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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patents and Trademark Office

P.O.Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS Date:

JERRY T. SEWELL MAILED

1803 BROADWAY,APT.301
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761 JUL 18 2012

CENTRAL REEXAMINATION UMP

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROLNO.: 90012149

PATENT NO.: 6779118

ART UNIT: 3993 ‘

Enclosed is a copy of the latest communication from the United States Patent and Trademark
Office in the above identified ex parte reexamination proceeding (37 CFR 1.550(f)).

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the 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)).
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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

www.uspto.gov

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

Alexandria, VA 22314 MAILED

JUL 18 2012
JERRY T. SEWELL : (For Third Party CENTRAL
1803 BROADWAY,APT.301 : Requester) REEXAMINATION UNrp
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

In re: Ikudomeetal. :

Ex Parte Reexamination Proceeding : DECISION ON PETITION
Control No.: 90/012,149 : UNDER37 CFR §§ 1.181 & 1.515(c)
Deposited: February 17, 2012 :
For: U.S. Patent No.: 6,779,118

This is a decision onthe petition filed by the third party requester on April 19, 2012,entitled
“PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION OF

DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION,”[hereinafter“the petition”).
Petitioner seeks review of the Order Denying Request for Ex Parte Reexamination mailed March
20, 2012.

Thepetition is before the Director of the Central Reexamination Unit.

The petition is denied.
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REVIEW OF RELEVANT FACTS

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

e A request for ex parte reexamination of claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 of the ‘118
patent wasfiled February 17, 2012 and assigned control no. 90/012,149.

e An order denying the request for reexamination was issued on March20, 2012.

e On April 19, 2012,the third party requester timely filed the instant petition for
reconsideration of the denial of the request.

e The ‘118 patent was also the subject of now concluded reexamination proceeding
90/009,301 [“the ‘9301 proceeding”]. Relevant prosecution will be discussed below.

DECISION

Standard of Review

37 CFR § 1.515(c) provides for the filing of a petition under 37 CFR § 1.181 to review an
examiner’s determination refusing to order ex parte reexamination. The CRUDirector’s review
on petition is de novo. Therefore, the review will determine whether the examiner’s refusal to
order reexamination wascorrect, and will not necessarily indicate agreement or disagreement
with every aspect of the examiner’s rationale for denying the request.

The Legal Standard for Ordering Reexamination

A review of 35 U.S.C. §§ 302 and 303 reveals that, by statute, ex parte reexamination of a
United States Patent is only authorized when a consideration ofprior art consisting of patents or
printed publications establishes that a substantial new question of patentability exists with
respect to one or moreclaims of that patent. 35 U.S.C. § 302 requires that a request for ex parte
reexamination be based uponpriorart as set forth in 35 U.S.C.§ 301, thatis, prior art consisting
of patents or printed publications, while 37 CFR § 1.510(b)(1) requires that a request for ex parte
reexamination include “a statement pointing out each substantial new question ofpatentability
based on the cited patents and printed publications.” A substantial question of patentability
(SNQ)is raised by a cited patent or printed publication when there is a substantial likelihood that
a reasonable examiner would consider the prior art patent or printed publication importantin
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deciding whetheror not the claim is patentable. If the prior art patents and printed publications
relied upon in the request raise a substantial question of patentability, then a “substantial new
question of patentability” is present, unless the same question ofpatentability has already been
decided bya final court holding of invalidity after all appeals, or by the Office in an earlier
examination or in a reexamination of a patent. If a substantial new question of patentability is
foundto be raised, an order granting ex parte reexamination ofthe patentis issued.

Summary of the Prior Prosecution with Respect to the ‘118 Patent

The present request for reexamination is drawn to claims 2-7; 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27. The ‘118
patent was previously the subject of reexamination proceeding 90/009,301. In that proceeding a
final rejection was issued August 2, 2010 rejecting claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41 and 43-46 as
obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 to Heetal. [“He’’] in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,233,686
to Zenchelskyet al. [“Zenchelsky”]. Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 were rejected as obvious over He
in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of admitted prior art [“APA”]. On appeal, the Board
reversed the rejections of claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41 and 43-46, affirmed the rejections of claims
32, 37, 42 and 47, and issued new groundsofrejection of claims 1, 8, 15 and 25 as obvious over
He, Zenchelsky and APA. Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 depended from claims1, 8, 15 and 25,
therefore the Board simply said that the independent claims would be rejected over He,
Zenchelsky and APA for the same reasonsas the dependent claims. The Board did not issue new
groundsofrejection for the other dependent claims.

Uponreturn ofjurisdiction to the examiner, the patent owner made several amendments. It
cancelled claims 1, 8, 15, 25, 32, 37, 42 and 47,all claimsstill under rejection after the Board
decision. It kept as original the no-longer-rejected claims 2-7, 9-14 and 24. It amended claims
16-23 and 26-27; these amendments were minor changesto correct typographicalerrors and to
place someclaims in independent form. Other amendments were madethat are not relevant to
the instant proceeding.

The examinerissued a Notice of Intent to Issue the Reexamination Certificate [“NIRC”] on
January 6, 2012, determiningthat all pending claims were confirmed or patentable. As to claims
2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27, the examiner stated, in several sections:

The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences Decision of August 23, 2011 indicates the
proposed rejection of these claims has been reversed (decision at page 10). No proposed

' new groundsofrejection are indicated. The remainingprior art of record has been
considered and not foundto raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, claims [2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and
26-27] are [confirmed/patentable].
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NIRC mailed January 6, 2012 at pp. 2-3. The reexaminationcertificate issued March 27, 2012.

In summary,the rejections based on He in view of Zenchelsky were reversed by the Board.
Rejections based on He, Zenchelsky and APAwere affirmed, and new groundsofrejection of
someclaims werealso instituted by the Board based on this combination. The Board did not
apply this combination to other claims

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

The present request for reexamination proposesthat claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 are
obvious over He in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of APA. Asnoted, these claims
were rejected in the previous proceeding as obvious over Hein view of Zenchelsky. The Board
reversed that rejection, finding that the references lacked the “redirection server” of the
independent claims. The Boardaffirmed rejections of other dependent claims where APA was
added to the combination, finding that APA teachesa redirection server. The Board entered new
groundsofrejection for the independent claimsonly, rejecting them over He, Zenchelsky and
APA. The Board did not address the merits of claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27individually;
the rejections were reversed due to the reversal as to the independent claims, and the new
grounds were notapplied to these claims. The requester argues that He, Zenchelsky and APA
should now beapplied to these claimsas well.

The reexamination examiner denied the present request seemingly for two reasons. Hestated
that the request was premature because the claims, as amendedin the previous reexamination,
had not yet published, therefore the request was drawn to these not-yet-existing claims rather
than the claims in effect at the time of the determination, as required by MPEP § 2240(II). Order
mailed March 20, 2012 at 2. He also stated that the request appears to allege an SNQ based on
issues currently pending before the Office, and stated there was no SNQ overand above such
issues. Id. at 2-3, This would apparently mean that the requester presented the same question of
patentability as addressed in the previous examination.

Petitioner argues that that the request sufficiently addresses the claims ofthe patent, the claims
that were in effect at the time of the determination as required by 35 U.S.C. § 303 and 37 CFR §
1.515(a), The Director agrees with petitioner. In this case the relevant claimsare those that
originally issued in the ‘118 patent, as the 90/009,301 certificate did not issue until after the
determination. Claims 2-7 and 9-14 have not been changed and remainasoriginally present in
the ‘118 patent. The request addresses those claims, as originally patented, therefore the request
is properly groundedin thestatute in that its proposed SNQs“affect[] any claim ofthe patent’ as
required by 35 U.S.C. § 303(a). It likewise addresses “the claimsin effect at the time of the
determination” as required by 37 CFR § 1.515(a). The Director therefore does not deny the
request for this reason.
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The request also addresses other claims as they were amendedin the ‘9301 proceeding. As
stated, the certificate had notyet issued at the time of the determination, so those claims were not
yet in effect at that time. The MPEP, however, recognizesthis precise issue, and permits a
requester to address proposed amendedclaims from other co-pending proceedings “to permit
examination of the entire patent package”so long as the request is otherwise properly based in
the claims in effect at that time. MPEP § 2240(II). The present request satisfies these
requirements, as it is groundedat least on original claims 2-7 and 9-14, and as MPEP § 2240(II)
tells us it would be a waste of resources to prevent the addressing of the proposed(at the time)
amended claims and require the parties to wait for the actual issuance ofthe certificate.

Accordingly, the request was not improper for being drawn to claimsnotin effect at the time of
the determination.'

The main issue now is whether the request has presented a substantial new question of
patentability. There is little question the request has set forth a question of patentability, the only
question is whetherit is new.

A clear question of patentability has been raised in light of the prosecution of the ‘9301
proceeding. In that proceedingall of the claims at issue here were rejected as obvious over He in
view of Zenchelsky. The Board addressed only the independentclaims, and reversed the
rejections based on the references lacking a feature. The Board howeverreplaced those reversed
rejections with a new rejection, adding APA to the combination. The Board, however never
addressed the dependent claims, including 2-7, 9-14, 16-23 and 26-27. Given thatthe reversal
wasonly based on the independentclaims, the reversed rejections were basically corrected by
adding APA,and there wasnofinding oferror in the original application of He and Zenchelsky
to the dependentclaims, a reasonable examiner would conclude that adding APA would also be
important to the dependent claims. Thus, the requester’s application of He, Zenchelsky and APA
to substantially the same claimsraises a question of patentability.

The question then is whetherthe question of patentability is “new.” A first issue is whether this
combination wasconsidered by the Board as to the dependent claims. The Director finds that
there is no evidence that the Board considered the combination as to the dependent claims. 37
CFR § 41.50(b) permits the Board to set forth a new groundofrejection, but the rule says the
Board “may” include a new groundofrejection, and indeed MPEP § 1213.02 tells usthat “the
exercise of authority under 37 CFR 41.50(b)is discretionary.” MPEP § 1213.02 furthertells us
that becauseit is discretionary, “‘no inference should be drawn fromafailure to exercise that

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

issue was important to address, however, as it appeared to be a primary reason for the examiner denying the request
and because it was the primary issue addressedin the petition.
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discretion.” That the Board declined to reject claims 2 et al. under the combination with APA
therefore does nottell us whether the Board actually considered such a rejection.

Thefinal issue is whether the examiner considered the combination. Again, the examiner
explicitly recited in the NIRC,as to the claimsat issue here:

The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences Decision of August 23, 2011 indicate the
proposedrejection of these claims has been reversed (decision at page 10). No proposed
new groundsofrejection are indicated. The remainingprior art of record has been
considered and not foundto raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, claims [2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and
26-27] are [confirmed/patentable].

