent noted

above. ° ,

For those prior art references for which the examiner has placed initials next to the

citation, the consideration is made in accordance with the above policy. For those references
which are not initialed by the examiner, the form SBO8 is annotated with an explanation as to

whythe particular referenceis notinitialed.

Rejections under 35 USC 112

The following is a quotation ofthe second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall concludewith one or more claimsparticularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. ,

Newly added claims 28-31, 33-36. and 38-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second
paragraph,as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claimthe subject
matter which applicant regards as the invention.

Claims 28-31: The phrase “the individualrule set” lacks antecedent basis withrespect

to claim 1, from which they depend.

Claims 33-36: The phrase“the individualrule set” lacks antecedent basis with respect
to claim 8, from which they depend.

Claims 38-41: The phrase “the individual rule set” lacks antecedent basis with respect

to claim 15, from which they depend.

Claim 42: The phrase “the individualized rule set” lacks antecedent basis with respect to

claim 15, from whichit depends.

Claims 43-46: The phrase “the individual rule set” lacks antecedentbasis with respect

to claim 25 from which they depend.

Panasonic-1009
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Claim 47: The phrase “the individualizedrule set” lacks antecedent basis with respectto

claim 25 from which it depends.

Rejections under 35 USC 103

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all

obviousnessrejectionsset forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in
section 102 ofthistitle, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented andthe prior art are
‘such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was madeto a person
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the
manner in which the invention was made.

Claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41 and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over He et al (U.S. Patent 6,088,451) in view of Zenchelsky et al (U.S. Patent

6,233,686).

The reference to He et al wasfiled June 28, 1996, making the reference available as prior 

art under 35 USC 102(e). Note MPEP 2244 whichstates:

“The examiner can find “a substantial new question ofpatentability” based upon the
prior art patents or printed publications relied on in the request, a combination of the prior art

relied on in the request and other prior art found elsewhere, or based entirely on different

patents or printedpublications.”

The reference to He et al raises substantial new questions of patentability due to its

teachingsof dial up servers, authentications servers and databaseswith user ID entries associated

with rules, as provided in the detailed analysis below. The reference to He et al was not cited

during the prosecution history of U.S. Patent 6,779,1 18and is available for application in this
action.

Panasonic-1009
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The reference to Zenchelsky et _al was previously identified in the order of February 27,

2009 as being available as prior art and of raising substantial new questionsofpatentability.

Claim 1: A system (Heet al; FIG 10) comprising:

a database (Heet al; FIG 10, database 210) with entries correlating each of a plurality 

of user IDs with an individualized rule set (He et.al; col. 16, lines 54-57 teach “user ID”, col.

16, lines 61-67 teach “user credentials” corresponding to a rule set)

a dial-up network server (Heet al; FIG 10, dial up server 1002) that receives user IDs 

_ from users' computers (He etal; col. 17, lines 57-58, “The request message contains the user
 

identifier”)

a redirection server (Heetal: credential server 204) connected to the dial-up network 

server and a public network (Heet al; FIG 10, server 204 interconnects to dial up server 1002

via the public network 106), and

an authentication accounting server (Heet al: authentication server 202) connected to

 the database, the dial-up network server and the redirection server (Heet al; FIG 10, server
202 interconnects to dial up server 1002 via the public network 106 andredirection server 204
via public network 106);

wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of the

users' computers (Heet al; col. 31, lines 1-9) and 

a temporarily assigned network address for the first user ID to the authentication

accounting server (Zenchelsky et_al; col. 1, lines 30-35 establish well known nature of

assigning temporary IP addressto userat session login; col. 1, lines 60-64 establish well known

nature of having source and destination address encoded into communication packets as

Panasonic-1009.
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necessary to facilitate communication between source and destination. It would have been

obviousto oneofordinary skill in the art to modify He et al; so to provide 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 Zenchelskyetal);

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 (He et_al; col. 17, lines 61-66) to the redirection
 

server (credentials passed from database 210 to credential server 204; He etal; col. 17, lines 67

through col. 18, line 1 and col. 19, lines 2-7); and wherein data directed toward the public

network from the one of the users' computers (Heet al; col. 18, lines 24-30) are processed 

by the redirection server according to the individualized rule set (He et al; col. 19, lines 2-8, 

the user credentials are individualized ruleset).

Claim 2: The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server (He et al; credential

server 204) further provides control over a plurality of data to and from the users'
 computersas a function ofthe individualized rule set (He etal; col. 19, lines 2-11, credential

server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspondto an individualized rule set that controls

access. Also see Heetal at col. 16, lines 61-67 for detail of user credentials). 

Claim 3: The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server (He et al; credential
 

' server 204) further blocks the data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the

individualized rule set (He_et al; credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which

correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to network elements 104.

Panasonic-1009
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Conversely, network elements 104 which cannot be accessed in accordance with the user

credentials are inherently blocked from access. Also see He et al at col. 19, lines 24-31 which
 

describe the scenario where the user access ticket is actively voided, corresponding to a

blocking action). |

Claim 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 (He et al;

col. 19, lines 2-11, credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an

individualized rule set that controls access to network elements 104. Data exchange occurs

between accessed network elements 104).

Claim 5: The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server further redirects the

data to and from the users' computersas a function of the individualized rule set (He etal; 

col. 19, lines 2-11, credential server 204 retrieves user credentials whichcorrespond to an
individualized rule set that controls access to network elements 104. Data access to network

elements 104 corresponds to data moving to and from users’ computers).

Claim 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 (He et al; FIG 10, plural network elements 104 represent multiple potential destinations 

for interaction basedonparticular usercredentials).

Claim 7: The system of claim 1, wherein the database entries for a plurality of the
plurality of users' IDs are correlated with a commonindividualized rule set (He et al; col.

16, line 54 through line 68. Each database entry (record) includes a user ID accompanied by

user credentials. The user credentials are the individualized rules for a particular user).

Panasonic-1009
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Claim 8: Ina system (He et al; FIG 10) comprising a database (He et al; FIG 10, 

database 210) with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an individualized

“rule set (He et_al; col. 16, lines 54-57 teach “user. ID”, col. 16, lines 61-67 teach “user 

credentials” corresponding to a rule set); a dial up network server (He et al; FIG 10, dial up

server 1002) that receives user IDs from users' computers (He et al; col. 17, lines 57-58,
 

“The request message containsthe user identifier”); a redirection server (He et al; credential

server 204) connected to the dial-up network server and a public network (Heet al; FIG 10,

server 204 interconnects to dial up server 1002 via the public network 106), and an

authentication accounting server (He et_al; authentication server 202) connected to the 

database, the dial-up network server and the redirection server (He et al; FIG 10, server

"202 interconnects to dial up server 1002 via the public network 106 and redirection server 204

via public network 106); the method comprising the stepsof:

communicatingafirst user ID for one of the users' computers (Heet al; col. 31, lines

1-9) and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user ID from the dial-up

network server to the authentication accounting server (Zenchelskyet al; col. 1, lines 30-35

establish well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login; col. 1,

lines 60-64 establish well known nature of having source and destination address encoded into
communication packets as necessary to facilitate communication between source and

destination. It would have been obviousto one of ordinary skill in the art to modifyHeetal; so

to provide temporary IP addressto 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 Zenchelskyet al);
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communicating the individualized rule set that correlates with thefirst user ID and

thetemporarily assigned network address (Heet al; col. 17, lines 61-66) to the redirection 

 server from the authentication accounting server (He etal; col. 17, line 67 throughcol. 18,

line 1. The authentication accounting creates a ticket which gets passed by the user to the
credential server 204 allowingaccess to the user credentials that define rules); and

processing data directed toward the public network from the one of the users'
computers according to the individualized rule set (He et al; col. 19, lines 2-8, the user 

credentials are individualized ruleset).

Claim 9: The method of claim 8, further including the step of controlling a plurality
ofdata to and from the users' computers as a function of the individualized rule set (Heet

al; col. 19, lines 2-11, credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an

individualized rule set that controls access. Also see He et al at col 16, lines 61-67 for detail of 

usercredentials).

Claim 10: The methodof claim 8, further including the step of blocking the datato.

and from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set (He _et_al;

“credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an individualized rule set

that controls access to network elements 104. Conversely, network elements 104 which cannot

be accessed in accordance with the user credentials are inherently blocked from access. Also see

Heet_al at col. 19, lines 24-31 which describe the scenario where the user accessticket is

actively voided, correspondingto a blocking action).

Claim 11: The methodof claim 8, further including the step of allowing the data to

and from the users' computers as a function of the individualized rule set. (He et al: col. 
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19, lines 2-11, credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an

| individualized rule set that controls access to network elements 104. Data exchange occurs

between accessed network elements 104).

Claim 12: The methodofclaim 8, further includingthe step of redirecting the data

to and from the users' computers as a function of the individualized rule set (He et al; col. 

19, lines 2-11, credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an

individualized rule set that controls access to network elements 104. Data access to network

elements 104 corresponds to data moving to and from users’ computers).

Claim 13: The method ofclaim 8, further including the step of redirecting the data

from the users' computers to multiple destinations a function of the individualized rule set

(He et al: FIG 10, plural network elements 104 represent multiple potential destinations for

interaction based onparticular user credentials). |
Claim 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 (He et al; col. 16, line 54 through line 68.

Each database entry (record) includes a user ID accompanied by usercredentials. The user

credentials are the individualized rules for a particular user).

 Claim 15: A system (Heet al; FIG 10) comprising: a redirection server (He et al; FIG
10, credential server 204) programmed with a user's rule set (He et al; col. 19, line 3,

credential server retrieves user credentials, which correspond to a rule set. When the credential

server 204 retrieves the user credentials, it is programmed with that particular rule set.

Alternatively, providing access by the credential server to the database containing the rule set
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can constitute being programmed with the rule set) correlated to a temporarily assigned

network address (Zenchelskyet al; col. 1, lines 30-35 establish well known nature of assigning

temporary IP addressto user at sessionlogin; col. 1, lines 60-64 establish well known nature of

having source and destination address encoded into communication packets as necessary to
facilitate communication between source and destination. It would have been obvious to one of

ordinary skill in the art to modify Heet al; so to provide temporary IP address to a user node

and additionally encode data communication packets with source and destination address as

necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched packet network as taught by

Zenchelsky et al);

wherein the rule set containsat least one of a plurality of functions used to control

data passing between the user and a public network (He _et_al; col. 16, lines 61-67,

credentials define plural functions. Also, note the additional functions at col. 17, lines 6-27

attributed to the overall server system 208);

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at

least a portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assignednetwork address (He
etal; col. 17, lines 19-21, database tool associated with server system 208 can create or delete

user accounts) and wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated

modification of at least a portion of the rule set (He et al; col 17, lines 19-21, any of the user

account information can be modified) as a function of some combination of time, data

transmitted to or from the user, or location the user attempts to access (He et al; col 17,

line 13 attributes a “lifetime” to the authentication. Since any portion of the user account can be

modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be modified as well. Alternatively, since the’
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modification can be madeat 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). | |

Claim 16: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow modification ofat least a portion of the rule set as a function of time (He et al; col 17, 

line 13 attributes a “lifetime” to the authentication. Since any portion of the user account can be

modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be modified).

Claim 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 (This feature is optionally recited in claim 15, and can be interpreted as an

optional recitation in a claim dependent on claim 15. Such optional recitations do not carry

patentable weight (MPEP 2106, Section C). Nonetheless, He et al at col 17, lines 19-21 define 

data input being supplied by a system administrator which can modify the rule set, for example,

by deleting it. The system administrator is one of the system users). .

Claim 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 attempts to access (This feature is optionally recited in claim 15, and can be

interpreted as an optionalrecitation in a claim dependent on claim 15. Such optionalrecitations

do not carry patentable weight (MPEP 2106, Section C). Nonetheless, He et al at col 17, lines
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19-21 define data input being supplied by a system administrator which can: modify the ruleset,
for example, by deleting it. The location of the administrator is the location at which

modification is permitted).

Claim 19: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow the removalor reinstatementofat least a portion of the rule set as a function of time

(He et al; col 17, lines 19-21, the administrator is allowed to create or delete (i.e. remove or 

reinstate) any portion of the user account. Any actions of administrator inherently occur over

some given period time).

Claim 20: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow the removal or reinstatementof at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the .

data transmitted to or from the user. (This feature is optionally recited in claim 15, and can

be interpreted as an optional recitation in a claim dependent on claim 15. Such optional.

 recitations do not carry patentable weight (MPEP 2106, Section C). Nonetheless, He et al at col
17, lines 19-21 define data input being supplied by a system administrator which can create or

delete (i.e. remove or reinstate) any portion ofthe user account. The system administrator is one

of the system users),

Claim 21: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

allow the removalor reinstatementof at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the

location or locations the user attempts to access (This feature is optionally recited in claim

15, and can be interpreted as an optional recitation in a claim dependent on claim 15. Such

optionalrecitations do not carry patentable weight (MPEP 2106, Section C). Nonetheless,Heet

al at col 17, lines 19-21 define data input being supplied by a system administrator which can
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create or delete (i.e. removeor reinstate) any portion of the user account. The location of the

administrator is the location at which modification is permitted).