NIRC mailed January 6, 2012 at pp. 2-3. The examiner had the combination of He, Zenchelsky
and APA before him; he himself rejected someclaims over this combination, and the Board
rejected additional claims over this combination. The examinersaid that “[t]he remaining prior
art has been considered and not foundto raise further issues beyond those issues already
addressed by the” Board. The examiner wasspecifically aware of the combination, consideredit
with respect to these claims, yet declined to makethe rejection. The issue was therefore squarely
before the examiner during the previous examination,so it is not a new question of patentability.

It is noted that the requester disagrees, arguing that the examinerdid not consider this question of
patentability as to these claims in the NIRC. It suggests that the examiner was confused by the
Board, and believed that the Board confirmedthe patentability of the dependent claims or
mandated allowance of the claims overthe art mentioned in the decision. Request pp. 10-11.
This is pure speculation andthereis nothing in the recordto indicate that the examiner wasnot
aware that he could enter a newrejection after the Board decision. See 37 CFR §§ 41.50(b)(1)
(discussing reopening of prosecution after new ground ofrejection); 1.198 (reopening of
prosecution with Director approval); MPEP §§ 1214.06(IV); 1214.07.

The requester also brushes aside the statement by the examiner from the block quote above,
stating “the examinerdid not consider the patentability of the claims in view ofHeetal.,
Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Rather, the Examiner only considered the remaining prior
art of record prior to issuing the” NIRC. Request p. 11. The Director cannot agree. There is no
evidence that “remaining” means “all of the art that was not mentioned by the Board.” If
anything, the “remaining art” would meanthe art other than that ofthe reversed rejection, and
therefore would include APA. The evidence does not show that the examinerfailed to consider

this combination asto the claimsatissue.

The purpose of reexamination is to address questions of patentability that were not before the
Office previously, not to question the previous examiner’s judgment. See Jn re Swanson, 88
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USPQ2d 1196, 1201-02, 1204-05 (Fed. Cir. 2008) (discussing the legislative history and the use
of old art in raising an SNQ). The request amounts to “we are applying the referencesin the
same way, we just think the examiner missed that he could reject.” As the Federal Circuit has
explained, the substantial new question requirement“guard[s] against simply repeating the prior
examination on the same issues” and prevents “[a] second examination, on the identical ground
that had previously been raised and overcome.” Jn re Recreative Technologies, 38 USPQ2d
1776, 1777-78 (Fed. Cir. 1996). The Office has already had this combination of references
before it and deemedall of the claims patentable. The Office will not reconsider that decision
absent some newand different evidence, argument, interpretation, or the like. There is no
indication that this old art is being viewedin a new light or a different way than it was
previously, or with some newinterpretation of the references. There is no evidencethat the
examinerfailed to appreciate that he was permitted to reject the claims. There is nothing to show
that the questions of patentability are new and different than those from the previous
examination.

Accordingly, because the combination was before the examiner during the previous examination,
the requester has not raised a substantial new question of patentability. The petition filed April
19, 2012 is denied and the request for reexamination is denied.
 

CONCLUSION

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

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

3. This decisionis final and nonappealable. 35 U.S.C. § 303(c) & 37 CFR § 1.515(c). No
further communication on this matter will be acknowledgedor considered.

4. Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed to Alexander Kosowski,
Supervisory Patent Examiner, at (571) 272-3744 or Mark Reinhart, Supervisory Patent
Examiner, at (571) 272-1611...

Trem pe
Director, Central Reexamination Unit

Panasonic-1011

Page 11 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 12 of 307

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARKOFFICE

Patent No. : 6,779,118

Reexamination Control No. : 90/012,149

Filed : February 2, 2012

Examiner : John Hotaling

Art Unit 3992

Confirmation No. : 4719

AUTHORIZATION TO CHARGE DEPOSIT ACCOUNT

ACCOMPANYING

PETITION UNDER37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION
OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Commissionerfor Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

DearSir:

This authorization to charge Deposit Account No. 503550 accompaniesa Petition

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

Ex Parte Reexamination.

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

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

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

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

with Customer No. 51476.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: April 19, 2012 By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
Customer No. 51476

Registration No. 31,567
Requestor of Record
949-433-2849
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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
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARKOFFICE

Patent No. : 6,779,118

Reexamination Control No. : 90/012,149

Filed : February 2, 2012

Examiner : John Hotaling

Art Unit 3992

Confirmation No. : 4719

PETITION UNDER37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION
OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

DearSir:

The Requestorof the above-identified ex parte reexamination hereby petitions for

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

("Order").

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

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

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

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

stated in the Order:

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

concurrent pending Reexamination proceeding 90/009301. The request

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

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

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

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

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

2240(II).

Order at 2 (emphasisin original).
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Application No.: 90/012,149
Filing Date: February 2, 2012

Requestor respectfully disagrees. Although a second reexamination request

must be based onthe claims in effect at the time of the determination’ and not claims

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

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

time of the determination.

Indeed, this must be so because Claims 2-7 and 9-14 were not amendedatall

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

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

properon thoseclaims.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Reexamination Certificate has already issued in the prior reexamination, any

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

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

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

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

renderthe claims of the Reexamination Certificate unpatentable.

Statement of Facts

On August 17, 2004, US Patent No. 6,779,118 to Ikudomeet al. (“the ‘118

patent”) issued.

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

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

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

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

reexamination issued on March 27, 2012.

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

all.

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

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

reexamination to present each claim as an independentclaim that included limitations

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

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

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

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

accesses.”

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

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

Claim 24 depends from amended Claim 23 and was deemedto patentable

becauseof the dependence from a patentable claim.

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

“the user accesses.”

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Claims 16-24 do notdiffer from the claimsin the original patent.

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

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

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

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

reexamination.

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

Claims in Effect at the Time of the Determination

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

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

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

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

effect at the time of the determination.”

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

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

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

Order’s assertion, the present Request is based onthe claimsin effect at the time of the

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

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

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

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

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

the determination and the claims requested for reexamination.

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

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

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

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

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

should be granted on those claims.
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The arguments in the Request for Claims 16-24 and 26-27 were also proper for

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

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

substantial new question of patentability based on the claimsin effect at

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

reexamination may also provide information directed to any

proposed new or amendedclaim in the pending reexamination, to

permit examination of the entire patent package.

(Emphasis added.)

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

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

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

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

MPEP.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Reexamination Certificate

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

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

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

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

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

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

MPEP § 2243 (Emphasis added).

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

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

reexamination proceeding should be based on the claims in the reexamination

certificate.

The Arguments Presented in the Present Request for Reexamination Apply with

Equal Force to the Claims in the Reexamination Certificate

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

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

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

those claims as issued in the Reexamination Certificate.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

apply equally to both sets of claims.

Panasonic-1011

Page 20 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 21 of 307

Application No.: 90/012,149
Filing Date: February 2, 2012

Conclusion

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

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

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

Authorization to Charge Deposit Accountfor any Petition Fee

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

must accompanythis Petition. Accordingly, no fee is being submitted herewith.

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

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

Respectfully submitted,

Date: April 19, 2012 By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
Registration No. 31,567
Requestor of Record
949-433-2849
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a copy of the attached PETITION UNDER37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND

1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE

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

current attorneys of record for the Patent Owner:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria VA 22314

By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell

Panasonic-1011

Page 22 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 23 of 307

Exhibit A

Panasonic-1011

Exhibit A Page 23 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 24 of 307

R} 34 LOG6AG?

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Reexamination Proceeding: 90/4909,304 Confirmation Ne. 6609
tbased on US. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTIONSYSTEM

RESPONSE UNDER37 CFR LLU

 

Attn: Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexamination” November 14, 2009
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 23313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

In response to the Patent Office communication mailed on September 1S, 2009 in the

above-identified ex-purte reexamination proceeding, please amend the present claims and add

newclaims as proposed below and consider the detailed traversal below, wherein:

The Status of claims is Usted on page 2 of this paper.

Amendments to the Claims begin on page 3 ofthis paper.

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 8 of this paper.

Notice of Concurrent Litigation appears on page § of this paper.

Evidence of Serviceof this Response on the 3° party requester is found after the last page

of this paper.
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STATUSOF CLAIMS

Claims 1-27 are subject to reexamination, andare rejected. Claims 1-14, 16, 17, 19, 20,

and 22-25 are net amended. Claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are proposed te be amended. Claims

28-47 are proposed new claims,

bo
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS

Please amend claims 15, 18, 27, 26, and 27, and add proposed new claims 28-47 as

follows:

15. (Currently 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 sel contains at least one of a plurality of

functions used to control data passing betweenthe user and a public network:
 

wherein the redirection serveris configured to allow automated modification of afleast a

portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and

partion of the rule set as a function of same combination oftime, data transmitted to or fromthe

user, or location the user altempis fo access.

18. (Currently Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured

to allow modification of at least a portion ofthe rule set as a function of the location or locations

the user attempts fo access,

21. (Currently Amended} The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection serveris configured

to allowthe removal orreinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function ofthe

location or locations the user attenapts toaccess.
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26, (Currently Amended) The methodof claim 25, further including the step of modifying at

least a portion of the user'srule set as a function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or

from the user, and location or locations the user attempts to access.

27, (Carrently Amended) The method of claim25, further including the step of rernovingor

reinstating at least a portionofthe user's rule set as a function of one or more of: time, the data

transmitted to or from the user and [the] a location or locations the user attempts to access.

 The system of claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes at least one

rule as a function ofatype of IP (Internet Protocol) service.  

 vystem of claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes an initial23. (New, proposed  

temporary rule set and a standardrule set, and wherein the redirectionserverisconfigured to  
 

ulilize the temporary rale set for aninitial period of time and to thereafterutilize the standard   

rule set.

 

 

proposed} The systemof claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes at least one

ruje allowing access based on a request type and a destination address. 

 sroposed} The system of claim 1, 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 atternpted
 

 

destination address.
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 The systemof claim 1, wherein the redirection server is configured to

redirectdata fromthe users’ computers by replacinga first destination address in an[P Coternet 

packet header by a second destination address as a function ofthe individualized rule 

 

33. (New, proposed) The methodof claim 8, wherein the individual rule set inclades at least  

 one rule as a function of a type of IP Gnternet Protocol) service.  

 
 35. (New, proposed) The method ofcl least aim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes at  

 one rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address.   

proposed) 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,  

praposed) The methodof claim 8,wherein the redirection server is configured to  

address in an [P Unternet redirect data fromtheusers’computers by replacing a first destination
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protocolpacket header by a second destination address as a function ofthe individualized nile    

 

35, (New, proposed) The system of claim }  3, wherein the individual rule set includes at least 

one rule as a function of a type af IP (internet Protocal) service. 

The system of claim 15, wherein the individual role set inchides an imitial 

 
 

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is confleured to 

"y rude set for an initial period of time andto thereafter utilize the standard

40, (New, proposed) The system of claim 15, wherein the individual rale set includes atleast  

one rule alowing access based on a request type and a destination address.   

 41. (New, proposed) The system of claim 1S. 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. 

system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is confieured to   

redirect data frornthe users” computers by replacinga first destination address in an IP Unternet  
 

ratocol} packet header by a second destination address as a function ofthe individualized rule  

6
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43. (New, proposed) The method of claim 25, wherein the individual rule sct includes at least   

one rule as a function of a type of IP(internet Protocol) service. 

44. (New, proposed) Ti  ae method of claim 25, wherein the individual rule set includes an initial

temporaryrulesetand a standard rule set. and wherein the redirectionserver is configuredto

dutilize the temporaryrufe set for an initial period of time andto thereafter utilize the standard  
 

rule. set,

45, (New, proposed) The method of claim 25, wherein the individual rule set includes at least
 

one role allowing aceess based on a request type andadestination address. 

 
redirect data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP (internet 

nrotccol) packet header by a second destination address as @ function of the individualized rule 

set.

wd
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS

 L Introduction and Discussion of PreliminaryIssues

A. introduction

This Response and Proposed Amendment is filed in reply to the Office Action mailed

September 15, 2009, As the due date for [Hing a response is November 16, 2009 (since

November 15, 2009 is a Sunday), it is respectfully submitted that this Response is being timely

filed.

A copyof this Response is being served on the third party requester pursuant to 37 CPR

1.248 and 37 CFR 1.SS50¢D.

Claims 1-27 are subject to reexamination, and are rejected. Claims 1-14, 16, 17, 19, 20,

and 22-25 are not amended. Claims [5, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are proposed to be amended. Claims

28-47 are proposed newclaims. No newmatter is added, noris the scope ofthe claims enlarged.

B. Notice of Concurrent Litigation 

Patent Owner notes that the Present Patent is involved in the following Civil Actions:

Linksmuat Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, inc., No. 2:08-cv-00264-TIW-CE

in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas;

Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. Cisco Systems, Inc., No. 2:08-cv-00304-DF-CE

in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas; and

Liiksnuat Wireless Technology, LLC v. SBC Internet Services, lic., No, 2:08-cv-G0385-

TEWin the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas.

&
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Cc. Proposed Rejectionsfrom Request for Reexamination are Not Used  

Patent Owner notes that the pending Office Action did not use any of the rejections

which were proposed by the Request for Reexamination. The Office Action intreduced new

rejections which were not proposed bythe Request for Reexamination.

Specifically, the pending Office Action rejected claims 1-27 under 35 ULS.C. § 103{a} as

being unpatentable over US. Patent No. 6,088,45] (hereinafter “He “451”) in view of US.

Patent No. 6,233,686 (heremafter “Zenchelsky"). As stated on page 2 of the Office Action, He

‘431 is newly-cited art. Patent Owner notes that Zenchelsky was previouslycited in the Request

for Reexamination,

Thus, Patent Owner interprets the Office Action as determining that all of proposed

rejections from the Request for Reexamination are improper, and as determining that patented

claims 1-27 are patentable over all of the proposed rejections from the Request for

Reexamination.

g
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i. Amendments - New Claims

By this Amendment, claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are amended to correct minor

typographical and grammatical errors, and newclaims 28-47 are proposed to be added.

The newly added claims find support throughout the patent specification and claims, as

originally fed. Specific examples of support for each of the newclaims are mentioned below.

although the totality of support for each claini is not necessarily limited to any such specific

support.

New dependent claims 28, 33, 38, and 43 are supported by, at a minimum, the Present

Patent at column 2, lines 8-14. New dependentclaims 29, 34, 39, and 44 are supported by, at a

minimum, the Present Patent at column 5, lines 31-44. Newdependent claims 30, 35, 40, and 45

are supported by, al a ninimam, the Present Patent at columm6, lines 43 and 44. New dependent

claim 31, 36, 41, and 46 are supported by, at a minimum, the Present Patent at column 6, lines

47-49, Newdependent claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are supported by, at a minimum, the Present

Patent at column 6, lines 47-49,

ti. Sunimary of Retecttons   

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent

No, 6,088,457 dheremafter “He ‘451°) in view of U.S. Patent Ne. 6,233,686 Chereinafter

“Zenchelsky"). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees.

Claims 1, 8, 15, and 25 are the sole independent claims of the Present Patent. The

rejections are discussed below, and are organized according to the independent claims.

tO
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HV. Rejection of Claims 1-7

A. Indenendent Claim | 

Independent claim 1 recites, in part, “wherein the authentication accounting server

accesses ihe database and communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the

first user 1D and the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server.”

As an illustrative and non-limiting example of claim 1, the Present Patent states (at lines

23-39 of column 4) that the “Auto-Navi componentof the authentication accounting server 204

queries the database for the rule set to apply to each newsession, and forwards the rule set and

the currently assigned IP address to the redirection server 208."

The Office Action, at page 4, asserts that the above feature of claim 1 is disclosed by He

‘451 at column 17, line 6F to column 18, line 1. However, He ‘451, at column [7, line 61 to

column 18, Une1, merely states:

(2) Upon receiving the user request message, the authentication server
202 uses the user identifier in the im the message to Jook up the user
registration database 210 and retrieves a record corresponding to that user
(user record), A response message is prepared bythe authentication server
22 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)

He “451, at colunm 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 back to the user.

Thus, He “451 does not teach or suggest that the authentication accounting server

“aecesses the database and communicates the individualized rale set that correlates with the

first user ID and the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server,” as

required by claim 1.

II
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Further, Patent Qwner submits that dependent claims 2-7 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 should be withdrawn.

B. Dependent Claim 5(depends from claim 1)

Dependent claim 3 recites, in part, “the redirection server further redireets the data to

and fromthe users’ computersas a function ofthe individualizedrule set.”

As an dlustrative and non-limiting example of claim 3, the present patent states: “[ihe

redirection server programs the rule set and the IP address so as to filter and redirect the user's

packets according to the rale set” (at colamn 6, lines 37-39); “dynamically changing roles, to

allowthe redirection, blocking, or allawing” (at column2, lines 62-63}; and “pass... block...

or modify the request according to the redirection information”(at columm3, fines 18-20).

Further, the Present Patent provides a specific Ghustrative and non-limiting example of

redirecting a message froma first destination address (or attempted destination address) of

“*xyz.com” toe a second destination address (or redirected destination address) of

“www.us.com” (at columm 6 line 21, and at column 6 lines 46-49).

The Office Action, at page 5, asserts that He ‘451 discloses the above feature at column

19, Hines 2-11. However, He ‘451, at column 19, lines 2-11, merelystates:

Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list

of user credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list
in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent back in a response
message and will be used for the user to communicate with the network
element access server 206. (emphasis added}

Additionally, He ‘431, at column 9, lines 38-41, merely discloses “an access control list

for each network resource or information... shall contain the Hst of user identifiers who are

12
aa
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allowed to access it and the kind of access rights that are allowed fo each user.” In other words,

He “431 merely blocks or allows aceess, and merely determines the kind of aceess rights that

are allowed to each aser who is allawed access. He ‘451 dees not redireet data.

Further, FIG. 5 of He ‘451 merely discloses a state diagram. Specifically, clement 304 is

the “Login” state, which can transition to three other states:

a} element 406: the “Authorization OK”state;

b) element 508; the “No Match”state; and

c} element 310: the “Terminate”state.

As discussed in the He “451 specification at column 26, ine 33 to column 27, line 12,

FIG, 5 dlustrates an exemplarystate 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 whenthe

“No Match” state is reached, and also when the “Terminate” state is reached. Farther, FIG, 5

also appears to merely allow data (without redirection} when the “Authorization OK” state is

reached.

Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest that the redirection server “redirects the data”

as required by dependent claim5,

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim $5 should be

withdrawn.

c Dependent Claim 6 (depends from claim| 

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

set.” Tustrative examplesofredirecting data are discussed above with respect to claimS,
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The Office Action, at page 6, 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. However, as discussed above with respect to

claim 5, He “431 merely blocks or allows access, and merely determines the kind ofaccess rights

that are allowed to cach user who is allowed access. He ‘45] does not redirect data.

Thus, He “451 does nat teach or suggest that “the redirection server further redirects the

data from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a functionof the individualized

rule set,” as required by dependent claim6.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 6 should be

withdraw.

¥. Rejection of clanns §-14

A. independent Claim8

Independent claim § recites, in part, “communicating the individualized rule set that

correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned network address te the redirection

sever from the authentication accounting server.”

As an illustrative and non-limiting example of claim 8, the Present Patent states Cat lines

55-39 of column 4) that the “Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server 204

queries the database for the rule set to apply fo each newsession, and forwards the rule set and

the currently assigned IP addresstothe redirection server 208.”

The Office Action, at page 7, asserts that the above feature of claim 8 is disclosed by He

‘451 at column 17, line 61 to column 18, line 1. However, He ‘451, at column 17, line 61 to

column 18, ine 1, merelystates:
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(2} Upon receiving the user request and retrieves a record corresponding
to that aser (user record). A response message is prepared by the
authentication server 202 and message, the authentication server 202 uses
the user identifier im the in the message to feok up the userregistration
database 210 sent back fo the user. The response message contains a
general ticket for the user to communicate with the credential server 204
for authentication. (emphasis added)

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 prepares a response message and sends the response message back to 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 8.

Purther, Patent Owner submits that dependent claims 9-14 depend from claim 8, and are

patentable for the same reasons as claim 8, as well as on their own merits.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that these rejections of claims 8-14 should be

wuhdrawn.

B, Dependent Claim 12 (depends from claim 8}  

Dependent claim 12 recites, in part, “redirecting the data te and from the users‘
+

computers as a function of the individualized rule set.

As an Ulustrative and non-limiting exnbodiment of claim 12, the Present Patent states:

“tthe redirection server programs the male set and the IP address so as to filter and redirect the

usex’s packets according to the rale set” (at column6, limes 37-39); “dynamically changing rules,

to allow the redirection, blocking, or allowing” (at column 2, lines 62-63); and “pass...8 g .
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block... or modifythe request according to the redirection information” (at column 3, lines 12-

20 20}, Further, Present Patent providesaspecific illustrative exampleofredirecting a message

from a destination address of “*.xyz.com”™ te a redirected destination address of

“www.us.com”(at column6line 21, and at column 6 lines 46-48).

The Office Action, at page 8, 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 eredential server 204 will retrieve the list

of aser credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list
in a ctedential 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 cohumn 9, Imes 38-41, merely discloses “an access control list

for cach network resource or information ... shall comtain the list of user identifiers who are

allowed to access it and the kind of access rights that are allowed fo each user.” In other words,

He “451 merely blocks or allows access, and merely determines the kind of access rights that

are allowed to each user whois allowed access. He ‘451 does not redirect data,

Thus, He ‘451 doesnot teach or suggest “redirecting the data” as required by dependent

claim #2,

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 12 should be

withdrawn.