Claim 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. (Heet al: col 17, lines 19-21, the administrator is allowedto create or delete

(i.e. remove or reinstate) any portion of the user account. Any actions of administrator

inherently occur over somegiven period time. He et al at col 17, lines 19-21 define data input
 

being supplied by a system administrator which can create or delete (i.e. remove orreinstate)

any portion of the user account. Heet al at col 17, lines 19-21 define data input being supplied 

by a system administrator which can create or delete (i.e. removeor reinstate) any portion of the

‘user account. The location of the administrator is the location at which modification is

permitted).

Claim 23: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server (He _et_al: 

credential server 204) has a user side (Heet al; FIG 10, any one ofor both of the dial up server

 1002 anddial up access network 1004) that is connected to a computer (Heet al; FIG 10, user

element 102) using the temporarily assigned network address (Zenchelskyet al; col. 1, lines

29-35) and a networkside (Heetal; FIG 10, any one ofor both ofthe interconnection network

 106 and network elements 104) connected to a computer network (Heet al; interconnection

network 106) and wherein the computer (He et al; FIG 10, user element 102) using the

temporarily assigned network address (Zenchelsky et al; col. 1, lines 29-35) is connected to
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the computer network through the redirection server (He et al; FIG 10, computer 102 is

connected to the interconnection network 106 via the credential server 204).

Claim 24: The system of claim 23 wherein instructions to the redirection server to

modify the rule set are received by one or moreof the user side of the redirection server

 and the networkside of the redirection server (He_et al; col 17, lines 19-21 refer to a

network administrator modifying any portion of a user account. He et al at FIG 10 illustrates

that users presenting input to the network (a network administrator is also a user). 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).
Claim 25: In a system (Heet al; FIG 10) comprising a redirection server (Heetal;  

FIG 10, credential server 204) containing auser's rule set (Heet al; col. 19, line 3, credential

serverretrieves user credentials, which correspond to a rule set. When the credential server 204

retrieves the user credentials, it containsthat 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) correlated to a temporarily assigned

network address (Zenchelsky etal; col. 1, lines 30-35 establish well known nature of assigning

temporary IP addressto user at session login; col. 1, lines 60-64 establish well known nature of

having source and destination address encoded into communication packets as necessary to

facilitate communication between source and destination. It would have been obvious to one of

ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al; so to provide temporary IP address to a user node 

_ and additionally encode data communication packets with source and destination address as

necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched packet network as taught by
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Zenchelskyet al); 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 (Heet al; col. 16, lines

61-67, credentials define plural functions. Also, note the additional functions atcol. 17, lines 6-

27 attributed to the overall server system 208); 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 addressin the redirection server (Heetal;

col. 17, lines 19-21); and wherein the redirection server has a user side (He et al; FIG 10, 

any one of or both of the dial up server 1002 and dial up access network 1004) that is

 connected to a computer (Heet al; FIG 10, user element 102) using the temporarily assigned

network address (Zenchelsky et al; col. 1, lines 29-35) and a network address and a

network side (He et_al: FIG 10, any one of or both of the interconnection network 106 and

 network elements 104) connected to a computer network (He et al; interconnection network
106. Note that a computer address is not a physical object, and thus is not physically connected

to anything) and wherein the computerusing the temporarily assigned network address is
connected to the computer network through the redirection server (He _et_al; FIG 10,

computer 102 is connected to the interconnection network 106 via the credential server 204)
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 moreof the user
side of the redirection server and the network side of the redirection server (He et al; col 

17, lines 19-21 refer to a network administrator modifying any portion of a user account. He et

alat FIG 10 illustrates that users presenting input to the network (a network administrator is

also a user). Accordingly, instructions transmitted from a network administrator originate at
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terminal 102 and proceed throughthe user side elements 1002, 1004 as well as the network side

element 106).

Claim 26: The methodofclaim 25, further including the step of modifying at least.a

portion of the user's rule set (He et al; col 17, lines 19-21, the administrator is allowed to 

create or delete any portion of the user account) as a function of one or more of: time (any

actions of administrator inherently occur over some given period time),.data transmitted to or

from the user (He et al at col 17, lines 19-21 define data input being supplied by a system

administrator which can create or delete any portion of the user account), and location or

locations the user attempts to access (the location of theadministrator is the locationat which

modification is permitted).

Claim 27: The method of claim 25, further including the step of removing or
reinstating at least a portion of the user's rule set (He et al; col 17, lines 19-21, the 

administrator is allowed to create or delete (i.e. remove or reinstate) any portion of the user

account) as a function of one or more of: time (any actions of administrator inherently occur

over somegiven period time), the data transmitted to or from the user (He et alat col 17,

lines 19-21 define data input being supplied by a system administrator which can create or

delete (ie. remove orreinstate) any portion of the user account), and a location or locations |

the user attempts to access (the location of the administrator is the location at which

modification is permitted).

Claim_28: The system of claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service (A “rule” does not change

the structure of a physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the system
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unless the rule is executed. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor new functionality (it is

not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight (In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336,

USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 29: The system of claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes an initial

‘temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is

configured to utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter

- utilize the standard rule set (Each “user credential” of He et_al corresponds to arule. Since 

multiple user credentials exist in the system of He et al, invoking a first user’s credentials and 

subsequently invoking a second user’s credentials correspondsto utilizing a temporary rule set

and then utilizing a standardruleset).

~ Claim 30: The system of claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes at least
one rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address (A “rule” does

not change thestructure of a physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the

system unless the rule is executed. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor new

functionality (it is not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight (Jn re

Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 31: The system ofclaim 1, wherein the individualruleset includesatleast one
rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an

attempted destination address (A “rule” does not change the structure of a physical system,

and also does not change the functionality of the system unless the rule is executed. Since this

rule imparts neither structure nor new functionality (it is not executed or invoked) it imparts no

additional patentable weight (In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).
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Claim_33: The method of claim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service (A “rule” does not change

the structure of a physical system, and additionally does not affect method steps performed

unless the rule is invoked. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor any additional method

steps (it is not executed or invoked)it imparts no additional patentable weight (In re Ngai 367

F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 34: The methodof claim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is

configuredto utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter

utilize the standard rule set (Each “user credential” of He et_al corresponds to a rule. Since

 multiple user credentials exist in the system of Heet al, invoking a first user’s credentials and

subsequently invoking a second user’s credentials correspondsto utilizing a temporary rule set

and then utilizing a standard rule set).

Claim 35: The method of claim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes ‘at least

one rule allowing access based ona request type and a destination address (A “rule” does

not change thestructure of a physical system, and additionally does not affect method steps

performedunlessthe rule is invoked. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor any additional

methodsteps (it is not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight (dn re

Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 36: The method of claim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an

attempted destination address (A “rule” does not change the structure of a physical system,
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and additionally does not affect method steps performed unless the rule is invoked. Since this

rule imparts neither structure nor any additional methodsteps (it is not executed or invoked) it

imparts no additional patentable weight (Un re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir.

2004)).

Claim 38: The system of claim 15, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service (A “rule” does not change

the structure of a physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the system
unless the rule is executed. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor new functionality(it is

not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight Un re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336,

USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 39: The system of claim 15, wherein the individual rule set includes aninitial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is

configured to utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter

utilize the standard rule set (Each “user credential” of He et al correspondsto a rule. Since 

multiple user credentials exist in the system of Heet al, invoking a first user’s credentials and 

subsequently invoking a second user’s credentials corresponds to utilizing a temporary rule set

and then utilizing a standardrule set).

Claim 40: The system of claim 15, wherein theindividual rule set includes at least

one rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address (A “rule” does

not changethe structure of a physical system, and also does not change the functionality of the _

system unless the rule is executed. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor new
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functionality (it is not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight (Jn re

Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 41: The system of claim 15, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an

attempted destination address (A “rule” does not change the structure of a physical system,

and also does not change the functionality of the system unlessthe rule is executed. Sincethis

tule imparts neither structure nor new functionality (it is not executed or invoked)it imparts no
additional patentable weight Un re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 43: The method of claim 25, wherein the individualrule set includes at least

one ruleas a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service. (A “rule” does not change

the structure of a physical system, and additionally does not affect method steps performed

unless the rule is invoked. Since this rule imparts neither structure nor any additional method
steps (it is not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight (In re Ngai 367

F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)). |

Claim 44: The method of claim 25, wherein the individualruleset includesan initial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is

configured to utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafter

utilize the standard rule set (Each “user credential” of He et al correspondsto a rule. Since

 multiple user credentials exist in the system ofHe etal, invoking a first user’s credentials and

subsequently invoking a second user’s credentials correspondsto utilizing a temporary ruleset

and then utilizing a standardrule set).
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Claim 45: The method of claim 25, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address. (A “rule” does

not change the structure of a physical system, and additionally does not affect method steps
performed unless the rule is invoked. Sincethis rule imparts neitherstructure norany additional

method steps (it is not executed or invoked) it imparts no additional patentable weight (Jn re

Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004)).

Claim 46: The method of claim 25, wherein the individualrule set includes at least

one rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an

attempted destination address. (A “rule” does not change the structure of a physical system,

and additionally does not affect method steps performed unless the rule is invoked. Since this

rule imparts neither structure nor any additional method steps(it is not executed or invoked)it

imparts no additional patentable weight (In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336, USPQ2d 1862 (Fed. Cir.

2004)).

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all
obviousnessrejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent maynot be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in
section 102 ofthistitle, if the differences betweenthe subject matter sought to be patented andthe prior art are
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obviousat the time the invention was madeto a person
havingordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the
mannerin which the invention was made.

Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over

Heet al (U.S. Patent 6,088,451) in view of Zenchelsky et al (U.S. Patent 6,233,686) and further

in view of admitted prior art (US patent 6,779,118, “Background of the Invention”atcol. 1, lines

53-57).
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See MPEP 2258 (F)(1): “However, an admission by patent ownerof recordin thefile or

in a court record maybeutilized in combination with a patent or printed publication”.

Also see 37 CFR 1.104(c)(3):“In rejecting claims the examiner may rely upon admissions

by the applicant, or the patent ownerin a reexamination proceeding, as to any matter affecting

patentability and, insofar as rejections in applications are concerned, mayalso rely upon facts

~ within his or her knowledge pursuant to paragraph (d)(2) of this section.”

Claim 32: The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server is configured to

redirect data from the users' computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP

(Internet protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the

individualized rule set (admitted prior art at col. 1, lines 46-47 refers to a browser being

redirected to a different web page than the page that was originally requested. Redirection

inherently requires replacing a first destination address with a new destination addressin order to

initiate the redirection to a newsite. It would have been obvious to modifyHeetal(U.S. Patent

6,088,451) in view of Zenchelsky et_al (U.S. Patent 6,233,686) to include a mechanism for

destination address redirection as taught by the admitted prior art so as to permit, for example,

directing users to migrated websites or directing users away from closed websites).

Claim 37: The method of claim 8, wherein the redirection server is configured to

redirect data from the users' computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP

(internet protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the

individualized rule set (admitted prior art at col. 1, lines 46-47 refers to a browser being

redirected to a different web page than the page that was originally requested. Redirection

inherently requires replacinga first destination address with a new destination addressin orderto
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 initiate the redirection to a new site. It would have been obvious to modify He et al (U.S. Patent

6,088,451) in view of Zenchelsky etal (U.S. Patent 6,233,686) to include a mechanism for

destination address redirection as taught by the admitted prior art so as to permit, for example,

directing users to migrated websites or directing users away from closed websites).

Claim 42: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to

redirect data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP

(Internet protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the

individualized rule set (admitted prior art at col. 1, lines 46-47 refers to a browser being

redirected to a different web page than the page that ‘was originally requested. Redirection
inherently requires replacing a first destination address with a new destination address in order to

initiate the redirection to a new site. It would have been obvious to modifyHeetal(U.S. Patent

6,088,451) in view of Zenchelsky et_al (U.S. Patent 6,233,686) to include a mechanism for

destination address redirection as taught by the admitted prior art so as to permit, for example,

directing users to migrated websites or directing users away from closed websites).

Claim 47: The method of claim 25, wherein the redirection serveris configured to
redirect data from the users' computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP

(Internet protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the
individualized rule (admitted priorart at col. 1, lines 46-47 refers to a browser being redirected

to a different web page than the page that was originally requested. Redirection inherently

requires replacing a first destination address with a new destination address.in order to initiate

the redirection to a newsite. It would have been obvious to modify He et al (U.S. Patent

6,088,451) in view of Zenchelsky et al (U.S. Patent 6,233,686) to include a mechanism for
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destination address redirection as taught by the admitted prior art so as to permit, for example,

directing users to migrated websites or directing users away from closed websites).

Response to Remarks of November 14, 2009

(1) Patent ownerat page 9, third paragraphstates:

“Thus, |patent owner interprets the Office Action as determining that all ofproposed
rejections from the Request for Reexamination are improper, and determining that patented
claims 1-27 are patentable over all the proposed rejections from the request for

reexamination”.