‘pendent claim [3 Giepends fromclaim8)  

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

from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule

set.” Hlustrative examples of redirecting data are discussed above with respect to claim12.
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The Office Action, at pages 8 and 9, asserts that He ‘451 discloses the above feature at

KG. 10, wherein the plural network elements 104 allegedly represent multiple potential

destinations for interaction based on particular user credentials. However, as discussed above

with respect to claim 12, He “431 merely blocks or allows access, and merely determines the

kind of access rights that are allowed to each user who is allowed access. He ‘451 does not

redirect data as discussed above with respect to claim 12.

Thus, He “451 does not teach or suggest that the redirection server “redireets the data

from the users’ computers to multiple destinations” as required by dependent claim 13.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 13 should be

withdrawn.

YE—sRejection of claims 15-24 

A. Independent Claim 15 

Amended independent claim 15 recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to

allow automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set... as a function of seme

combination of time, data transmitted to er from the user, or a location that the user

attempts to access.”

As an Uhustrative and non-Hmiting example of claim 15, the Present Patent (at column 7,

at lines 9-10) states that a redirection rule (“*=<>www.widgetsell.com’”) will expire after

being invoked a single time (“expire” and “Ix”. The expired mile may be automatically

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

automatically modified (by removal) as a function of a combination of time and the location that

the user attenipts to access.
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Similarly, as another Wustrative and non-limiting example of claim 15, a redirectionrule

that will expire after two uses (“expire” and “2x") may be decremented (automatically modified)

afler the first invocation to expire after one more use (“expire and “1x"), and then raay be

removed (automatically modified again) after the modified rule (“1x”) is invoked.

The Office Action, at page 10, asserts that the above feature of claim 15 is disclosed by

He “451 at colamn 17, ine 13, and column 17, Hnes 1921. However, He ‘451, at colamn17,

lines 6-13, merely states, “Jo}ther administrative infermation to enhance the effectiveness of

the nelwork security mechanisms. The administrative information includes, but not limited to...

the maximum lifetime of each authentication.” Further, He ‘451, at column 17, lines 19-21,

merely provides a database tool for “the security system administrator [a haman] to create,

delete, disable and modify a user account.” However, the user records of He ‘451 appearto

remain unchanged, even after the maximumlifetime of the authentication expires.

First, He “451 merely discloses a system security administrator (a person), and does not

teach or suggest an “automated modificationofat least a portion of the rule set,” as required by

claim |.

Second, He ‘451 merely discloses a “maximumlifetime of each authentication,” but does

not teach or suggest “modification”at least a portion ofthe rule set as a function of “time, date

transmitted to or from the user, or a location that the user attempts to access,” as required by

claim .

Third, even if He ‘451 discloses modifying at least a portion of the rale set as a function

of time (which the Patent Owner does not adnut), then He ‘451 stil does not teach or suggest

“automated modification of at least a portion of the mile set... as a function of seme

combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or a location that the user attempts to
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access.”

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 attempts te access,”

as required byclaim LS.

Further, Patent Owner submits thet dependent claims 16-24 depend from claim 15, and

are patentable for the same reasons as claim 15, as well as on their own merits.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 15-24 should be

withdrawn.

B. Dependent claim16(depends 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 claum 15, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest this feature.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 16 should be

withdrawn.

C. Dependent claim 18 Glepends from claim 15)  

Amended 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 the user

attempts to access.”

The Office Action, at page 11, asserts that the above feature of claim18 is disclosed by

He ‘45% at column 17, ines 19-21. However, He ‘451, at column 17, lines 19-21, merely
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provides a database tool for the security system administrator (a human) to “ereate, delete,

disable and modify a user account.”

Thus, He “451 does not teach or suggest modifying the rule sct “as a function of the

location the user affempts fo access,” as required by dependentclaim 18.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim I8 shauld be

withdrawn,

VEL Rejection of claims 23-27  

A. Independent Claim 25

Independent claim 25 recites, In part, “medifying at least a portion of the user's rule set

while the user’s rule set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address in

the redirection server.”

The Office Action, at page 14, asserts that the above feature of claim 25 is disclosed by

He ‘451 at column 17, lines 19-21. However, He ‘451, at column 17, lines 19-21, merely states,

“Tilt is desirable that a database be provided for the systern security administrator to create,

delete, disable and modify a user account.” In other words, He “451 merely modifies, but docs

not teach or suggest when this modification occurs.

Thus, He “451 does not teach or suggest “medifying at least a portion of the nser’s rule

set while the user’s rule set remains correlated to the temperarily assigned network address

in the redirection server,” as required by independent claim25,

Dependent claim 26 and 27 depend from independent claim 25, and are patentable for at

least the same reasons as independent claim 25, as well as on thelr own merits.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection ofclaims 25-27 should be withdrawn.
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VHE. New Claims (denendent claims 28-47 

Each of the proposed new claims (28-47) is of the same scope (with changes in wording

as permitted under the statutes and the regulations), or of a narrower scope than at least onc of

the claims of the Present Patent. Since all of the original claims of the Present Patent are

patentable for the reasons discussed above, the proposed newclaims are patentable for at least

the same reasons as their respective base claims, as well as on their own merits. Specific

additional reasons for patentability of each of the proposed new claims 28-47 are provided

below,

Proposed new dependent claims 28, 33, 38, and 43 depend respectively from independent

claims 1, 8, 15, and 23. Each of new dependent claims 28, 33, 38, and 43 recites, in part, “the

individual rule set includesat least one rule as a function of a type of IP (internet Protocol)

service.” Patent Owner submits that this claimed feature is not disclosed by He “451 or by

Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependent claims are patentable overthe citedpriorart,

Proposed new dependent claim 29, 34, 39, and 44 depend respectively from independent

clams 1, 8, 15, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 29, 34, 39, and 44 recites, in part,

“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 temporaryrule set for an

initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard rule set.” Patent Qwner submits

that this claimed feature is not disclosed by He “451 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new

dependent claims are patentable overthe cited prior art.

Proposed new dependent claims 30, 35, 40, and 45 depend respectively fromindependent

claims 1, 8, 15, and 23. Each of new dependent claims 30, 35, 40, and 45 recites, in part, “the

individual rule set includes at least ene rule allowing access based on a request type and a
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destination address.” Patent Owner submits that this claimedfeature is notdisclosed by He

‘451 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependentclaims are patentable overthe cited prior

art.

Proposed new dependent claims 31, 36, 41, and 46 dependrespectively from: independent

claims [, 8, £5, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 31, 36, 41, and46 recites, in part, “the

individual rule set includes at least one rule redirecting data te a new destination address

based on a request type and an attempted destination address.” Patent Qwner submits that

this claimedfeature is not disclosed by He ‘451 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependent

claims are patentable overthe cited priorart.

Proposed new dependent claims 32, 27, 42, and 47 depend respectively from independent

claims 1, 8. 15, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 32, 27, 42, and 47 recites, in part, “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.” Patent Owner submits that this claimed

feature is not disclosed by He ‘451 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependent claims are

patentable over thecited priorart. |

Thus, Patent Owner respectfully submits that proposed new claims 28-47 should be

allowed.
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Panasonic-1011

Exhibit A Page 45 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 46 of 307

RES4 1006,AG2

IX. Conclusion

For at least the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that patented claims 1-27 are

patentably distinguished over the applied prior art. Thus, reconsideration and confirmation of

the patentability of claims 1-27, allowance of newclaims 28-47 and an early Notice of Intent to

Issue a Reexamination Certificate are respectfully solicited.

It is believed that all of the pendingissues have been addressed. However, the absence of

a teply to a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement with or concession

ofthat 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)

thal have not becn 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

amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the claim

prior fo its amendment.

Patent Owner has submitted herewith the fees for the newly added claims. 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 anysuch fee or fees and refund any excess

payments to Deposit Account No, 50-2929, referencing docket no. R1341006.
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Should the Examiner have any questions or comments regarding this matter, the

undersigned may be contacted at the below-listed telephone mamber.

HERSHROVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

TEL: (703) 370-4800
PAX: (703) 370-4809
E-MAIL: patent@hershkevitz.net

RUA TO0G.AG2, ARVEG
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RKoaichiro Ikudome et al.

Abraham Hershkovitz
Reg. No, 45,294
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Res. No, 56,609
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IN PHE 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 Na. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed:December 17, 2008 Examiner: SamRimell

For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

AFTER FINAL RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR L116

AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT UNDER37 CFR L530

Atin: 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 OMice Action mailed August 2, 2010, and

the Personal Interview held on September 21, 2010 im the above-identified ex-parte

reexamination proceeding. The due date for filmg a Response is October 2, 2010,

Accordingly, this Response is timely filed.

Statement of Interview and an Information Disclosure Statement (DS) 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 claims is listed on page 2 of this paper.

Amendments to the Clains begin on page 3 of this paper.

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 7 of this paper.

Evidence of Service of this Response onthe 3” party requesteris found afterthe last page

of this paper.
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STATUSOFCLAIMS

Claims 1-47 are subject to reexamination, andare rejected.

The amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 were previously sabmitted 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 clanms 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 relative to the Response fled on November 14,

2009,  Additionafly, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amended to recite “the

individualized rule set,” and newclaims 38-47 have been amendedto recite “the modified rale

set” to overcome the antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. During

the Personal Interview heid on September 21, 2010, the Examiner stated that these mmor

amendments probably would be entered if submitted m anafter-final Response.

Patent Ownerrespectfully submits that all of the above amendments should be entered

under 37 CFR £.116 for correction of informalities and/or for srmphificatian of issues for appeal.

b2
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS

Claims /-47 are pending.

Please amend claims 13, 18, 21, 26, and 27 as previously requested in the Responsefiled

on November 14, 2009 Per 37 CFR E3300) and MPEP 2250, these amendmeniy are puide

relative to the patent as ofthe date offiling the requestfor examination.

For the conventence ofthe Examiner, Appendix A illustrates the amendments to clainis

#3, 28, 21, 26, and 27 relative fo the Responsefiled on November f4, 2009.

Additionally, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amended to recite “the

individiualized rule set,” and claims 38-47 have been amended to recite “the modified rule set”

fa overcame te antecedent haxis rejection under 33 USC 112, secondparagraph.

this Amendment does not raise newixsues requiringfurther consideration relative to the

previous Amendment In fact, this Ainendment 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, entryofthis Amendment is apprapriate

and is urged.

1S. (Twice Amended) Asystem comprising:

a redirection server [programed] programmed with a uscr's rule set correlated to a

temporarily assigned networkaddress; whercin the rale set contains at least one ofa plurality of

functions used to control data passing between the user and a pubhe network;
 

wherein the redirection scrver is configured toa allaw automated modificationofat least a

portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned networkaddress; and

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at least a

portion of the rule set as a function ofsorne combination oftime, data transmittedto 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

allowmodification ofat least a portion ofthe rule set as a function ofthe location or locations

the user accesses, [access|

21. (Twice Amended} The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configared to
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allowthe rernoval or reinstatement ofat least a portion of the rule set as a function ofthe

location or locations the user accesses. faccess.}

26. (TeiceAmended} The method of claim 25, further including the step of modifying at least

a portion ofthe user's rule set as a function of one or more oft time, data transmitted te 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 ofone or more of time, the data

transmitted to or fromthe user and [the] a location or locations the user accesses. [accoss.]

  
utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time andto thereafter utilize the standard
 

rule set,

 
destination address.

New) The system of claim |. wherein the redirection server is confizured to redirect date 

from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP Gnternet  

packet header by a second destination address as a function of the individualized nule set.
 

33. (New) The method ofclaim &. wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one
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rufe as a function of a type of IP (Internet Protocol service,   

 

 
 
allowing access based on a request type and a destmationaddress.
 

41. (New) The system of claim 15. wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule
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redirecting the data fo a new destination address based on a request type and an attempted
 

destination address.

  
temporaryrule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is confipuredta  

utilize the temporary rule set for an intial period of time andto thereafter utilize the standard
 

tule set.

45. (New) The methed of claim 24, wherein the modified nile set includes at least one rule  

allawing access based on arequest type and a destination address.

46, {New) The method of clatm 25, wherein the modified rule set includes at least ane rule 

redirecting the data to a new destination address based on are    est type and anattempted

destination address.

47, (New) The methodof claim 25, wherein the redirection server is configured to redirect  

data from the users’ cornputers by replacing a first destination address in an IP Unternet
 

nacket header bya second destination address as a function of the individualized rule  

 

8
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REMARKS

1. Introduction and Discussion of Preliminary Issues 

A. Introduction

This after final Response is in reply to the Anal Office Action mailed on August 2, 2010

in the abowe-identified ev-parre reexaminationproceeding.

Claims 1-47 are subject to reexamination, and are rejected. Claims 24-47 are proposed

newclaims which were presented in the Response filed an November 14, 2009.

The amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 were previously sabmitted in the

supplemental Response filed on May 24, 2010, and were not entered by the Office. These

amendments are repeated herein.

Further, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amended to recite “the individualized

rule set,” and new claims 38-47 have been amended to recite “the modified rule set” to overcome

the antecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph. Neo new matter is added,

nor is the scope ofthe claimsenlarged.

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.

B. AH Amendments should be entered under 37 CFR LI16

Patent Qwner respectfully 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 issucs for appeal. During the Personal

Interview held on September 23, 2010, the Examiner stated that these amendments probably

would be entered if submitted in an after-final Response.

Patent Owner provides Appendix A ilustrating the amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26,

and 27 relative to the Response filed on November 14,2009. This Appendix should reduce the

burden on the Examiner in determining what the differences are between the two amendmenis.

Additionally, amendments to new claims 28-31, 33-36, and 3-47 are provided herein

merely to overcome a 33 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 ander 37 CFR1.11600).
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C. 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 ungrammiatical term, the Response filed on November 14, 2009 amended these
3

claimsto recite “the user attempts fo access.” Upon further review, Patent Owner submuts that

rLis even more clear to amend these claims to recite “the user accesses.”

To keep the recordclear, Patent Owner respectfully directs the Examiner’s attention to a

court order (Case 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, Document 492, issued on 06/30/10, MEMORANDUM

OPINION AND ORDER) which is being provided separately in an Information Disclosure

Statement (DS). A. copy was received bythe Firm ofthe undersigned on September 22, 2010,

The court order, at pages 1¥-19, discusses the term“Jocation the user access” from original

patented claim 15, and states that claim 15 is indefinite. The Examineris invited to reviewthe

memorandumin is entirety.

Patent Owner submits that original patented claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are merely

uogrammatical, and these claims have been clarified by amendment to recite “the user

accesses.”

This amendment is supported by, at a minimum, the specification at column. 7, lines 48 to

in an alternate embodiment a user may be periadically redirected to a
location, based on the number of other factors, such as the number of
locations accessed, the time spent af a Jocation, the types of locations
accessed, and other such factors.

DR. Interview Summary mailing date is not correct 

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the Interview Summarycontains a typographical

error regarding the mailing date. Specifically, a Personal Interview was held on November [2,

2009. The Intervicw Summary cover page (form PTO-90C) asserts a mailing date of

November 9, 2009, which preeedes 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,

ae Panasonic-1011
Exhibit B Page 56 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 57 of 307

RIB4LONG_ATO US 677a 118 Reexamination No. 904009,301

IL SIGNAL FLOWCHART(illestratine sicnal flows of claim F-GENERAL 

Asignal flow chart is attached as Exhibit A. Exhibit A is a “blown up” copy of FIG. 2

of the specification, with annotations illustrating 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 clement 204 CAUTHENTICATION AND ACCOUNTING

SERVER) for identification, and the reexamination number and the docket number have been

insertedto identify the document.

During the Personal Interview, one Examiner correctly pointed out that claim 1 doos 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 Server B.

Patent Qwner's representatives wish ta make one additional comment regarding this

fieure, which might not have been clearly stated during the Personal Interview. Path G is

complex, and not all possibilities from claim 1 are expressly Ulustrated. Specifically, claim |

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 thena series of rectangles (or a thick dashed fine} 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 claim1. The

processing may be, for example, redirecting. In this case, the processed signal would be a

redirected signal, as ihustrated 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 EP address and rule set, and is programmed to implement the rale set for the

IP address, as well as... performing the physical redirection of data packets based on the

rile sets.”

In other words, the redirection server of claim I 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.
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il. SIGNAL FLOWCH  dillustrating signal Nows of claim D-DETAILED   

The following clearly maps the language of claim | to the features of the signal flow

chart (Exhibit A). Claim 1 recties, in full (with line breaks and Jabels A-G added for

convenience):

1, A systemcomprising:

A} a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user 1Ds with an
individualized rule set;

B) a chal-up networkserverthat receives user [Ds from users’ computers:

©) 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
network server and the redirection server:

E) wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for anc 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 1D and

the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server; and.

G) wheremn 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.

Patent Owner submits that a person of ordinary skill in the art would interpret claim: | in

view of the specification by mapping the signal flows of claim 1 directly onto PIG. 2. Now

cach feature will be individually mappedin detail to the signal flowchart.

A a database with entries correlating each of a phurality of user [Ds with an 
«

individualized rule set;

Database A (206) illustrates the above database. Signal flows DI and F1 are discussed

below with respect to Authentication and Accounting Server D (hereinafter “Authentication

Server D” for the sake ofbrevity) and feature F below.

1)
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 a dial-up network server that receives user 1Ds from users' computers: 

Dial-Up Network Server B (102) receives user [Ds trom users* computers via signal path

B (ihe dotted line from Users” Computers (100) to Dial-Up Server B). Note that arrow heads

indicate a direction of flowin the suyznal paths.

Stgenal paths C1, D2, £, and Gare discussed below.

network server and a publicC a_ redirection server connected to the dial-u  

network, and

Redirection Server C (208)is:

connectedto the Dial-Up Server B via path C1, and

connectedto Public Network (110) via path C2,

an authentication accounting server connected ta the database. the dial-up 

network server and the redirection server:

Authentication Server Dis:

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.

 
Dial-Up Network Server B commiunicates a 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.

EF wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and 

communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the Grst user 1D and

the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server: and 

li
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The Authentication Server D accesses the Database A via signal path FI, 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 af the users 

computers are preeessed by the redirection server according to the individualived  

rule set.

Data is directed toward the Public Network 110 from one ofthe users* computers 100 via

signal path G (and perhaps G’). This data is “processed” by the Redirection Server C according

to the mdividualized rule set. Processing was discussed above in detail, and this discussion is

repeated immediately belowfor the sake of completeness and detail.

The signal path G mayflow through the Dial-up Network Server B (as shown), or may

flowaround the Dial-up Network Server B.

Path G is complex, and not all possibilities from claim | are expressly ilustrated,

Specifically, claim | recites, in part, “processed by the redirection server according te the

individualized rule set.” In the signal flow chart, Path Gis 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 claim1. 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, “{i}he redirection server 208

receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmedto implement the 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 capahie of redirecting.
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Ty. Detailed Discussion of He *451 lied reference   

 

US. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He “451°) provides a security system/methodfor

network element access in an onterprise network. Security is enforced using

Credential/Privileges control for cach individual user, and a user may be granted or denied

access to specific clements within an enterprise. FIG. 10 of He “451 is provide immediately

belowfor convenience.

FIG 10 OF He “451

 
 

ceabeacateteancecte

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

infercannection network 106.7% Further, He “451, at 4:49, states, “local access control.”

Additionally, sce “Enterprise Network” at 4:53.

Tn 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 fo gain access credential to a

network clement. The following figure was created by the Patent Ownerto illustrate the steps of

He “451, based an the specification of He “451.
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STEPS OF He *451

 
Step I:

wn SaltUser (102} sends a message to authentication server (202) to get a general ticket (17

through 18:2).

Step 2:

User (102} sends message to the credential server (204) to wet 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 clement (104) (20-28-55),

Step 4:

Then User (102) accesses to the specific network element (104) withthe ticket obtained at step

3 (2132-37). It is the specific network element that makes the decision as to act on user’s

request or stop based on the ticket suppliedby the user (HE, fig &).

These steps of He “451 dhistrate a conventional client-server arrangement. After

sending a credential ticket back to the user, the credential server (04) (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 pubhe network from one of

the user's computers, as required by paragraph g) claim 1. Other features of claim | are also

not disclosed by He “451, as discussed in detail below.

Vv. 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

overcome this rejection, as discussed above.

Claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 LS.C. $ 103¢a) as being

unpatentable over US. Patent No. 6,088,451 Chereinafter “He “451") in view of U.S. Patent No.

6,233,086 (herematier “Zonchelsky”}. Patent Owner respectfully disagrees, as explained mm

detail below.

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are rejected ander 35 USC. § 103@) as being unpatentable

over He “451, in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of alleged admitted prior art

(“Background of the Invention” at coluunn 1, Hines 53-37 of the Present Patent, hereinafter

“AAPA” Patent Owner respectfully disagrees, as explamed in detail below.

Claims 1, 8, 15, and 25 are the sole independent claims of the Present Patent. The

rejections are discussed belowin detail.

i Rejections under 38 USC 112, second paragraph  

Claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as

being imdefinite regarding antecedent basis. Patent Owner has amended these claims to

overcome this rejection, as discussed above.

 

Claims [-31, 33-36, 38-41, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. $ 103{a) as being

unpatentable over ULS. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He “451") in view of US. Patent No.