Theseassertionsare not correct for several different reasons:

(a) 37 CFR 1.2 states:

“All business with the Patent and Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The

personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and Trademark
Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively

on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise,

stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt” (emphasis

added)”.

The position of the USPTOis that whichis set forth in the written record. Accordingly, if

no specific statement is made in the written record that certain proposed issues are improper,

than no presumption should be madethat such issues have been specifically ruled as improper.

(b) 37 CFR 1.104 (c)(2) states:

“In rejecting the claims for want of novelty or for obviousness, the examiner mustcite the

best references at his or her command”.
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Both the non-final office action of September 19, 2009 and the present office action are

based on the requirements for citing and applying the best references or combination of
references which are available. Examiner maintains that those prior art references which are

currently relied upon in this action represent the “the best references at his or her command”

and that both the previous action and the present action have been drafted in compliance with
this requirement.

(c) The requirement for ruling upon every proposed rejection in the first office action

after the order for reexamination only exists in Inter Partes reexamination, not in Ex Parte

reexamination (See MPEP 2660,Section III for Inter Partes actions as compared to MPEP 2262
for Ex Parte actions). Office Actions in Ex Parte reexamination are drafted in accordance with

the requirements of 37 CFR 1.104 and additionally considering the requirements for “special

dispatch”as set forth in 35 USC 305.

(2) Patent ownerat page 11, last two paragraphsstate:

“He '451, at column 16, lines 52-67, states that a "record" may include the list of "user

credentials" reflecting "the most recent changes to the privilege set for the user." However, He

'451 merely sends the response message backto the user.

Thus, He '451 does not teach or suggest that 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," as

required by claim 1.”
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Patent owneris asserting that in claim 1, the authentication accounting server directly

passes the individualized rule set to the redirection server. However, claim 1 does not explicitly

indicate which structure (the server or the database) is passing the rule set to the redirection

server, nor is there an indication in claim 1 that the rule set is passed directly from authentication

server to redirection server. Claim 1 appears to allow the rule set to reach the redirection server

from either the authentication server or from the database.

In Heet al, the authentication server 202 accesses the database 210 to prepare a "general

 | ticket" (He et al at col 17, line 67). Theticket is then passed to the user whopresents theticket to
the credential server (correspondingto the claimed redirection server) to access the credentials

(Heet_al at col 19, lines 2-7). Accordingly, both claimed features of having the authentication

server access a database and the redirection server receive the credentials from a database are

met by Heetal.

(3) Patent ownerat page 13, third paragraphstates:

“As discussed in the He '451 specification at column 26, line 33 to column 27, line 12,

FIG. 5 illustrates an exemplary state diagram of an operational flow. There is no disclosure of

redirecting data from a user. Rather, FIG. 5 appears to merely block data from a user when the

"No Match"state is reached, and also when the "Terminate" state is reached. Further, FIG. 5

also appears to merely allow data (without redirection) when the "Authorization OK"state is

reached.”

Patent ownerhereis asserting that the function of “redirection” does not correspond to

the action of blocking or allowing access to data. However, this assertion contradicts the
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language of claims 3-4, where the redirection server has only one assigned function, that being

blocking access to data or alternatively allowing access to data. US Patent 6,779,118 itself

admits (at col. 4, lines 63-64) that a function ofthe redirection server is that of “blocking or

allowing packets as a function of the rule sets”. Accordingly, the above quoted argument
contradicts the recited functions attributed to the redirection server. The “redirection function”

as described in eachofthe claims correspondsto the functions performed by Heetal's credential 

server 204.

(4) Patent ownerat page 14, second paragraphstates:

“He '451 does not teach or suggest “the.redirection serverfurther redirects datafrom the

user’s computers to multiple destinations.

In He et_al at FIG 10, plural network elements 104 represent multiple potential

destinations of interaction based on user credentials. The “redirection” may correspond to the |

action of selectively allowing access or blocking data packets, as admitted in claims 3-4 and at

US Patent 6,779,118 at col. 4, lines 63-64.

(5) Patent owner presents arguments at pages 15-17 pertaining to claims 8, 12 and 13

which essentially repeat the same arguments discussed in sections 1-4 above. Examiner’s

position with respect to these argumentsare those set forth in the previous sections (1)-(4) above.

(6) Patent ownerat page 18, third paragraphstates:
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“First He ‘451 merely discloses a security system administrator (a person) and does not

teach or suggest an automated modification of at least a portion ofa rule set", as required by

claim 1.”

Claim 1 contains no such language, although it is understood that patent owner is

referring to claim 15, which doesrecite this language. Asstated in both the previousoffice action

and the -present office action, the automated modification is performed by a “data base tool”

described by Heet alat col. 17, lines 19-21. The databasetool is not a human operator, and the 

text of He et al at col. 17, lines 19-21 clearly distinguishes the database tool from the human

security administrator.

(7) Patent ownerat page 18, fourth paragraph states:

“Second, He ‘451 merely discloses a “maximum lifetime of each authentication”, But

does not teach or suggest “modification”ofat least a portion ofa rule set as afunction of “time,

data transmitted to or from the user, or a location that the user attempts to access", as required

by claim 1.”

Again, claim 1 contains no such language, although it is understood that patent owner is

referring to claim 15, which doesrecite this language. This argumentis not correct. Heet al at

col 17, line 13 attributes a “lifetime” to the authentication. Since any portion of the user account

can be modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be modified as well. Alternatively, since the

modification can be madeit any time, the modification can occur “as a function oftime”. The

“data transmitted” and “location” are optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable

weight in the current claim (MPEP 2106, Section C: “Language that suggests or makes
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optional but does not require steps to be performed or does not limit a claim to a particular

structure does not limit the scope ofa claim or claim limitation”).

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 oneof the elementsrecited.

(8) Patent owner at pages 19-20 presents arguments which pertain to claims 16 and 18.

These arguments are only generic assertions of patentability, and do not address the specific

rationales for rejection raised for these claims.

(9) Patent ownerat page 20, third to last paragraph states:

“Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest “modifying at least a portion ofthe user’s rule

set while the user’s rule set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address in

the redirection server”.

This assertion is not correct. The modification of the rule set is taught byHeetalat col.

17, lines 19-21. The implementation of the temporary address is taught by Zenchelskyet al. Col.

1, lines 30-35 of Zenchelsky establish well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to

user at session login; col. 1, lines 60-64 establish well known nature of having source and

destination address encoded ‘into communication packets as necessary to facilitate
communication between source and destination. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary

skill in the art to modify He et_al; so to provide temporary IP address to a user node and

additionally encode data communication packets ‘with source and destination address as
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necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched packet network as taught by

Zenchelsky et al. |

(10) Patent owner’s remaining remarks at pages 21-22 are generic assertions of

patentability in relation to newly added claims 28-47. The specific rationales for rejection under

35 USC 112, second paragraph and 35 USC 103 are detailed in the above action.

Final Office Action

THIS ACTION IS MADEFINAL.

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire TWO from the

mailing date of this action.

Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) do not apply in reexamination

proceedings. The provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 apply only to "an applicant" andnotto parties in a

reexamination proceeding. Further, in 35 U.S.C. 305 and in 37 CFR 1.550(a),it is required that
reexamination proceedings "will be conductedwith special dispatch within the Office."

Extensions of time in reexamination proceedings are provided for in 37 CFR

1.550(c). A request for extension of time mustbe filed on or before the day on which a response

to this action is due, andit must be accompanied by the petition fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(g).

The merefiling of a request will not effect any extension of time. An extension oftime will be

granted only for sufficient cause, and for a reasonable time specified.

Thefiling ofa timely first response to this final rejection will be construed as including a

request to extend the shortened statutory period for an additional month, which will be granted

even if previous extensions have been granted. In no event however,will the statutory period for
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response expire later than SIX MONTHSfrom the mailing date of the final action. See MPEP §

2265. |

Note Regarding After Final Practice

Patent owner is reminded of the limitations on after final practice, set forth in MPEP

2272 as follows: |

“It is intended that prosecution before the examiner in a reexamination proceedingwill be

concluded with the final action. Onceafinal rejection that is not premature has been entered in a

reexamination proceeding, the patent owner no longer has any right to unrestricted further

prosecution. Consideration of amendments submitted after final rejection and prior to, or with,
the appeal will be governed bythe strict standards of 37 CFR 1.116. Further, consideration of

- amendments submitted after appeal will be governed by the strict standards of 37 CFR 41.33.

Both the examiner and the patent owner should recognize that substantial patent rights will be at

issue with no opportunity for the patent ownerto refile under 37 CFR 1.53(b), or 1.53(d), and —
with no opportunity to file a request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114.

Accordingly, both the examiner and the patent owner should identify and develop all issues prior

to the final Office action, including the presentation of evidence under 37 CFR 1.131 and 1.132.” »
Litigation Activity Reminder

The patent owner is reminded of the continuing responsibility under 37 CFR 1.565(a) to

apprise the Office of any litigation activity, or other prior or concurrent proceeding, involving.
Patent No. 6,779,118 throughout the course of this reexamination proceeding. The third party

requester is also reminded ofthe ability to similarly apprise the Office of any such activity or
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proceeding throughout the course of this reexamination proceeding. See MPEP §§ 2207, 2282

and 2286.

Correspondence

All correspondencerelating to this ex parte reexamination proceeding should be directed:

By Mail to: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam

Central Reexamination Unit

Commissionerfor Patents
‘United States Patent & Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450-

By FAX to: (571) 273-9900

Central Reexamination Unit

By hand: Customer Service Window
Randolph Building

401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Registered users of EFS-Web mayalternatively submit such correspondence via the electronic
filing system EFS-Web, at https://sportal.uspto.gov/authenticate/authenticateuserlocalepf.html.

EFS-Weboffers the benefit of quick submissionto 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 Unitat telephone number (571) 272-7705.
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-/Sam Rimell/

Primary Patent Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 3992

(571) 272-4084

JESSICA HARRISON
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER

Conferees:

/William H. Wood/

Examiner, Art Unit 3992
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Global Information Society, Sep. 20, 1995

Make users go thru login, Available at __
http: icrosoft.public.inetserver,iis.activ empages.html(visited October 5, 2005 but
inchiding items dated January 19, 1998), 2 pp.
MOCKAPETRIS,P.; Domain Names - Concepts and Facilities; November 1987; 49 pages;
Network. Working Group, Request for Comments 1034.

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

PLUMMER, DAVIDC.; An Ethernet Address Resolution Protocol or Converting Network Protocol
Addresses to 48.bit Ethernet Addressfor Transmission on Ethernet Hardware; November 1982; 8
pages; Network Working Group, Request for Comments 826.
Pogerct al., “Secure Public Internet Access Handicr (SPINACH),” Proceedings of the USEN
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POSTEL,J.; Multi-Lan Address Resolution; October 1984; 14 pages; Network Working Group,
Request for Comments 925. .
RIGNEY,C., Radius Accounting, Network Working Group, Request for Comments: 2139, April
1997, 25 pp.
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FORM PL0/SB/08A/B (10-01AOeeProhaen ) Attorney Docket Number R1341006

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE pplication Number 90/009,50
; Filing Date December 17, 2008

STATEMENTBY APPLICANT
Applicant(s) Ikudome,Koichiro etal.

(use as many sheets as necessary)__|Group Art Unit
Examiner Name RIMELL,SamuelG.

OTHER DOCUMENTS

EXAMINER Cite Include name ofthe author (in CAPITAL LEITERS), title ofthearticle,title ofthe item (book, magazinc, journal, serial, symposium,
INITIALS No.' catalog,etc.}, date, page(s), volume-issue number(s), publisher, city and/or country whcre published.

gl Welsh, "Implementing Loadable Kernal Modules for Linux," Dr. Dobb's Software Tools for theQ . dd 6

WESSELS,D.; Squid Proxy Server ConfigurationFile 1,932.2,
pages; available at <http://www.squid-cache.org/mail-archieve/squid-users/199703/att-
0250/squid.conf>; (visited 02-01-2005). 
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Patent Documents at www.pto.gov or MPEP 901.4. "Enter Office that issued the document, by the two-letter code (WIPOstandard ST.3). “For Japanese patent
documents, ihe indication ofthe year of thereign ofthe Emperor musi precede the serial number ofthe patent document. *Kind of documentby the appropriate symbols
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   Dial-up Networking and Mobile Computing: The Basics, Microsoft
TechNet, available at  http://technet.microsoft.com/en-

us/library/cc751107(printer).aspx on| Janua zi,., 2010 op, 1-26

aHowtto Determine the Version of Windows 95/98/Mein Use May12, 2007,
Microsoft, available at http://support.microsoft.com/kb/158238 on January
 
  21 2010 4 pages Jser—Specific—Automatic—ek Redirection—System:iE 3 nnevatic Report; “Auri¢ Veh system Dater—unknows !pages-fineludingA; addi

C12 Sette et al., A ‘Guided Tour of Relational Databases and Beyond,
Springer, 1999, pp 1-12

wa C1S_|MALKIN, Comprehensive Networking Glossary and Acronym Guide 47," 1995

|ah(8|BAHN(ed.), Microsoft Computer Dictionary, Microsoft Press, 4" ed. 1999,p. 136

oor Microsoft Windows NT Server Resource Kit, Version 4.0, SupplemenOne, Microsoft Press, 1997, pp. 88-89

C18|Microsoft Windows NT Workstation Resource Kit: Comprehensive
Resource Guide and Utilities for Windows NT Workstation Version 4.0,
Microsoft Press, 1996, pp. 1023-1025

Sg || NEWTON, Newton’s Telecom Dictionary, Telecom Books and FlatironC19|NEWTO! x, 10" ed., JanuaSm SIMPSONET ALU(eds.), Oxford English Dictionary, Clarendon Press, 2d.