6,233,686 (heremafter “Zenchelsky”). Patent Owner respectiully disagrees, as explained

below.

Claims 1, 8, 14, and 25 are independent.

1S
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A. Independent Claim i 

Independent claim 1 recites, in fall Qvith ine breaks and labels A-G added for

couvenience):

1. A system comprising:

A) a database with entries correlating cach of a plurality of user IDs with an
individualized rule set;

B) a dial-up network serverthat receives user [Ds 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
network server and the redirection server;

E} wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of
the asers’ computers and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user
1D to the authentication accounting server;

F) wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and
communicates the individualized nue set that correlates with the first user ID and

the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server, and

G} wherein data directed toward the public network fromthe one of the users’
computers are processedby the redirection server according to the individualized
rule set.

Patent Owner will distinguish multiple features of claim 1] over the combination af He

“451 and Zenchelsky, one featare at a time. While the most distinguishing features are discussed

below, other distinguishing features also exit.

ja. Define “redirection server” — Personal Interview

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the “redirection server” feature of claim 1 is not

disclosed by the combination af He “451 and Zenchelsky.

During the recent Personal Interview, it became clear that the Exarniner was notasserting

that the prior art disclosed a redirection fimction. Rather, the Examiner was asserting that a

redirection server did not necessarily have te be capable of performing redirection, but

merely had to be capable of performing any one of three fimctions: allow/pass, block, or

16
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modity/redirect, This interpretation was not clear frorn any of the Office Actions. Patent

Ownerrespectfully disagrees.

Patent Owner's representatives submit that the redirection server of claim | 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 implement the rale 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 rule set.

lb.__Define “redirection server” — Court Interpretation

The Court Order (Case 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, Document 492, issued on 06/30/10,

MEMORANDUMOPINION AND ORDER, a copy of which was received by the Firm ofthe

 

undersizned 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.

As a 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 changing rules to allow the redirection, blocking, or allowing ofspecific data traffic

jor specific users, as a function of database entries and the user's activity.” (Present Patent,

264-65, 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

programmedto implement... checking data packets and blocking er allowing the packets . . .

[and] performing the physical redirection of packets .. . .” (Present Patent, 4:59-65, the

bracketed term “Jand]” inserted by the Court). It is impertant to nete that the Court

intentionally inserted the bracket bracketed term “[and]” to clarify that the redirection

server is programmed to perform redirection, 

Farther, page 14 of the Order constructs the term “redirection server’ as “a server

7
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lagically located between the user's compater and the network that controls the user's access to

the network.” The Court’s analysis arriving at this definition appears to 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 (andthe

expressly narned or nominal) fiction of the redirection server.

lc. Define “redirection server” — nominal fimction

atent Owner further respectfully submits that names have meaning. As such, a server

that is named a redirection server must have, by the plain meaning of werds, a redirection

function. Redirection is, literally, the nominal meaning of a redirection server. “This arguument

is consistent with the Court's interpretation.

Id.

The Present Patent, at 6:21, and at column 6:46-49, provides anillustrative and non-

Example of “redirection”   

limiting example of redirecting a message from a first destimation address (or attempted

destmation address, or target address} of “*.xyz.com” to a second destination address (or

redirected destination address) of “wwwus.com.”

Ie. 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 FRG 10 of He “451. However, He “451, at column £2, line

65 to column 13, line 42, merelystates:

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 or user credentials for effectiveand efficient administration, the same as the authentication server 202.The authentication server 202 only sthentieutes the user identity to
network clements. 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 nctwork 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

eredential/privilege control is an integral part of the user sign-on process
that leads to the final access decisions fo grant or to deny user access
requests for nctwork 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 additonal

details.

Thus, He “451 does not teach or suggest the redirection functionality of the “redirection

server” feature of claim1.

? Distinguish “redirection server connected to the dial-up network server  

  and a public network”

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the “redirection server commected to the dial-up

network server and a public network” feature of claim | is not disclosed by the combination

of He “451 and Zenchelsky,

As an illustrative and non-limiting exarnple of this feature of claim 1, FIG. 2 of the

Present Patent illustrates dial up network server 102 connected to redirection server 208 which,

in turn, is connected to internet 110.

Arguenda, even if the credential server 204 in FIG. 10 of He “451 discloseda redirection

server (which Patert 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 featare 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 ‘451is a local network, and is not a public network. He “451,

at column 4, line 31-32, states, “the interconnection network 106." Further, He “431, at column.

4, fine 49, states, “local access cantral.”’ Sec the above detailed discussion of He ‘451 for

additional details.

19
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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 netwerk” feature of claim|.

Distinewuish “the authentication accounting server accesses the database 

and cormmiumnicates the individualizedrule set that correlates with the frst user ID

and the temporarily assiened network address to the redirection server.”
 

Independent claim | recites, in part, “wherein the authentication accounting server

accesses the database and communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the

first user 1D and the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server.”

As an illustrative 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

rule set to apply to cach new session, and forwards the rule set and the currently assigned IP

address to the redirection server 208." (4:55-39) 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 tho above feature of claim | is disclosed

by He ‘451 at 17:61-66, 17:67 through 1&:1, and [9:2-7.

However, He “431, at 17:61 to ER:1, merelystates:

(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 (uscr
record}, A response message is prepared by the authentication server 202
and sent back to the user. The response message contains a general
ticket for the user to communicate with the credential server 204 for

authentication. (emphasis added)

However, the above portion of He “451 authentication server merely sends the response

message back to the user, net te credential server, In other words, He"451 docs not teach

signal pathF2.

Additionally, He ‘451, at column 16, lines 52-67, states that a “record” may include the

list of “aser credentials” reflecting “the most recent changes to the privilege set for the user.”

He “451, at column 19, lines 2-8, merelystates:

Based on the user identification, the credential server 204 will retrieve the

20
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hist of user credentials fromthe registration database 210 and enclose the
list in a credential ticket, The credential ticket is sent back in a response
message and will be ased for the user to communicate with the network
elemont access server 206.

However the credential ticket fs not an mdividualized rule set. Thus, He “441 does nat
Ke

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 claim1.

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 1 appears to allow the rale set

ta reach the redirection server from either the authentication server or framthe database.”

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the above interpretation of the final Office Action

is contrary to the clear languave of claim 1. Claim | states, “the authentication accounting

server accesses the database and communicates the individualizedrule set that correlates with

the first user ED and the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server.”

More concisely 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 | 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.

tn orderto reach the interpretation of the final Office Action (atthe top paragraphof page

27), claim 1 wouldhave 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 Qwner 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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Thas, He “451 does not teach or suggest the above recitedfeature ofclaim 1.

4a. Distinenish “data directed toward the public network from the one of the  

 

 

users’ computers are processed by the redirection server according to the individuatived  

rule sot”

Independent claim | recites, in part, “data directed toward the public network from the

one of the users’ computers are processed by the redirection server aecording to the

individualizedrule set.”

As discussed above, this feature of claim | is represented, in one example, by signal flow

Gof Exhibit A.

He “451 does not disclose the programmed redirection function of the “processed bythe

redirection server” feature of claim 1.

Additionally, claim |] expressly requires that “data directed teward the publie network

... are processedbythe redirection server.”

In contrast to chum 1, the credential server of He “4451 merely receives a message from

User (102), and then sends a credential ticket back to the user. Neither the message fromthe

user, nor the credential ticket to the user, disclose data directed toward the public network.

He"45] does not teach any server that processes data directed toward the public nenvork from.

the one of the user’s computers.
5

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

column4, line 31-32, states, “the interconnection network 106." Further, He “451, at catumn4,

line 49, states, “local access control.” See the above detailed discussion of He “441 for

additional details.

In summary, Patent Owner respectfully submits that He “451 docs not teach or suggest

any of the abovediscussed features of claim 1, Further, the other applied art does not remody

the deficiencies of He “451.

Thus, the rejection of claim | should be withdrawn. Further, Patent Owner submits that

dependent claims 2-7 and 28-32 depend from claim |, and are patentable for the same reasons as

claim f, as well as on their own merits.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 1-7 and 28-32 should beTherefore, Patent O bmuts that tf i fel 1-? and 28-32 should b
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withdrawn.

B. Dependent Claim § (depends from claim |  

Dependent claim 3 recites, in part, “the redirection server further redireets the data to

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

As an illustrative and non-limiting example of claim 3, the present patent states: “[t]he

redirection server programs the rule set and the IP address so as to filter and redirect the user’s

packets according to the rale set” (6:37-39); “dynamically changing rules, to allow the

redirection, blocking, or allowing” (2:62-63); and “pass ... block .. . or modify the request

according te 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

“*xvz.com™ to 2 second destination address (or redirected destination address} of

“wrw.us.canr” (at column6 line 21, and at column 6 lines 46-49),

As discussed above with respect to claim 1, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the

, and He “451 does notredirection. server of claim 1 is programmed to perform redirection  

disclose the capability of performing redirection.

Even if the claim | feature “redirection server” is disclosed by a server merely having a

functionality of blocking @which Patent Owner does not admit), dependent claim 5S oxpressly
~

requires that “the redirection server further redirects the data.” Thus, claim 45 expressly 

requires that the redirection server have the redirecting functionality.  

The final Office Action, at page 7, asserts that He ‘45] discloses the above featureat

columm19, lines 2-11. However, He “451, at calumn 19, lines 2-11, racreby states:

Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list
of user credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list
ima 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 cohimn 9, tines 38-41, merely discloses “an access control list

for cach network resource or information... shall contain the list of user identifiers who are

allawedto 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 howto redirect data directed toward public network from

one of a user's computer. In fact, He “451 does not disclose anytype of redirectionatall,

Patent Owner respectfully 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 ffs own merits.

C. Dependent Claim 6 (depends fram 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

set.” Hlustratrve examples ofredirecting data are discussed above with respect to claim5.

The final Office Action, at pages 7 and 28, asserts that He “451 disclases the above

feature at FIG. 10, wherem the plural network clements 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 determmes the kind of

access rights that are allowed to cach user who is allowed access. He “451 does not redirect

the data in any way.

Second, claim 6 expressly redirects the data to “nvultiple 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 sct. In other words a single individualized rule set

results inredirections to multiple destinations.

Thus, He ‘431 does not teach or suggest that “the redirection server further redireets the

data directed toward the public network fromthe users’ computers to multiple destinations as a

function of the individualized rule set,” as required by dependent claim6.

Patent Owner respectiully submits that the other apphed art (Zenchelsky and AAPA)

does not rernedythe 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 ], as well as onitsown merits,

D. New Dependent Claim 28 (depends fram claim 1   
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New dependent claim 28 recites, in part, “wherein the individualized rule set includes at

loust 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 untess 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 respectfullydisagrees.

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.”

Thas, Patent Qwner respectfully submits that the authentication. accounting server must

be configured to be capable of communicating the mdividualized rule act meluding “at least one

rule as a fiinction of a type of IP (internet Protocol) service,” and this first configuration feature

changes the structure and/or changes the Amctionality 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 rale set.” and therefere 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 2% shonld be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim1, as well as on tts own merits.

E. New Dependent Claim 29 (depends from claim 1) 

Newdependent claim 29 recites, in part, “the individualized rule set inclades an initial

ternporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to

utilize the ternporary rale set for an initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rude set.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, asserts that the “user credential” of He “431

corresponds to a rule, and that switching from a first rule of a first user te a second rule of a

second user discloses the above recited feature of claim 29. Patont 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 Gncluding an initial temporary

hh in
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rude set and a standard rale set) disclosed by He “451. Note that both the mitial temporary rule

set and the standard nile set belong to (are inchided by) the individualized rule set. Thus, the

twa different rule sets from He “451 each belong to different users (the first user and the second.

user), and do not belongto an individualized rule set. In other words, an individualized rufe set

iS not a first rule set for a first user and a second rule set for a secand user.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection ef dependent claim 29 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim [, as well as on its own merits.

F. New Dependent Claim 30 (depends from claim 1  

New dependent claim 30 recites, in part, “the mdrvidualized rule set includes at loast one

rule allowing access based on arequest type and a destination address.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, asserts that a rule “does not change the structure of a

physieal system, and also docs not change the functionality of the system unfess the rale is

executed” and therefore this rule is given no patentable weight, citing In re Ngai 367 F.3d 1336

USPQ 2d 1862 (Ped. Cir, 2004). Patent Ownerrespectfullydisagrees.

Dependent claim 3) 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.”

Thas, Patent Owner respectfully 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 Cnternet 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 submuts 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 changes the 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 ], as well as onitsown merits,

G. New Dependent Claim 3L (depends from claim 1  
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New dependent claim 31 recites, in part, “wherein the individualized rule set includes at

loust one rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request type and an

atternpted destination address.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, 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 nile 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 “precessed by the

redirection server according to the individualized rule set.”

Thus, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the authentication accounting server must

be first configured to be capable of communicating the individualized rule set including “at least

one tule as a function of a type of IP Gnternet 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 mdividualized rule set,” and therefore

this second configuration feature patentably changes the structure and/or the functionality of the

redirection server.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 31 sheuld be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim f, as well as on its own merits.

H. Independent Claim 8 

Independent claim & recites, in full

in a system comprising a database with entries correlating cach ofaplurality of
user IDs with an individualized rule set; a dial-ap networkserverthat receives
user 1Ds 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-ap networkserver and the redirectionserver,
the methad comprisingthe steps of

communicating a first user [D for one of the users’ computers and 4
temporarily assigned network address for the first user 1D fromthe dial-up
network server to the authentication accounting server;

communicating the individualized nile setthat correlates with the
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first aser ED and the temporarily assigned network address to the
redirection server fromthe authentication accounting server:

and processing data directed toward the public network fromthe
ane ofthe users’ computers according to the individualized rale set.

Independent claim & recties features similar to independent claim 1, and is patentable

over the applied art for reasons similar to those of independent clarm | with respect to the similar

featares, as well as on its ownmerits.

For example, independent claim 8 recites, “communicating the individualized rule set

that correlates with the first user ID and the temperarily assigned network address to the

redirection server from the authentication accounting server.”

The Office Action, at page 8, asserts that the above recited feature is disclosed by He

“AS1 at 17-61-66, and 17:67 to E8:1. 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 net remedy the

deficioncies of He “451. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of independent claim8

should be withdrawn,

Further, dependent claims 9-14 and 33-39 are patentable for, at a minirnurn, the same

reasons as base claim &, as well as on theown merits.

I. Dependentclaims 9-14 (depending from claim 8 

Dependent claims 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 clairas 2-7, as well as the same reasons

as base claim &, and as well as on their ownmerits.

d. Newdependent claims 33-36 (depending from claim 8   

Newdependent claims 33-36 recite features similar to those of new depondontclaims 28-

31, and are patentable ever the applied art for, at a minimum, reasons similar to claims 28-31, as

well as the same reasons as base claim &, and as well as on their own merits.

fh oe
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kK. independent claim 15

Independent claim 15 recites features similar to these of independent claim |, and is

patentable over the cited art for reasons similar to those of independent claim | 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 alow automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set... asa

function of some combination of time, data transmitted te or fram the user, or a location

that the user accesses.” The specification at 4:59-66, “The redirection server ....dynamically

changing the rule sets based on condition” provides clear description.

As an illustrative and non-hmiting example of claim 15, sec the Present patent at 7:48 to

&:i1 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 [5 is

disclosed by He “481 at 17:13, and 17:19-21. Hawever, 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 [5.

Requiring & person is inconsistent with the automation feature ofclaim (5.

Additionally, the database tool of He “451 appears intended to modity information. in

database 210 of FIG. 10. In contrast, claim 15 requires that the automatic modification occur

onthe rule set programmedin the redirection server(not in the database).

Specifiealfly, im He “451, the authentication server (202) generates a general ticket, and

the credential server (204) generates a credential ticket, The “maximumIfetime™ of cach

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 ta manually

change the value of the maximum lifetime of cach 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 Hfetime™ of He ‘481 is not

automatically modified. Further, He’451 does nat disclose modifying rule sets while the user’s

rule set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address.
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Thas, Patent Owner submits that He “451 docs not teach or suggest “automated

moiification 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 claim15.

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 clairn

15, and are patentable for the same reasons as clairn 14, as well as on their own merits,

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 15-24, and 38-42 shouldbe

withdrawn.

L. Dependent claims 16-24 (depending from claim 15 

Dependent claims 16-24are patentable over the appliedart 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

dees not teach automatic madification as a function of time. Patent Owner respectfully sabmits

that the other applied art does not remedythe deficiencies of He “451,

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 16 should be

withdrawn.

 

Dependent claim 17 recites, In part, “the redirection server is configured to allow

medification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data transmitted te 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

Owner respectfully disagrees.

30
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Even if this feature is optional in claim 13 (some combination of . . ."), this featare in

dependent claim17 must be given patentable weight. Claim 17 feature requires “modification .

_as a function of the data transmitted te or from the user.” fn other words, the term “to or

from the user” is mandatory, although which specific option (fo the user, or from the user) is

optional.

The final Office Action, at page 17, also states that this featare is disclosed by He ‘451 at

17:19-21, wherem data input by a system administrator can modify the rule set. Patent Owner

respectfully submits that the data input by a systern adnmunistrator via a database tool set to

modify the database does not disclose “modification of at least a portion of the nile set as a

function of the data transmitted to or from the user.”

The data transmitted te or from the user in dependent claim? finds antecedent basis m

the “data passing between the user and a public network”asrecited by amended base 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 alocal database), Patent

Owner respectfidlly submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He

“AS,

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 17 should be

withdrawn.

Oo. Dependent claim LS (depending from claim 145  

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 admimstrater is the location at which

modification is permitted, Patent Qwnerrespectfully disagrees.

The claim 18 term “location or location the user accesses”refers to target locations in the

sense of target URLs Qunform resource focators), or target addresses of target websites in the

public network. In contrast to claim 18, He “451 the location of the adnunistrator 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 Owner respecthilly submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of

He “451.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 1&8 should be

withdrawn.

 

Dependent claim 19, recites, in part, “She redirection server is configured to allowthe

removal or reinstatement of 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

disclased by the administrator of He “451 creating or delcting any portion of the user account,

which inherently occurs over some given period of time. Patent Ownerrespectfully disagrees.

Dependent claim 19 requires “allowing... as a function af 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

Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He

“AS].

Thas, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 19 should be

withdrawn.

Q. Dependent claims 20-22 (depending from claim 15)   

Patent Owner respectfully submits that dependent claims 20-22 are patentable over the

applied art far reasons similar to those of dependent claims 16-19 as discussed above, as well as

ontheir own merits.

Patent Owner respecifully submits that the other apphed art dees net remedy the

deficiencies of He “451. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claims 20-

22 should be withdrawn.

R. Newdependent claims 38-41 (depending from claim £5 

Newdependent claims 38-41 recite features similar to those of new dependent claims 28-
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31, and are patentable over the applied art for, at a minirnurn, reasons similarto claims 28-31, as

well as the same reasons as base claim15, and as well as on their own merits.

S. Independent claim 25  

Independent claim 25 recites features simular 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 mcrits.

Independent claim 25 recites, in fall:

in a system comprising a redirection server containing a user's rule set
correlated to a temporarily assigned network address wherein the user's nile set
contains at least onc of a plurality of functions used to control data passing
between the user and a public network; the method comprising the step of:

modifying at least a portion of the user's rule set while the user’s rule set
remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address in the redirection
server, and

wherein the redirection server has a user side that 1s connected to a

computer using the temporarily assigned network address and a network address
and a networkside connected to a computer networkand

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 redirection server to modify at least a portion of the
user's rale set through one or more of the user side of the redirection server and
the networkside of the redirectionserver.

For oxampile, 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 address in

the redirection server” is not disclosed by the applied art. Note that any reodifications bythe

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 modifyingrulesets

while the user’s rule set remains correlated to the temyporarily assigned network address.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the

deficiencies of He “431,

Further, Patent Owner respectfully submits that dependent claims 26, 27, and 43-47 are

patentable for, at a minimum, the samereasons as base claim 25, as well as on their own merits.

Thus, Patent Qwnersubmits that the rejection of claims 25-27 and 43-47 should be withdrawn.

Lae Lad
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yt. Dependent claim 26 (depending from claim 275  

Dependent claim 26, recites, in part, “modifying at least a portion of the user's rule set as

a function af one or more of: time, data transmutted to ar frorn the user, and locationor 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

uset’s rule set as a function of one or more of: time, the datatransmitted te er fram 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 fimetion of modification of the user's rule set.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 27 should be

withdrawn.

fram claim 25)Newdependent claims 43-46 (dependingV.    
Newdependent claims 43-46 recite features similar to those of newdependent claims 28-

31, and are patentable over the applied art for, at a minimum, reasons similar to claims 28-31, as

well as the same reasons as base claim 25, and as well as on their awn merits.

VHEL Rejections under 35 USC. 103(a) of claims 32.37.42. and 47  

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are rejecied ander 35 U.S.C. § 103(4) as being unpatentable

over He “451, in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of alleged admitted prier art

(Background of the Invention” at column 1, lines 53-57 of the Present Patent, herematter

“AAPA™). Patent Owner respectfully disagrees,

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 depend respectively from independent claims 1, &, 15, and 25,

and each of claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 recttes, in part, “the redirection server is configured to
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redirect data from the users’ computers byreplacing 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 disclased by

Apnlicant’s Admitted Prior Art (AAPR), as discussed in 1-46-47 of the Present Patent.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that Column | of the BACKGROUND OF THE

INVENTION section of the Present Patent does discuss the concept of redirection, but Patent

Owner does not admit that redirection in the particular combination claimed is known priorart,

Additionally, nowhere in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTIONis there any

disclosure of replacing afirst 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 oFAAPR.  “Phus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claims 32,

37, 42, and 47 should be withdrawn.