C21

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

  
 

 

  

 

  
 

 

  ed. 1998, v.3, pp. 514-515

SIMPSON ETAL(eds.), Oxford English Dictionary, Clarendon Press, 2d.
ed, 1998, v.7, p. 881
 

  

 INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION,
Telecommunication Standard ITU-T Standard: Data Communication

Over The Telephone Network, v.8, ITU, September 1994, PP. 1-10
WindowsHistory: Windows Desktop Timeline, June 30, 2003, available at
http://www.microsoft.co m/windows/WinHistoryProGraphic.mspx on

|
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Litigation Search Report CRU 3999

Reexam Control No. 90/009,301

TO: Sam Rimell From: Patricia Volpe
Location: CRU ‘Location: CRU 3999
Art Unit: 3992 MDW 7C69

Date: 07/14/10 Phone: (571) 272-6825

Patricia.volpe@uspto.gov

Search Notes

Litigation Search for U.S. Patent Number: .6,779,118

Status (OPEN) 2:09cv26 Linksmart Wireless Technology LIc v. Six Continents Hotels Inc et A

Status (OPEN)2:08cv385 Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc v. Sbc Internet Services, Inc

Status (OPEN)2:08cv304 Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc v Cisco Systems, Inc et A

| Status (OPEN) 2:08cv264 Linksmart Wireless Technology Lic v T-Mobile USA, Inc.et al

1) I performed a KeyCite Search in Westlaw, whichretrievesall history on the patent including any
litigation.

2) I performed a search on the patent in Lexis CourtLink for any open dockets or closed cases.

3) I performed a search in Lexis in the Federal Courts and Administrative Materials databases for any cases
found.

_o

4) I performed a search in Lexis in the IP Journal and Periodicals database for any articles on the patent.

5) I performed a search in Lexis in the news databases for anyarticles about the patent or any articles about
litigation on this patent.
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Westlaw,

Date of Printing: Jul 14, 2010

KEYCITE

H US PAT 6779118 USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM, Assignee: Auriq
Systems, Inc. (Aug 17, 2004)

History

Direct History

=> _ 1 USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM,USPAT 6779118, 2004
WL 1841593 (U.S. PTO Utility Aug 17, 2004) (NO. 09/295966)

Construed 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) ~

Court Documents |

Trial Court Documents (U.S.A.)

E.D.Tex. Trial Pleadings

3 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; 2.
Wayport, Inc.; 3. AT&T,Inc.; 4. AT&T Mobility, LLC; 5. LodgenetInteractive Corp.; 6. Ibahn
General Holdings 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 Demandfor Jury Trial (NO. 08CV00264)

4 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,etal.,
Defendants., 2008 WL 4355636 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Aug. 21, 2008) Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC'S Reply to Ethostream, LLC'S Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264)

5 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., etal.,

Defendants., 2008 WL 4355637 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Aug. 29, 2008) Answer and Coun-
terclaim (NO. 208CV00264)

6 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) Pronto Networks,Inc. (11, 2008 WL 5369919 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep.12,
2008) Defendant ibahn General Holdings Corp.'s Answer and Counterclaims to Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

7 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; Waypo-
rt, Inc.; At&t, Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC; LodgenetInteractive 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.

© 2010 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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12, 2008) Defendant Aptilo Networks,Inc.'s Answer, Affirmative Defenses and Counter-
claims to Plaintiff's Complaint for Patent Infringement (NO. 208-CV-264T]W-CE)

8 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; 2.
Wayport, Inc.; 3. AT&T,Inc.; Jury 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. Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Apt, 2008 WL 5369909 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15,
2008) Defendant Marriott International, Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaims to Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

9 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.,et al.,
Defendants., 2008 WL 5369910 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Wayport, Inc.'s An-
swer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

10 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.et al.,
Defendants., 2008 WL 5369911 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Barnes &
Noble Booksellers, Inc. Answerto Plaintiff's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

11 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
Defendants., 2008 WL 5369912 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Mcdonald's Corp.'s
Answer,Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

12 LINKSMARTWIRELESS 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-
swer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

13 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.'s Answerto Plaintiff's Complaint and Counterclaims (NO.
208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

14 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,et al.,
Defendants., 2008 WL 5369921 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) T-Mobile USA,Inc.'s
Answer and Counterclaims (NO. 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE)

15 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
Etc., Inc.'s Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW)

16 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; Waypo-
rt, Inc.; AT&T, Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC; LodgenetInteractive Corporation; Ibahn General
Holdings Corp.; Ethostream, LLC; Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks,
Inc.; Aptilo Networks, Inc.; Freefi Network, 2008 WL 5369915 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep.
19, 2008) Ramada Worldwide,Inc.'s Answer to Complaint and Counterclaims (NO.
208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

17 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,
Defendants., 2008 WL 5369916 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 19, 2008) Pronto Networks,
Inc.'s Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to the Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

18 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; 2.
Wayport, Inc.; 3. AT&T,Inc.; 4. AT&T Mobility, LLC; 5. LodgenetInteractive Corp.; 6. Ibahn
General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10.
Pronto Networks,Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 5369917 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 22,

© 2010 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.

Panasonic-1009

Page 732 of 1492



Panasonic-1009 
Page 733 of 1492

2008) Defendant Freefi Networks. Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaims.to Original Complaint
(NO. 208CV00264TJW)

19 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., 2009 WL 5819738 (Trial
Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Nov. 13, 2009) Third Party Complaint of Best Western International,
Inc. (NO. 208CV00264)

20 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et. al.,
Defendant., 2009 WL 5819739 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Nov. 20, 2009) Ramada Worldwide,
Inc.'s Amended Answer to Complaint and Counterclaims (NO. 208CV00264)

21 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et. al.,
Defendant., 2009 WL 5819740 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Nov. 20, 2009) Ethostream, LLC's
Amended Answerand Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264)

E.D.Tex. Tria] Motions, Memoranda AndAffidavits

22 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,Inc.et al., De-
fendants., 2008 WL 5369918 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 22,
2008) Defendant At&T Mobility LLC's Motion to Dismiss (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

23 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
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&TInternet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 721149 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffi-
davit) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 23, 2009) Joint Motion to Consolidate (NO. 208-CV-002640TJW-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026-TJW-CE)

24 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; et al.,
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 721433 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affi-
davit) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 23, 2009) Joint Motion to Consolidate (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026-TJW-CE)

25 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
Defendants., 2009 WL 714069 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Feb. 27,
2009) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Motion for Default Judgment
Against Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule LLC (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE)

26 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) (E.D.Tex. Feb. 25, 2010) Third-Party Defendant Nomadix,Inc.'s Motion to Strike
or Dismiss 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)

27 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.,et al.,
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155255 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Mar. 19,
2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Opening Claim Construction Brief

© 2010 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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(NO. 208CV00264)
28 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 2155256 (Trial Mo-
tion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Mar. 31, 2010) Best Western International's Op-
position to Nomadix's Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third Party Complaint (NO.
208CV00264)

29 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
Defendants. BEST WESTERN INTERNATIONAL,INC., Third-Party Plaintiff, v. BESTCOMM
NETWORKS, NOMADIX,INC., Third-Party Defendants. BESTCOMM NETWORKS,INC.,
Third-Party Defendant, v. NOMADIX,INC., Third-Party Defendant., 2010 WL 2155257 (Trial
Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 16, 2010) Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dis-
miss Bestcomm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims (NO. 208CV00264)

30 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155258 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 16,
2010) Claim Construction Brief of Defendants (NO. 208CV00264)

31 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155259 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 19,
2010) Best Western's Supplemental Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208CV00264)

32 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155260 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 29,
2010) Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support
of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief (NO. 208CV00264)

33 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155261 (Trial Motion, MemorandumandAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30,
2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brief
(NO.208CV00264)

E.D.Tex. Trial Filings
34 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,

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)
Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

35 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., etal.,
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 3147069 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 1, 2009)
Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

36 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc., et al., De-

© 2010 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,Plaintiff, v. SBC Intemet Services, Inc. D/B/A
AT&T Intemet 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,
208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

37 LINKSMART-WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.et al., 2010 WL
1733529(Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Feb. 19, 2010) Claim Construction Chart (NO. 208CV00264)

E.D.Tex. Verdicts, Agreements and Settlements
38 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 Holdings
Corp.; Ethostream, LLC; Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks,Inc.; Freefi
Networks, Inc.; Merakl, Inc. Second, 2008 WL 5533263 (Verdict, Agreement and Settlement)
(E.D.Tex. Dec. 9, 2008) Jury (NO. 208CV00264)

39 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
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&TInternet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147112 (Verdict, Agreement and Settlement)
(E.D.Tex. Jun. 1, 2009) Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

Dockets (U.S.A.)

E.D.Tex.

40 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. T-MOBILE USA,INC. ET AL, NO.
2:08cv00264 (Docket) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1, 2008)

Patent Family
41 AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM FOR INTERNET COMMUNICATION,

Derwent World Patents Legal 2000-072306

Assignments

42 Action: ASSIGNMENTOF ASSIGNORSINTEREST (SEE DOCUMENTFORDE-
TAILS). NumberofPages: 012, (DATE RECORDED:Jul 02, 2008)

43 ACTION: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORSINTEREST (SEE DOCUMENTFOR DE-
TAILS). NUMBER OF PAGES: 003, (DATE RECORDED:Jun 29, 1999)

Patent Status Files

.. Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),

.. Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),
,. Request for Re-Examination, (OG DATE: Dec 02, 2008)
.. Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),

© 2010 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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Docket Summaries

48 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGYLLCv. SIX CONTINENTS HOTELSINC ET AL,

(E.D.TEX.Jan 21, 2009) (NO. 2:09CV00026), (28 USC 1338 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)
49 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. SBC INTERNET SERVICES,INC.,

(E.D.TEX.Oct 09, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00385), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)
50 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC v. CISCO SYSTEMS,INC. ET AL,

(E.D.TEX. Aug 04, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00304), (35 USC 271 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)
51 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC v. T-MOBILE USA,INC. ET AL,(E.D.TEX.

Jul 01, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00264), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)

Litigation Alert

.. Derwent LitAlert P2009-07-58 (Jan 21, 2009) Action Taken: Complaint

.. Derwent LitAlert P2009-06-09 (Aug 04, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint
54 DerwentLitAlert P2008-47-12 (Jul 01, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint

Prior Art (Coverage Begins 1976)
55 METHOD OF PROVIDING TEMPORARYACCESSOF A CALLING UNIT TO AN AN-

ONYMOUSUNIT, US PAT 6157829Assignee: Motorola,Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 2000)
56 SECURITY SYSTEM FOR INTERNET PROVIDER TRANSACTION, US PAT

* §845070Assignee: Auric Web Systems,Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 1998)
57 SYSTEM AND METHODFOR DATABASEACCESS CONTROL, US PAT 5696898Assignee:

Lucent TechnologiesInc., (U.S. PTO Utility 1997)
58 SYSTEM AND METHODFOR PROVIDING PEER LEVEL ACCESS CONTROL ONA NET-

WORK,US PAT 6233686Assignee: AT & T Corp., (U.S. PTO Utility 2001)

© 2010 ThomsonReuters. All rights reserved.
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US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:09cv26

Linksmart Wireless TechnologyLic v. Six Continents Hotels IncetA

This case wasretrieved from the court on Wednesday, May 26, 2010
(rrr

Date Filed: 01/21/2009

Assigned To: Judge David Folsom

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham

Nature of suit: Patent (830)

Cause: Patent Infringement
Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE
2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE
2:08-cv-00385-D

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants

Linksmart Wireless Technology Lic
Plaintiff

Six Continents Hotels Inc

Class Code:

Closed: No

Statute: 28:1338

Jury Demand: Defendant

Demand Amount: $0

NOS Description: Patent

Attorneys

Marc A Fenster

[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

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
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

John M Guaragna
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Defendant

Intercontinental Hotels Group ResourcesInc
Defendant

Six Continents Hotels Inc
Counter Claimant

Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
Counter Claimant

Linksmart Wireless Technology Lic
Counter Defendant

(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]
Dia 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 .
§12/ 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 .

§12/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

Marc A Fenster

[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

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
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Date

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/22/2009

01/22/2009

01/23/2009

02/03/2009

02/06/2009

02/06/2009

02/10/2009

02/10/2009

02/27/2009

04/22/2009

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat _
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Proceeding Text

COMPLAINTagainst Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001843024.), filed by Linksmart Wireless
Technology LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
01/21/2009)

Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (Fenster,
Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
01/21/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issuedasto Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group
ResourcesInc. (Attachments: # 1 summonsInterContinental Hotels)(ehs, ) (Entered:
01/21/2009)

ORDER REFERRINGCASEforPretrial proceedings to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham.
Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 1/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (ehs, ) (Entered:
01/21/2009)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology
LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearanceby Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
‘Technology LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2009)

Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/23/2009)

ORDER REASSIGNING CASE.Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom forall 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) .

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC.
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)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned 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, ) (Entered: 02/06/2009)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint,, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC by Six
Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc.(Guaragna, John) (Entered:
02/10/2009)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled 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)
(Entered: 02/10/2009)

ANSWERto 14 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC.
(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 02/27/2009)

NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009)
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05/01/2009 18 ORDERgranting 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-42(b) and (c).. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, )

. (Entered: 05/01/2009)

05/01/2009 -- NOTICE OF FILING DOCUMENTS IN CONSOLIDATED CASESre 18 Order on Motion to
Consolidate Cases. ALL FUTURE FILINGS TO BE FILED IN LEAD CASE 2:08cv264 ONLY(ehs,)
(Entered: 09/03/2009)

05/04/2009 19 NOTICEof Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall)
before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. (jmi, ) (Entered: 05/04/2009)

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 Judge Charles
Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f)
no later than 5/27/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch, )
(Entered: 05/06/2009)

06/01/2009 21 REPORT of Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Proposed Docket Control
Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling
Order) (sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009)

06/03/2009 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: ,
06/04/2009)

siiEpis

Copyright © 2010 LexisNexis CourtLink, Inc. All rights reserved.
*** THIS DATA IS FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY ***
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el

US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:08cv385

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic v. Sbc Internet Services, Inc

This case was retrieved from the court on Wednesday, May 26, 2010
neeeeeere

Date Filed: 10/09/2008

Assigned To: Judge David Folsom

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham

Nature of suit: Patent (830)

Cause: Patent Infringement
Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE
2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE
2:09-cv-00026-D

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants

Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic
Plaintiff

Sbc Internet Services, Inc Doing Business as At&T

Class Code:

Closed: No

Statute: 15:1126

Jury Demand: Both

Demand Amount: $0

NOSDescription: Patent

Attorneys

Marc A Fenster

(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

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
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
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Internet Services
Defendant

[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

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

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

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 Dearborn Ave
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Sbc Internet Services, Inc
Counter Claimant

Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic
Counter Defendant

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RACCAULLEY@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

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 Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

Marc A Fenster

(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

Andrew D Weiss

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
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Date

10/10/2008

10/10/2008

10/10/2008

10/10/2008 |

10/10/2008

10/10/2008

10/10/2008

10/23/2008

11/03/2008

11/03/2008

11/03/2008

11/17/2008

11/17/2008

11/17/2008

01/14/2009

01/14/2009

01/20/2009

01/21/2009

01/21/2009

01/23/2009

02/03/2009

02/10/2009

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Proceeding Text

COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURYTRIALagainst SBC Internet Services, Inc. (Filing fee $ 350
receipt number 05400000000001724676), filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)(ch, ) (Entered: 10/10/2008)

Case Assigned to Judge T. John Ward. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/10/2008)

Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (ch, ) (Entered:
10/10/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSIssued as to SBC Internet Services, Inc.. (ch, ) (Entered:
10/10/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster,
Marc) (Entered: 10/10/2008)

NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
10/10/2008)

Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/10/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. SBC
Internet Services, Inc. served on 10/14/2008, answer due 11/3/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered:
10/23/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by SBC
Internet Services, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 11/03/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by SBC Internet Services, Inc. identifying Corporate
Parent AT&T Inc., Other Affiliate AT&T Mobility LLC, Other Affiliate AT&T Mobility Corporation,
OtherAffiliate SBC Long Distance, LLC, Other Affiliate SBC Alloy Holdings, Inc., Other Affiliate

- BLS Cingular Holdings, LLC, OtherAffiliate BellSouth Mobile Data, Inc. for SBC Internet
Services, Inc.. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 11/03/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson onbehalf of SBC Internet Services, Inc.
(Henson, Eve) (Entered: 11/03/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Rachel D Sher for SBC Internet Services, Inc.
(APPROVED) (FEE PAID) 2-1-4232. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/19/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David T Pritikin for SBC Internet Services, Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4232. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/19/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Richard T McCaulley, Jr for SBC Internet
Services, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4232. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/19/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to SBC's Counterclaims by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss,
Andrew) (Entered: 01/20/2009)

ORDERgranting 16 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply Responses due by
1/23/2009. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 1/21/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

ANSWERto 8 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

Joint MOTION to Consolidate Casés by SBC Internet Services, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 01/23/2009)

ORDER REASSIGNING CASE.Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom for all further proceedings.
Judge T. John Ward no longerassigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch, )
(Entered: 02/03/2009)

ORDER REFERRING CASEto Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham for case management.
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Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/10/009. (mrm,), (Entered: 02/10/2009)

05/01/2009 22 ORDERgranting 19 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDEREDthat 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, )
(Entered: 05/01/2009)

05/01/2009 -- NOTICE OF FILING DOCUMENTS IN CONSOLIDATED CASESre 22 Order on Motion to
Consolidate Cases. ALL FUTURE FILINGS TO BE FILED IN LEAD CASE 2:08cv264 ONLY(ehs, )
(Entered: 09/03/2009)

05/04/2009 23 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)

05/06/2009 24 Notice of Scheduling Conference, Proposed Deadlines Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009
10:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and
confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f) no later than 5/27/09. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

05/06/2009 25 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalfof SBC Internet Services,
Inc. (Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

06/01/2009 26 REPORTof Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Proposed Docket Control
Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional! attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Docket
Control Order)(sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009)

06/03/2009 27 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Scheduling
Conference held on 6/3/2009. (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR.) (jml) (Entered:
06/04/2009)

08/14/2009 28 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Hugh A Abramsfor SBC Internet Services,
Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4865. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/14/2009)
PtAASPTSSSAittSSSA
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rere

US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:08cv304

Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic v. Cisco Systems, Inc et A

This case wasretrieved from the court on Wednesday, May 26, 2010
ne

Date Filed: 08/04/2008
Assigned To: Judge David Folsom

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham

Nature of suit: Patent (830)

Cause: Patent Infringement
Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE
2:08-cv-00385-D
2:09-cv-00026-DF-CE

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants

Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic
Plaintiff

Cisco Systems, Inc

Class Code:

Closed: No

Statute: 35:271

Jury Demand: Plaintiff

Demand Amount: $0

NOS Description: Patent

Attorneys

Marc A Fenster

(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

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
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

David J Beck
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Defendant [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
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
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

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@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

Peter M Dichiara

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston
60 State Street
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Juniper Networks, Inc
Defendant

(Term: 09/03/2008}

Aruba Networks,Inc
Defendant

[Term: 09/03/2008)

Cisco Systems, Inc
Counter Claimant

Boston , MA 02109
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
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Bddaniel@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
Email: William.tee@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

Email: JAMES.BARABAS@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
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic
Counter Defendant

Cisco Systems, Inc
Counter Defendant

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

Boston , MA 02109
USA

617-526-6556
Fax: 617-526-5000
Email: William.!ee@wilmerhale.com

Marc A Fenster

(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

Andrew D Weiss

{COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 /
Email: AWEISS@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

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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Date

08/04/2008

08/04/2008

08/04/2008

08/04/2008

08/04/2008

08/05/2008

08/05/2008

08/05/2008

08/07/2008

09/02/2008

09/03/2008

10/30/2008

11/06/2008

11/06/2008

11/17/2008

11/17/2008

11/17/2008

11/26/2008

12/01/2008

01/13/2009

01/14/2009

01/21/2009

01/23/2009

10

11

12

13

14

16

15

17

18

19

20

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Proceeding Text

COMPLAINT and Demandfor Jury Trial against Cisco Systems, Inc., Juniper Networks,Inc.,
Aruba Networks,Inc. ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001643001.),filed by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A to Complaint, # 2 Civil Cover
Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 08/04/2008)

Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 08/04/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster,
Marc) (Entered: 08/04/2008)

NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Related Case (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
08/04/2008)

Case Assigned to Judge David Folsom.(ch, ) (Entered: 08/05/2008)

STANDING ORDER REFERRINGCASE- to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. Signed by
Judge David Folsom on 8/5/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/05/2008)

Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (ch, ) (Entered:
08/05/2008) _
E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issuedas to Cisco Systems, Inc., Juniper Networks, Inc., Aruba
Networks, Inc.. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/05/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS REISSUEDasto Cisco Systems, Inc., Juniper Networks, Inc., Aruba
Networks, Inc., attorney didn't receive the ones issued on 8/5/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2008)

NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Dismissal Without Prejudice as to Defs
Juniper Networks, Inc. and Aruba Networks, Inc. ONLY (Fenster, Marc) (Additional attachment
(s) added on 9/3/2008: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) (sm, ). (Entered: 09/02/2008)

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE; re 7 Notice
(Other) filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Motions terminated:, Aruba Networks, Inc.
and Juniper Networks, Inc. terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 9/3/08. (mrm, )
(Entered: 09/03/2008)
E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Cisco
Systems, Inc. served on 10/22/2008, answer due 11/12/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008)

Cisco Systems, Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaims ANSWERto 1 Complaint,, COUNTERCLAIM
against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Cisco Systems, Inc. by Cisco Systems, Inc..(Beck,
David) (Entered: 11/06/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Cisco Systems, Inc. (Beck, David) (Entered:
11/06/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney William F Lee for Cisco Systems,Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4231. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/19/2008).

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney James P Barabasfor Cisco Systems, Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4244. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/19/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Noah A Levine for Cisco Systems,Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4244. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/20/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney David B Bassett for Cisco Systems,Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4277. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/02/2008)

Linksmart's ANSWERto 10 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Cisco Systems, Inc. by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 12/01/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 01/13/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 2/17/2009 02:30 PM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall)
before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. (jml, ) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
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Order)(Beck, David) (Entered: 01/23/2009)

01/26/2009 21 Notice of Scheduling Conference, Proposed Deadlines for Docket Control Order and Discovery
Order. Scheduling Conference set for 2/17/2009 02:30 PM before Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
01/26/2009)

01/29/2009 22 NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Michael Ernest Richardson on behalf of Cisco Systems, Inc.
(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 01/29/2009) ,

02/10/2009 23 NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 2/17/2009, 02:30 PM, in Mag Ctrm
(Marshall) before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham is CANCELLED.(delat) (Entered:
02/10/2009)

02/13/2009 24 APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Peter M Dichiara for Cisco Systems, Inc.
(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4494. (ch, ) (Entered: 02/13/2009)

05/01/2009 25 ORDERgranting 20 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDEREDthat 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, }
(Entered: 05/01/2009)

05/01/2009 -- NOTICE OF FILING DOCUMENTS IN CONSOLIDATEDCASESre 25 Order GRANTING Motionto
Consolidate Cases. ALL FUTURE FILING ARE TO BE FILED IN THE LEAD CASE ONLY 2:08cv264

(ehs, ) (Entered: 09/02/2009)

05/04/2009 26 NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conferenceset for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall)
before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. (jml) (Entered: 05/04/2009)

05/06/2009 27 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 Judge Charles
Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and confer in accordance with the Fed. R. Civ. P.
26(f) no later than 5/27/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch,)
(Entered: 05/06/2009)

06/01/2009 28 REPORTof Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: #°1 Exhibit A - Proposed Docket Control
Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling
Order) (sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009)

06/03/2009 29 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Scheduling
Conference held on 6/3/2009. (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR.) (jm!) (Entered:
06/04/2009)

07/10/2009 30 APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Joyce Chen for Cisco Systems,Inc.
(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4798. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/10/2009)

08/19/2009 31 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Robert David Daniel on behalf of Cisco Systems, Inc.
(Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 08/19/2009)

a
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errer

US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:08cv264

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic v. T-Mobile USA,Inc. etal

This case was retrieved from the court on Wednesday, July 07, 2010aDate Filed: 07/01/2008

Assigned To: Judge David Folsom

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Charies
Everingham

Nature of .

suit: Patent (830)

Cause: Patent Infringement
Lead Docket: None

Other Membercase: 2:08-cv-
Docket: 00304-DF-CE

Membercase: 2:08-cv-
00385-DF-CE
Membercase: 2:09-cv-
00026-DF-CE
Related case: 2:09-cv-00026-
DF-CE
Related case: 2:08-cv-00385-
DF-CE
Related case: 2:08-cv-00304-
DF-CE

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants

James W Knowles: Mediator
Mediator

Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic
Plaintiff .

Description:

Class Code: DISCMAG, JURY, LEAD, MEDIATION,
PATENT/TRADEMARK

Closed: No

Statute: 15:1126

Jury Demand: Both
Demand

Amount: $$0

NOS Patent

Attorneys

James W Knowles
Knowles Mediations

909 East South East Loop 323
Ste 410

Tyler , TX 75701
USA

Phone: (903)534-3800
Fax: (903)534-3806
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: jimk@knowlesmed.com

Adam S Hoffman

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: ahoffman@raklaw.com

Alexander Chester Giza
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Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: agiza@raklaw.com

Andrew W. Spangler
Spangler Law PC
208 N. Green St.
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA

Phone: (903)753-9300
Fax: (903)553-0403 ‘
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: spangler@spanglerlawpc.com

Andrew D Weiss

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: aweiss@raklaw.com

Eric Charles Flagel
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: eflagel@raklaw.com

Irene Y Lee

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: ilee@rakiaw.com

Larry C Russ
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: Iruss@raklaw.com

Marc A Fenster
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Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic
ConsolPlaintiff

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: mfenster@raklaw.com

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: sthompson@raklaw.com

Stephen M Lobbin
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: slobbin@raklaw.com

Todd Y Brandt

(Term: 06/04/2010]
Spangler Law PC
208 N. ‘Green Street
Ste 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA

Phone: (903)753-9300
Fax: (903)553-0403

Email: brandt@spanglerlawpc.com

Andrew W. Spangler
Spangler Law PC
208 N. Green St.
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA

Phone: (903)753-9300
Fax: (903)553-0403
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: spangler@spanglerlawpc.com

Andrew D Weiss

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: aweiss@raklaw.com
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T-Mobile USA, Inc.
Defendant

Marc A Fenster

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
"USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: mfenster@raklaw.com

David J Beck

Lead Attorney |
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

Phone: (713)951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: dbeck@brsfirm.com

Alexandra B McTague
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

Phone: (212)230-8800 |
Fax: (212)230-8888
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: alexandra.mctague@wilmerhale.com

David B Bassett

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - New York
399 Park Avenue .

New York , NY 10022
USA

Phone: (212)230-8800
Fax: (212)230-8888
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: David.Bassett@wilmerhale.com

James P Barabas

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

Phone: (212)230-8800
Fax: (212)230-8888
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: james.barabas@wilmerhale.com

Jonathan Andron

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - Boston
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109
USA

Phone: (617)526-6749
Fax: (617)526-5000
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: jonathan.andron@wilmerhale.com
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Joyce Chen .
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

Phone: (212)230-8809
Fax: (212)230-8888
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: joyce.chen@wilmerhale.com

Kirk R Ruthenberg
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal LLP - DC

1301 K Street, NW
Suite 600E

Washington , DC 20005
USA

Phone: (202)408-6410
Fax: (202)408-6399
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: kruthenberg@sonnenschein.com

Michael Ernest Richardson
Beck Redden & Secrest - Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

Phone: (713)951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

Phone: (212)230-8800
Fax: (212)230-8888
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: Noah.Levine@wilmerhale.com

Peter M Dichiara

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - Boston
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109
USA

Phone: (617)526-6466
Fax: (617)526-5000
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be NoticedEmail: peter.dichiara@wilmerhale.com
Robert David Daniel
Beck Redden & Secrest LLP
One Houston Center

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

Phone: (713)951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: bddaniel@brsfirm.com

William F Lee
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Wayport,Inc.
Defendant

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr - Boston
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109
USA

Phone: (617)526-6556
Fax: (617)526-5000
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: william.lee@wilmerhale.com

Brian C Bianco

Lead Attorney
Sidley Austin - Chicago
Bank OnePlaza ;
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

Phone: (312)853-7000
Fax: (312)853-7036
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: bcbianco@sidley.com

Marvin Craig Tyler
Lead Attorney
[Term: 01/28/2009]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA

Phone: (512)338-5410
Fax: 19123385499

Email: ctyler@wsgr.com

Richard Alan Sayles
Lead Attorney
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 752707
USA

Phone: (214)939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: dsayles@swtriallaw.com

David T Pritikin

Sidley Austin - Chicago
Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

Phone: (312)853-7359
Fax: (312)853-7036
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: dpritikin@sidley.com

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

Sidley Austin - Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

Phone: (312)853-2225
Fax: (312)853-7036
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
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Email: emaxeiner@sidley.com

Eve L Henson

Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elim Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

Phone: (214)939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
Sidley Austin - Chicago
Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

Phone: (312)853-7017
Fax: 13128537036
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: habrams@sidley.com

Jose Carlos Villarreal

(Term: 01/28/2009)
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

8911 Capital of Texas Highway
Westech 360, Ste 3350
Austin , TX 78759-7247
USA

Phone: (512)338-5400
Fax: 15123385499

Email: jvillarreal@wsgr.com

Lisa A Schneider

Sidley Austin - Chicago
Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

Phone: (312)853-7567
Fax: (312)253-7036
Pro Hac Vice

Attorney to be Noticed
Email: Ischneider@sidley.com

Mark Daniel Strachan
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Ramada Worldwide, Inc.
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USA
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USA
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USA
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Date

07/01/2008

07/01/2008

07/01/2008

07/01/2008

07/02/2008

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: lruss@raklaw.com

Marc A Fenster

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: mfenster@raklaw.com

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: sthompson@raklaw.com

Stephen M Lobbin
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12th Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

Phone: (310)826-7474
Fax: (310)826-6991
Attorney to be Noticed
Email: slobbin@raklaw.com

Todd Y Brandt

[Term: 06/04/2010]
Spangler Law PC
208 N. Green Street
Ste 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA.

Phone: (903)753-9300
Fax: (903)553-0403

Email: brandt@spanglerlawpc.com

Proceeding Text

COMPLAINTagainstall defendants ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001601022.),
filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Additional attachment(s) added on
7/2/2008: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet) (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008)

***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpv, }. (Entered: 07/01/2008) -

Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/01/2008)

***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** Additional Attachments to Main Document: 1
Complaint.. (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpv,). (Entered: 07/01/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSIssued as to NetNearU Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Aptilo Networks,
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07/02/2008

07/02/2008

07/02/2008

07/02/2008

07/02/2008

07/02/2008

07/09/2008

07/09/2008

07/09/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Inc., FreeFi Networks, Inc., Meraki, Inc., Second Rule LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds
Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., Marriott International, Inc.,
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)

***FILED IN ERROR. Document # 4, Additional attachments to main document. PLEASE
IGNORE, Civil Cover Sheet now attached as an attachment to #1 Complaint by clerk*** (mpv, )
(Entered: 07/02/2008)

NOTICEof Deficiency regarding #2 the NOTICE of Disclosure submitted Docketed incorrectly,
attorney to refile as Corporate Disclosure Statement. Correction should be made by one
business day (mpv, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

Case Assigned to Judge T. John Ward. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

ORDER REFERRING CASEto Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. Signed by Judge T. John
Ward on 7/2/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (ch, ) (Entered:
07/02/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster,
Marc) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Larry C Russfor Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stanley H Thompson,Jr for Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stephen M Lobbin for Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Ramada
Worldwide, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. AT&T
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:
07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Best
Western International, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered:
07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned 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 SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
EthoStream, LLC served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. iBAHN
General Holdings Corp. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered:
07/18/2008)

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.
(Morisseau, Fay) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned 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 SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. LodgeNet
Interactive Corporation served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered:
07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,
McDonalds Corp. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Mail
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07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/18/2008

07/22/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/24/2008

07/25/2008

07/25/2008

07/25/2008

07/25/2008

07/25/2008

07/25/2008

07/28/2008

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

BoxesEtc., Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Marriott
International, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008.(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Second
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
USA, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned 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 UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Ramada
Worldwide, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Pronto
Networks, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

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)

E-GOV SEALED 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 SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Meraki,
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
Corp. served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for Ramada Worldwide,Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for
Deadline Extension.( ljw, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant T-MOBILE USA, INC.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer

Complaint (Fenster, Marc, counselfor Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC) (Entered:
07/24/2008)

Defendant LodgeNetInteractive Corp.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to
Answer Complaint(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant NetNearU Corp.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer
Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time
to Answer Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant InterContinental Hotels Groups PLC’s Unopposed First Application for Extension of
Time to Answer Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re iBAHN
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
PLC to 8/29/2008; Best Western International, Inc. to 8/29/2008; T-Mobile USA,Inc. to
8/29/2008; LodgeNet Interactive Corporation to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline
Extension.( ch, ) (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 iBAHN General Holdings Corp. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted
for Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

NOTICEof 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.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time
to Answer Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst 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
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07/28/2008

07/28/2008

07/29/2008

07/29/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/30/2008

07/31/2008

07/31/2008

08/01/2008

08/01/2008

08/01/2008

08/01/2008

08/01/2008

08/01/2008

08/01/2008

08/04/2008

08/04/2008

44

45

46

51

52

53

54

55

56

37

Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008)
Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
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 AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Jennifer L Yokoyama for Ramada Worldwide,
Inc. (APPROVED)(FEEPAID)2-1-3983. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Wayport,
Inc..( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 07/29/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Meraki,
Inc..( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 07/29/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Wayport, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline
Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/4/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline
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)

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 UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Marriott
International, Inc..( Guaragna, John) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Marriott International, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for
Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mail
Boxes Etc., Inc.(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for
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) :

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
’ pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Pronto Networks, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted for

Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/31/2008)
E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Hot Point
Wireless, Inc. sérved on 7/17/2008, answer due 8/6/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/01/2008)
ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
EthoStream, LLC.(Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst 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
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Choice Hotels International Inc. to 9/2/2008. 30 Days Granted
for Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Clyde Moody Siebman on behalf of Aptilo Networks, Inc.
(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Lawrence Augustine Phillips on behalf of Aptilo Networks,
Inc. (Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 08/01/2008) .

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Aptilo
Networks,Inc..( Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuantto 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 Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Michael T Herbst for Aptilo Networks,Inc.
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 08/04/2008

08/06/2008

08/06/2008

08/06/2008

08/06/2008

08/07/2008

08/15/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

58

59

60

62

61

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 4-2-2335. (ch, ) (Additional attachment(s) added on 8/5/2008: # 1
Confidential Information) (ch, ). (Entered: 08/05/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Steven L Wiser for Aptilo Networks, Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 4-2-2335. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/05/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re FreeFi
Networks, Inc..( Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered: 08/06/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst 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
Deadline Extension.( mpv, ) (Entered: 08/06/2008)
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 Snyderfor Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro 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 (Jones, Michael) (Entered: 08/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re T-
Mobile USA, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
Wayport, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T,
Inc..( 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)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
LodgeNetInteractive Corporation.( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re iBAHN
General Holdings Corp..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re_
NetNearU Corp..( Heartfield, ]) (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 Aptilo
Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008).

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re FreeFi
Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
Meraki, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mail
Boxes Etc., Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
McDonalds, Corp..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
Ramada Worldwide, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintre
Marriott International, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintre
InterContinental Hotels Group PLC.( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Choice
Hotels International Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Best
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08/21/2008

08/22/2008

08/22/2008

08/29/2008

09/02/2008 ~

09/11/2008

09/11/2008

09/12/2008

09/12/2008

09/12/2008

09/12/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

’ Western International, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to EthoStream's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWERto 52 Answer to Complaint,

Counterclaim, filed by Ethostream (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 8/22/2008 (sm,). (Entered:08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuant 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; LodgeNetInteractive 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 Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. to
9/15/2008; McDonalds Corp. to 9/15/2008; Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. to 9/15/2008;
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;
Best Western International, Inc. to 9/15/2008. 15 Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm,)
(Entered: 08/22/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
LodgeNet Interactive Corporation.(Socks, Harold) (Entered: 08/29/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint by Choice Hotels International Inc..(Smith, Michael) (Entered:
09/02/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T,
Inc..( Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/11/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T
Mobility, LLC.( Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/11/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuant 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)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
iBAHN General Holdings Corp..(Jones, Michael) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. identifying
Corporate Parent None for iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Jones, Michael) (Entered:
09/12/2008)

Defendant Aptilo Networks, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC by Aptilo Networks, Inc..(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint : T-Mobile USA, Inc.'s Answer and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC by T-Mobile USA,Inc..(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Roy William Hardin on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc.
(Hardin, Roy) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by John W MacPete on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc.
(MacPete, John) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Michael Scott Fuller on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc.
(Fuller, Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

Defendant FreeFi Networks, Inc.'s Second Unopposed Application for Extension of Time to
Answer Complaint.( Fuller, Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Ramada
Worldwide, Inc.( Stein, David) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Mail
Boxes Etc., Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Cynthia Lopez Beverage on behalf of LodgeNet Interactive
Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. identifying Corporate
Parent United Parcel Service of America, Inc. for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Sayles, Richard)
(Entered: 09/15/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. (Henson,
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09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/15/2008

09/16/2008

09/16/2008

09/16/2008

09/17/2008

09/17/2008

09/17/2008

09/18/2008

09/18/2008

101

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

134

119

127

Eve) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIMagainst Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
Marriott International, Inc..(Guaragna, John) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 9/22/2008. 7 Days Granted
for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Marriott International, Inc. (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 09/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 9/19/2008. 4 Days
Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC.(Guaragna, John) (Entered:
09/15/2008)

Wayport, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC by Wayport,Inc..(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC (Guaragna,
John) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. identifying
Corporate Parent Barnes & Noble, Inc. for Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.. (Sayles, Richard)
(Entered: 09/15/2008)

McDonald's Corp.'s ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC by McDonalds Corp..(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.
(Henson, Eve)(Entered: 09/15/2008)

Meraki, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC by Meraki, Inc..(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

Best Western International, Inc.'s AnswertoPlaintiff's Complaint and Counterclaims - ANSWER

to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, |LLC-by Best WesternInternational, Inc..(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008) .

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Best Western International, Inc. (Joe,
Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by McDonalds Corp. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered:
09/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto
Networks,Inc..( Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is
GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Pronto Networks, Inc. to 9/19/2008. 4 Days Granted
for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/16/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Aptilo Networks, Inc. identifying Corporate
Parent Aptilo Networks AB for Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/16/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Meraki, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered:
09/16/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT(Deutsche Telecom AGis parent corporation)filed by T-
Mobile USA, Inc. (Beck, David) Modified on 9/19/2008 (sm, ). (Entered: 09/17/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Wayport, Inc. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered:
09/17/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Mark E Ungermanfor LodgeNetInteractive
Corporation. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4088 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to LodgeNet's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWERto 84 Answerto Complaint, ,

Counterclaim of LodgeNet Interactive Corp. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster,
Marc) (Entered: 09/18/2008)
APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Michael D Broaddus for iBAHN General
Holdings Corp., David ] Burman for iBAHN General Holdings Corp., Kameron Parvin for iBAHN
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09/19/2008

09/19/2008

09/19/2008

09/22/2008

09/22/2008

09/22/2008

09/22/2008

09/22/2008

09/23/2008

09/23/2008

09/23/2008

09/23/2008

09/24/2008

09/24/2008

09/24/2008

09/25/2008

10/02/2008

10/02/2008

10/03/2008

10/06/2008

10/06/2008

10/06/2008

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

128

129

130

132

133

131

135

136

137

138

139

140

141

142

General Holdings Corp. RECEIPT 6-1-15221. (Attachments: # 1 PHV David Burman, # 2 PHV
Kameron Parvin)(rml, ) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

Ramada Worldwide, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,
COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Ramada Worldwide, Inc..(Hunt,
Dean) (Entered: 09/19/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered:
09/19/2008) ,

Pronto Networks, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC by Pronto Networks,Inc..(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/19/2008)

ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM againstall 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)(Sayles,
Richard) Modified on 9/25/2008 (rm, ). (Entered: 09/22/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Corporate Parent
AT&TInc. 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)
(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 STATEMENTfiled by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying OtherAffiliate
AT&T Mobility Corporation, Other Affiliate SBC Long Distance, LLC, OtherAffiliate SBC Alloy
Holdings, Inc., Other Affiliate BLS Cingular Holdings, LLC, OtherAffiliate BellSouth Mobile Data,
Inc. for AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/23/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered:
09/23/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney John D Kinton for Marriott International, Inc.
and InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED) (FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered:
09/24/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Erin Penning for Marriott International, Inc.
and InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered:
09/24/2008)

ORDERgranting 128 Dismissal of Claims against AT&T, Mobility Inc. are hereby DISMISSED
WITHOUT PREJUDICE. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 9/24/08. (ch, ) Modified on 9/25/2008
(rm, ). (Entered: 09/24/2008) °

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David T Pritikin for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. and
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)

***Document # 131, Order Dismissing AT&T Inc. was linked to Doc 124 MOTIONto 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 ANSWERto 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 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation (Beverage,
Cynthia) (Entered: 10/03/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to T-Mobile Counterclaim ANSWERto 91 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to Wayport Counterclaim ANSWERto 104 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to Meraki Counterclaim ANSWER to 110 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)
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10/06/2008

10/06/2008

10/06/2008

10/06/2008

10/06/2008

10/07/2008

10/08/2008

10/09/2008

10/09/2008

10/14/2008

10/16/2008

10/30/2008

10/30/2008

10/30/2008

11/03/2008

11/17/2008

11/21/2008

11/21/2008

12/09/2008

12/12/2008

12/22/2008

01/14/2009

01/23/2009

01/23/2009

01/26/2009

143

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

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)

Linksmart REPLY to McDonalds Counterclaim ANSWER to 108 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to BarnesNoble Counterclaim ANSWER to 106 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to Best Westrn Counterclaim ANSWERto 111 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

Linksmart REPLY to Marriott International Counterclaim ANSWER.to 101 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

Joint MOTION to Dismiss AT&T Mobility, LLC Without Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Orderre Joint Motion for Voluntary
Dismissal of AT&T Mobility, LLC Without Prejudice)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/07/2008)

ORDERgranting 148 Motion to Dismiss. AT&T Mobility LLC is DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.
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
prejudice (ehs, ). (Entered: 10/08/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to Ramada's Counterclaim ANSWERto 120 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to Pronto's Counterclaim ANSWER to 122 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to Freefi Networks' Counterclaim ANSWERto 123 Answerto Complaint,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/14/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Second
Rule LLC served on 10/8/2008, answer due 10/28/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/16/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Noah A Levine for T-Mobile USA,Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4198. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David B Bassett for T-Mobile USA, Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4197. (ch, } (Entered: 10/30/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney James P Barabas for T-Mobile USA,Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4196. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney William F Lee for T-Mobile USA,
Inc.APPROVED (Rec# 2-1-4208 (poa, ) (Entered: 11/05/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Christina J Moser for EthoStream, LLC,
Ramada Worldwide, Inc. and EthoStream, LLC. (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4227) (ehs, )
(Entered: 11/17/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T-Mobile USA, Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4252. (ch, } (Entered: 11/21/2008)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T-Mobile USA, Inc..
(APPROVEDFEE PAID 2-1-4252) (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/21/2008)

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)

ORDER - granting 161 Stipulation of Dismissal. Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC is dismissed
without prejudice. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 12/12/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/12/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 12/22/2008)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by T-Mobile USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Beck, David) (Entered: 01/23/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sher, Rachel)
(Entered: 01/23/2009)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Richard T McCaulley, Jr on behalf of Wayport, Inc.
(McCaulley, Richard) (Entered: 01/26/2009)
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01/27/2009

01/27/2009

01/28/2009

01/29/2009

01/29/2009

01/29/2009

01/30/2009

02/03/2009

02/09/2009

02/11/2009

02/13/2009

02/18/2009

02/18/2009

92/19/2009

02/23/2009

02/23/2009

02/24/2009

02/27/2009

04/10/2009

04/10/2009

04/10/2009

04/10/2009

168

169

170

171

172

173

175

174

176

177

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Pritikin, David)
(Entered: 01/27/2009) ‘

Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Wayport,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 01/27/2009)

ORDER granting 169 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and Jose
Carlos Villarreal terminated as counsel for deft Wayport Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on 1/28/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/28/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Ernest Richardson on behalf of T-Mobile USA, Inc.
(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 01/29/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sayles,
Richard) (Entered: 01/29/2009)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Henson, Eve)
(Entered: 01/29/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear’Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Brian C Bianco for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,
Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Wayport, Inc. and Barnes & Noble
Booksellers, Inc.. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4459 (ch, ) (Entered: 02/05/2009)

ORDER REASSIGNING CASE. Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom forall 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)

Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw’as Attorney by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 02/09/2009)

ORDER granting 176 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Michael Charles Smith
terminated as counsel for Mail Boxes, Etc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
2/11/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 02/11/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Peter M Dichiara for T-Mobile USA,Inc.
(APPROVEDFEE PAID) 2-1-4493. (ch, ) (Entered: 02/13/2009)

Request by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC for Clerk's Entry of Default against Second Rule
LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc.. (Weiss, Andrew) (Additional! attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009:
# 1 Clerks Entry of Default) (sm, ). (Entered: 02/18/2009)

Additional Attachments to Main Document: 179 Request for Entry of Defaultby Clerk..
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 02/18/2009)

NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew)
(Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) (sm,). (Entered:
02/19/2009)

***FTLED IN ERROR. CASE IS NO LONGER JUDGE WARD'S PER ORDER #174 REASSIGNING
CASE TO JUDGE FOLSOM*** Order - granting 181 Notice of Voluntary Notice of Dismissal. All
claims asserted between Linksmart and NetNearU Corp are hereby DISMISSED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE. All attorney's fees and costs are to be bornebythe 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)

Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT as to Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (ehs, ) (Entered: 02/23/2009)

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICEre 181 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal filed by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREEDthatall claims
asserted in this suit between Linksmart and Netnearu are hereby dismissed without prejudice..
Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/23/09. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/24/2009)

MOTION for Default Judgment as to Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule, LLC by Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered: 02/27/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Pritikin,
David) (Entered: 04/10/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard T McCaulley, Jr on behalf of McDonalds Corp.
(McCaulley, Richard) (Entered: 04/10/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Sher, Rachel)
(Entered: 04/10/2009)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance byBrian C Bianco on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Bianco, Brian)
(Entered: 04/10/2009)
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04/22/2009

04/23/2009

04/24/2009

05/01/2009

05/04/2009

05/06/2009

05/06/2009

05/06/2009

05/06/2009

05/06/2009

05/06/2009

05/06/2009

05/29/2009

05/29/2009

06/01/2009

06/03/2009

06/05/2009

06/05/2009

06/08/2009 —

06/17/2009

06/24/2009

06/24/2009

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

197

198

199

200

201

202

203

204

- 205

206

207-

*208

209

210

211

NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 04/23/2009)

ORDERgranting 191 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and Jose
Carlos Villarreal terminated as counsel for McDonald's Corp. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on 4/24/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 04/24/2009)

ORDERgranting 165 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDEREDthat 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, )
(Entered: 05/01/2009)

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
Order. Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charlies
Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f)
no Jater than May 27, 2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch, )
(Entered: 05/06/2009) .

NOTICEof 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)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of McDonalds Corp.
(Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

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)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Jennifer Parker Ainsworth on behalf of LodgeNetInteractive
Corporation (Ainsworth, Jennifer) (Entered: 05/29/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP by FreeFi
Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Proposed Order)(Fuller, Michael) (Entered:
05/29/2009)

REPORTof Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Proposed Docket Control
Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling
Order) (sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Scheduling
Conference held on 6/3/2009. (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR.) (jml, ) (Entered:
06/04/2009)

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 Hardin terminated as counsel for FreeFi. Accordingly, the court, sua
sponte, provides FreeFi thirty days in which to retain counsel in the above matter. Should FreeFi
not retain counsel by that 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) .

ORDERgranting 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.
(ehs, ) (Entered: 06/24/2009)

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of
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06/26/2009

06/26/2009

06/26/2009

07/01/2009

07/01/2009

07/02/2009

07/02/2009

07/02/2009

07/02/2009

07/06/2009

07/06/2009

07/08/2009

07/13/2009

07/13/2009

07/21/2009

07/27/2009

07/27/2009

07/28/2009

08/06/2009

08/06/2009

212

213

214

215

216

217

218

219

220

221

222

223

224

225

226

227

228

229

Proposed Protective Order by T-Mobile USA,Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 06/24/2009)

JOINT GENERAL DISCOVERY ORDER.Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
6/26/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/26/2009)

DOCKET CONTROL ORDER- Joinder of Parties due by 11/13/2009., Markman Hearing set for
5/25/2010 09:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham., Motions due by
11/19/2010., 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: 06/26/2009) ‘
ORDER granting 211 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submission of a proposed
protective order is extended until July 1,2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham
on 6/26/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/26/2009)

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time 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
Granting Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of the Name of an Agreed Mediator)
(Richardson, Michael) Modified on 7/1/2009 (sm,). (Entered: 07/01/2009)

-***FILED IN ERROR. ORDERS ARE NOT FILED SEPARATELY. PLEASE IGNORE.*** Submission of
Proposed Agreed Protective order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew)
Modified on 7/2/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/01/2009)

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)

NOTICEof Deficiency regarding the 216 submitted by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
Order not filed as separate document. Correction should be made by one business day (ch, )
(Entered: 07/02/2009)

NOTICEof 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)

NOTICEof 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)

***REPLACES # 219 *** Agreed MOTIONfor Protective Order for Entry of Protective Order by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order [Proposed]
Agreed Protective Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 7/6/2009(ch,). (Entered: 07/06/2009)
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
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
Everingham on July 13, 2009. (jml) (Entered: 07/13/2009)

APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Joyce Chen for T-Mobile USA, Inc. and Cisco
Systems, Inc.. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-4827) (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/21/2009)

Joint MOTION Appointment of Mediator by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments:
# 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 CASEto Mediator. James W Knowles added as Mediator. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on July 28, 2009. (jml) (Entered: 07/28/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet
Services, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Henson, Eve) (Entered: 08/06/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Allowed for Freefi to Retain Counsel by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss,
Andrew) (Entered: 08/06/2009)
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08/07/2009

08/07/2009

08/07/2009.

08/07/2009

08/10/2009

08/14/2009

08/18/2009

08/19/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/28/2009

08/31/2009

08/31/2009

08/31/2009

09/01/2009

09/04/2009

230

231

232

233

234

235

236

237

238

239

240

241

242

243

244

245

246

247

248

249

250

251

252

253

ORDERgranting 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)

*** DEFICIENT DOCUMENT. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT. PLEASE IGNORE. ***
Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. (Socks,
Harold) Modified on 8/7/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009)

NOTICEof Deficiency regarding the 231 submitted by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation. NOT IN
PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT.Correction should be made by 8/7/09 (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2009)

***REPLACES # 231 *** Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by LodgeNetInteractive
Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting Unopposed Motion for
Withdrawal)(Socks, Harold) Modified on 8/11/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009)

ORDERgranting 228 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Richard T McCaulley, Jr
terminated as counsel for Dft's SBC Internet Services, Inc., McDonalds Corp., and Wayport, Inc.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/7/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/10/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Lisa A Schneider for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,
McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Services,
Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4865. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/14/2009)
APPLICATIONto AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Robin Lynn Brewerfor Meraki, Inc.
(APPROVEDFEE PAID) 2-1-4871. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/19/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Robert David Daniel on behalf of T-Mobile USA, Inc. (Daniel,
- Robert) (Entered: 08/19/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. of Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Smith,
Michael) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery , to ServeInitial Dislosures by
Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC
Internet Services, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered:
08/28/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by EthoStream, LLC (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered:
08/28/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding Initial Disclosures (Jones,
Michael) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Meraki, Inc. (Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc. of Compliance re Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of
Compliancere Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Rule 26 Initial Disclosure
(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

Consent MOTIONfor Extension of Timeto File Initial Disclosures by Aptilo Networks, Inc..
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by T-Mobile USA, ‘Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (Notice of Filing Rule 26 Initial
Disclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 08/31/2009)

ORDERgranting 239 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendants serve
their Initial Disclosures on or before September 11, 2009.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on 8/31/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/31/2009)

ORDERgranting 248 Motion for Extension of Time to File Defendants Initia! Disclosures on or
before September 11, 2009.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/09.
(ehs, ) (Entered: 08/31/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance With Rule 26 by
Best Western International, Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 09/01/2009)

MOTION to Dismiss Defendant Freefi Networks, Inc. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 09/04/2009)
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09/09/2009

09/09/2009

09/09/2009

09/11/2009

09/11/2009

09/11/2009

09/11/2009

09/14/2009

09/18/2009

09/21/2009

09/22/2009

09/22/2009

09/22/2009

09/22/2009

09/22/2009

09/22/2009

09/22/2009

09/23/2009

254

255

256

257

258

259

260

261

262

263

264

265

266

267

268

269

270

ORDERgranting 253 Motion to Dismiss Oft Freefi Networks, Inc.. Signed by Judge David Folsom
on 9/9/2009. (sm, ) (Entered: 09/09/2009)

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS recommending 185 MOTIONfor Default Judgment as to Hot
Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule, LLC filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC be
granted. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered:
09/09/2009)

ORDERgranting 185 Motion for Default Judgment. Because the sum of damagesis not certain,
Linksmart is entitled to take discovery from Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (Hot Point) and Second Rule
LLC (Second Rule) to determine the appropriate amount of compensatory damages asa result
of their infringement of the 118 patent. The Court will determine a schedule to allow Linksmart
to conduct such discovery. The Court will then hold a hearing to determine the exact amountof
damages,pre- and post-judgmentinterest, attorneys fees and costs, and expenses to which
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)

NOTICE by Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures
(Bianco, Brian) (Entered: 09/11/2009)

NOTICE by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian)
(Entered: 09/11/2009)

NOTICE by Mait BoxesEtc., Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered:
09/11/2009)

NOTICE by McDonalds Corp.of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered:
09/11/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Aptilo Networks, Inc. (Initial Disclosures) (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered:
09/14/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production by Marriott International, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental,
Hotels Group Resources Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 09/18/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production by Choice Hotels International Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 09/21/2009)

ORDERgranting 262 Motion 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 9/22/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed
Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document
Production by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe,
Christopher) (Entered: 09/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTION Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 09/22/2009)

***FILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDERATTACHED. PLEASE
IGNORE.*** MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Unopposed Motion for
Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Broaddus,
Michael) Modified on 9/23/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
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)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production by EthoStream, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Hunt,
Dean) (Additional attachment(s) added on 9/23/2009: # 2 REVISED ORDER)(ch,). (Entered:
09/22/2009)

* Unopposed MOTION Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
Accompanying DocumentProduction by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 09/22/2009)

***FTLED 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)
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09/23/2009

09/23/2009

09/23/2009

09/23/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

09/24/2009

10/06/2009

10/08/2009

10/08/2009

271

272

273

274

275

276

277

278

279

280

281

282

283

284

285

286

287

288

Unopposed MOTIONFor Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production by Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/23/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File /Serve Invalidity Contentions and
Accompanying Document Production by T-Mobile USA, Inc., LodgeNet Interactive Corporation,
Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Daniel, Robert) (Entered:
09/23/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Invalidity
Contentions and Accompanying DocumentProduction by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp.,
Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/23/2009)

***REPLACES # 267 *** Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery with
regarding to Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Jones, Michael) Modified on 9/24/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/23/2009)

ORDERgranting 266 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions
and Accompanying DocumentProduction. Deadline is extended to 10/15/09. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

ORDERgranting 265 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
Accompanying DocumentProduction. Best Western International Inc deadline is extended to
10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
09/24/2009)-

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 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
09/24/2009)

ORDERgranting 232 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Harold L Socks terminated as
counsel for LodgeNetInteractive Corp.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

ORDERgranting 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)

ORDERgranting 273 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline is extended
to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
09/24/2009)

ORDERgranting 272 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions. Deadlineis
extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch,)
(Entered: 09/24/2009) :

ORDERgranting 271 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions
and Accompanying DocumentProduction. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

ORDER granting 270 Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity
Contentions and Accompanying DocumentProduction. Deadline extended to 10/8/09. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

ORDERgranting 269 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
Accompanying DocumentProduction. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009) :

ORDERgranting 268 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)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Invalidity
Contentions and Accompanying DocumentProduction by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 10/06/2009)

ORDERgranting 286 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Meraki, Inc. will have
through 10/22/09, to serveits invalidity contentions and accompanying documentproduction in
accordance with Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
10/8/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/08/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. of Invalidity Contentions (Sayles, Richard)
(Entered: 10/08/2009)
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10/08/2009

10/08/2009

10/08/2009

10/08/2009

10/09/2009

10/09/2009

10/09/2009

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

10/12/2009

10/13/2009

10/13/2009

10/14/2009

10/20/2009

10/21/2009

10/21/2009

10/21/2009

10/23/2009

10/30/2009

11/03/2009

11/04/2009

289

290

291

292

293

294

295

296

297

298

299

300

301

302

303

304

305

306

307

308

309

310

NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of
Compliance (Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document Production) (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 10/08/2009)

NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc. of Compliance (Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production) (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 10/08/2009)

NOTICE by EthoStream, LLC of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean) (Entered:
10/08/2009)

NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean)
(Entered: 10/08/2009) ‘

NOTICE by T-Mobile USA,Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4
Disclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 10/09/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding PR 3-3 and 3-4 (Jones,
Michael) (Entered: 10/09/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation under Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4
(Ungerman, Mark) (Entered: 10/09/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Pronto Networks,Inc. (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 10/12/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor 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: 10/12/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Defendant Best Western International,
Inc.'s Notice of Compliance Regarding P.R. 3-3 and 3-4 Disclosures (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered:
10/12/2009) :

NOTICE byAptilo Networks, Inc. NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE REGARDINGP.R.3-3 AND 3-4
DISCLOSURES(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 10/12/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by 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 BoxesEtc., Inc.,
. McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Services,

Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4961. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009)

ORDERgranting 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
invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on 10/14/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor 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: 10/20/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Invalidity
Contentions and Accompanying DocumentProduction by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 10/21/2009)

AMENDED CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by T-Mobile USA, Inc. (Richardson,
Michael) Modified on 10/21/2009 (sm, ). (Entered: 10/21/2009)

ORDERgranting 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:
10/21/2009)

ORDERgranting 304 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Meraki, Inc. deadline
is 11/5/09 to serveits invalidity contentions and accompanying document production in
accordance with Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
10/23/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/23/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor 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: 10/30/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 11/03/2009)

ORDERgranting 308 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks,Inc.
will have through November20, 2009 to serve itsaccompanying documentproduction to the
invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
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11/04/2009

11/05/2009

11/13/2009

11/16/2009

11/17/2009

11/19/2009

11/20/2009

11/20/2009

11/24/2009

11/24/2009

11/25/2009

11/30/2009

11/30/2009

11/30/2009

11/30/2009

11/30/2009 |

11/30/2009

12/01/2009

12/01/2009

12/01/2009

12/01/2009

12/01/2009

12/01/2009

12/01/2009

311

312

313

314

315

316

317

318

319

320

321

322

323

324

325

326

327

328

329

330

331

332

333

334

Everingham on 11/4/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/04/2009)

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 Merakiof all claims and counterclaims
betweenplaintiff and Meraki. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/5/2009. (sm, ) (Entered:
11/05/2009)

THIRD PARTY COMPLAINTagainst BestComm Networks, Inc., Nomadix, Inc., filed by Best
Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)(Joe, Christopher) (Entered:
11/13/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSIssued as to BestComm Networks,Inc., (Attachments: # 1 Nomadix
Inc.)(ch, ) (Entered: 11/16/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS REISSUEDas to BestComm Networks,Inc., (Attachments: # 1
Nomadix Inc)(ch, ) (Entered: 11/17/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor 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: 11/19/2009)

AMENDED ANSWERto 1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC by Ramada Worldwide, Inc.. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009)

AMENDED ANSWERto 1 Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC by EthoStream, LLC. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009)

ORDERgranting 316 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc.
will have through December11, 2009 to serve its accompanying document production to the
invatidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on 11/24/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/24/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian Andrew Carpenter on behalf of Best Western
International, Inc. (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered: 11/24/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC re Local Rule 4.1 (Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered: 11/25/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (Daniel, Robert) (Entered:
11/30/2009)

NOTICEby Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Incof
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)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. re: Compliance with Patent Rule 4-1 (Sayles,
Richard) (Entered: 11/30/2009)

NOTICEby Pronto Networks, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Allen, Aden) \
(Entered: 11/30/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. Pursuant to PR 4-1 (Smith, Michael)
(Entered: 11/30/2009) ,

NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding PR 4-1 Compliance (Jones,
Michael) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Best Western International, Inc.. Nomadix,
Inc. served on 11/18/2009, answer due 12/9/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Best Western International, Inc.. BestComm
Networks, Inc. served on 11/18/2009, answer due 12/9/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Compliance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Hunt,
Dean) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

NOTICEof 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 Aptilo
Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered:
12/01/2009)

NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. of Compliance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4-1

x
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12/01/2009

12/01/2009

12/03/2009

12/04/2009

12/10/2009

12/10/2009

12/10/2009

12/11/2009

12/11/2009

12/11/2009

12/11/2009

12/11/2009

12/17/2009

12/17/2009

12/18/2009

12/18/2009

12/21/2009

12/22/2009

12/31/2009

01/05/2010

01/08/2010

01/13/2010

335

336

337

338 -

339

340

341

342

343

344

345

346

347

348

349

350

351

352

353

354

(Carpenter, Brian) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

NOTICEof Disclosure by Aptilo Networks, Inc. (Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-1
(Ungerman, Mark) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

ORDERgranting 333 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Michael T Herbst terminated as
counsel for Dft Aptilo Networks, Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
12/3/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/03/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Theodore J Koerth for Aptilo Networks, Inc.
(APPROVEDFEE PAID) 2-1-5066. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/04/2009) :

ANSWERto 317 Amended Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/10/2009)

ANSWERto 318 Amended Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Ethnostream, LLC by Linksmart
Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/10/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor 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: 12/10/2009)

ORDERgranting 341 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Pronto Networks, Inc.
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
on 12/11/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearanceby Elizabeth L DeRieux on behalf of Nomadix, Inc. (DeRieux,
Elizabeth) (Entered: 12/11/2009) ,

Defendant's UnopposedFirst 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
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Nomadix, Inc. to 1/25/2010. 45 Days Granted for Deadline
Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

NOTICEby Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Ten Asserted Claims (Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered: 12/11/2009)

Defendant's Unopposedfirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
BestComm Networks, Inc..( Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 12/17/2009)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer TP Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for BestComm Networks, Inc. to 1/22/2010. 45 Days
Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 12/17/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Sidney Calvin Capshaw,III on behalf of Nomadix,Inc.
(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 12/18/2009)

Unopposed MOTION to Continue Extend Docket Contro! Order by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:
12/18/2009)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Alexander Chester Giza on behalf of Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC (Giza, Alexander) (Entered: 12/21/2009)

ORDERgranting 348 Motion To Extend Docket Control Order. The deadline for early mediation
at Parties' request is changed to February 26, 2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on 12/22/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTIONfor 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)

ORDERgranting 351 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks,Inc.
will have through January 15, 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 1/5/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/05/2010)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David ) Leonard for BestComm Networks,Inc.
(APPROVEDFEE PAID) 2-1-5124. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/08/2010)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro HacVice 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)
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