IX. Conclusion

For at least the above rcasons, 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, allawance 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 issucs have been addressed. However, the absence

of a reply to a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement wrth or

cancessionofthat rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above

maynot be oxhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or

other claims) that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing ia this reply should be construed as

an intent fo concede any issue with regard to anyclaim, except as specifically statedin this reply,

and the amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the

claim priorto its amendment.
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Patent Owner has submitted herewith the fees for the newly added claims. Et is believed

that ne other fees are required. However, should any additional fee or fees be necessary for

cousideration af the papers filed herem, please charge any such fee or foes and refund any excess

payments to Deposit Account No. 50-2929, referencing docket no. R 1341006.

Should the Exarniner have any questions ar comments regarding this matter, the

undersigned maybe contacted at the below-listed telephone number.

Respectfully subrattted,
Koichira Ikudome et al.

fAbe Hershkovitz/

Abraham Hershkovitz

Reg. No. 45,294

Ed Garcia-Otero

Reg. No. 36,609

Appendix A: Claim amendments of claims 15, 18, 21, 26. and 27
(relative to the Response filedNovember 14, 2009}

Exhibit A: Updated Signal Flow Chart

October 4, 2010

HERSHKOVITZ &ASSOCIATES, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314
TEL: (703) 370-4800
PAX: (703) 370-4809
E-MAIL: patemtachershkovitz.net

RTA LO.Adn, ANTE
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APPENDEX A: CLAIM AMENDMENTS OF CLAIMS 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27

RELATIVE TO THE RESPONSE FILED NOVEMBER14, 2009

For the sake ofclaritv andfor the convenience afthe Examiner, thix appendix tracks the

changes ofclaims 13, £8, 21, 26, and 27 relative to the Responsefilled 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 of a pluralityof functions

used to control data passing between the user and a public network:

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at least a

portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address, and

wherein the redirection server is configared to allow automated modification of at least a

portion of the nde set as a function of some combination of time, data transmittedto or fromthe

user, or location the user accesses, [attempts to access.]

18. (Twice Amended) The system of clatm 15, wherein the redirection serveris configured to

allow modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function ofthe location or locations

the user accesses, [attempts to access]

21. (Pwice Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server 1s configured to

allowthe removal or reinstatement ofat least a portion of the rule set as a function ofthe
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location ar locations the user accesses, [attempts to access.]

26. (Twice Amended) The methed of claim 25, further including the step ofmodifying at least

a portion ofthe user's rule set as a function of one or more oft time, data transmitted te or from

the user, andlocation 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 loast a portion of the user's rule set as a function of one or rnore of time, the data

transmitted to or from the user and a location or locations the user accesses, [attempts to

access.|

ae Panasonic-1011
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CERTICICATE OF SERVICE

Ic is hereby certified that the attachedafter final Response Under 37 CFRL116 and
Proposed Amendment under 37 CFR 1.530 (including Appendix A and Exhibit A) is being
servedbyfirst class mail on the third party requester at the third party requestor’s address:

JERRY TURNER SEWELL

P.O. BOX 10999

NEWPORT BEACH, CA—92658-3015

‘Abe Hershkovitz/ October 4, 2016
Abe Hershkovitz Date

39
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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.uspto.gov

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

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118 . R1I341006C 4719

  
40401 7590 03/20/2012 _ EXAMINER

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 DukeStreet .

Alexandria, VA 22314 ART UNIT PAPER NUMBER1

DATE MAILED:03/20/2012

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

PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) Panasonic-1011
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Speedy

i EN UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE%2 
 
 

Commissionerfor Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450Wauuspto.goyv

DO NOT USEIN PALM PRINTER

(THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS)

Jerry Turner Sewell

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, TN 37203-2731

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROLNO. 90/012. 149. 

PATENTNO.6779118.
 

ART UNIT 3992.

Enclosed is 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 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)).

PTOL-465 (Rev.07-04) P c-1011anasonic-
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Control No. Patent Under Reexamination

90/012,149 6779118

Examiner Art Unit

JOHN HOTALING © 3992

--The MAILING DATEof this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--

Order Granting / Denying Request For
Ex Parte Reexamination  

 

 The request for ex parte reexamination filed 77 February 2012 has been considered and a determination
has been made. Anidentification of the claims, the references relied upon, and the rationale supporting the
determination are attached.

Attachments: a)L_] PTO-892, b)x PTO/SB/08, c)L_] Other:

1.) The request for ex parte reexamination is GRANTED.

RESPONSE TIMES ARE SET AS FOLLOWS:

 
 

For Patent Owner's Statement (Optional): TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication
(37 CFR 1.530 (b)). EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE GOVERNEDBY37 CFR 1.550(c).

 

  

 
 

For Requester's Reply (optional): TWO MONTHSfrom the date of service of any timely filed
Patent Owner's Statement (37 CFR 1.535). NO EXTENSION OF THIS TIME PERIOD IS PERMITTED.
If Patent Ownerdoesnotfile a timely statement under 37 CFR 1.530(b), then no reply by requester
is permitted.

2.x] The request for ex parte reexamination is DENIED.

 

  
  
 

This decision is not appealable (35 U.S.C. 303(c)). Requester may seek review by petition to the
Commissioner under 37 CFR 1.181 within ONE MONTHfrom the mailing date of this communication (37
CFR 1.515(c)). EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE SUCH A PETITION UNDER37 CFR 1.181 ARE

_ AVAILABLE ONLY BY PETITION TO SUSPEND OR WAIVE THE REGULATIONS UNDER
37 CFR 1.183.

 
  
  

  

In due course, a refund under 37 CFR 1.26 (c ) will be made to requester:

 a) by Treasury checkor,

b) ] by credit to Deposit Account No. , or

c) L] bycredit to a credit card account, unless otherwise notified (35 U.S.C. 303(c)).

cc:Requester( if third party requester
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-471 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action in Ex Parte Reexamination Part of Paper No. 20120315
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Application/Control Number: 90/012,149 Page 2

Art Unit: 3992

ORDER DENYING EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

No substantial new question of patentability is raised by the requestfor

reexamination andprior art cited therein for the reasonsset forth below.

“2240 (il) SECOND OR SUBSEQUENT REQUEST FILED DURING REEXAMINATION
if a second or subsequent request for ex parte reexaminationis filed (by any party) while a first ex

parte reexamination is pending, the presence of a substantial new question of patentability depends on
the prior art (patents and printed publications) cited by the second or subsequentrequester.If the
requester includes in the second or subsequent requestprior art which raised a substantial new question
in the pending reexamination, reexamination should be ordered only if the prior art cited raises a
substantial new question of patentability whichis different from that raised in the pending reexamination
proceeding. If the prior art cited raises the same substantial new question of patentability as that
raised in the pending reexamination proceedings, the second or subsequent request should be
denied.

Wherethe requestraises a different substantial new question of patentability as to some patent
claims, but not as to others, the request would be granted in part; see the order issued in reexamination
control number 90/007 ,843 and 90/007 ,844. ,

The second or subsequent request for reexamination may *>provide information raising< a
substantial new question of patentability with respect to any new or amended claim which has been
proposed under 37 CFR 1.530(d) in thefirst (or prior) pending reexamination proceeding. **>However,in
orderfor the second or subsequent request for reexamination to be granted, the second or subsequent ~
requester must independently provide a substantial new question of patentability which is different from
that raised in the pending reexamination for the claims in effect at the time of the determination. The
decision on the second or subsequent request is thus based onthe claimsin effect at the time of the
determination (37 CFR 1.515(a)). If a “different” substantial new question of patentability is not provided
by the second or subsequentrequestfor the claims in effect at the timeof the determination, the second
or subsequent request for reexamination must be denied since the Office is only authorized by statute to
grant a reexamination proceeding based on a substantial new question of patentability “affecting any
claim of the patent.” See 35 U.S.C. 303. Accordingly, there must be at least one substantial new question
of patentability established for the existing claims in the patent in order to grant reexamination.”

An Ex Parte Reexamination request was proposed on 2/17/12 requesting that

claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, 26, and 27 are obvious over Heetal in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. The proposed SNQ stems from a Board decision in a concurrent

pending Reexamination proceeding 90/009301. The request appearsto allege an SNQ

based on issues currently pending before the office. While the claims in the pending

reexamination appear to have been amended and a NIRC is pending, these claims

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

based on the claims in effect at the time of the request as required by MPEP 2240(Il).

Panasonic-1011
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Application/Control Number: 90/012,149 Page 3

Art Unit: 3992

Hence, there appears to be no new SNQ over and abovethat currently pending before

the office. Accordingly, the request is denied.

All correspondencerelating to this ex parfe reexamination proceeding should be directed:

By Mail to: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for 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 to: Customer Service Window
Randolph Building
401 DulanyStreet
Alexandria, VA 22314

Registered users of EFS-Web mayalternatively submit such correspondencevia the electronic
filing system EFS-Web,at https://sportal.uspto.gov/authenticate/authenticateuserlocalepf.html.
EFS-Weboffers the benefit of quick submission to the particular area of the Office that needs to
act on the correspondence. Also, EFS-Web submissions are “soft scanned”(i.e., electronically
uploaded) directly into the official file for the reexamination proceeding, which offers parties the
opportunity to review the content of their submissions after the “soft scanning” process is
complete.

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to the Central Reexamination
Unitat telephone number(571) 272-7705.

Signed: Conferees:

/John M Hotaling II/
Primary Examiner IFOF/
Central Reexamination Unit

Alexander KosowskiAU 3992 Supervisor AX
(571) 272 4437 Art Unit 3992

Panasonic-1011
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Doc Code: IDS
Document Description: Information Disclosure Statementfiled

PTO/SB/42 (07-09)
Approved for use through 07/31/2012. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unlessit displays a valid OMB control number.

Docket Number(Optional) Patent Number
10101-002RX 6,779,118

37 CFR 1.501 Applicant
INFORMATION DISCLOSURECITATION|{xudomeetal.

IN A PATENT Issue Date

(Sheet_t_._of_1+)August 17, 2004

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Art Unit

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

EXAMINER DOCUMENT NUMBER DATE
INITIAL

O77
mh|6,088,451 2000

US 6233686 B1 pee

3621

FILING DATE
IF APPROPRIATE

SUBCLASS

380 06/28/1996

01 01/17/1997

 f nnliée et al.

 
WJ N nhenchelskyetal.

B
~“ —_ G@

FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

COUNTRY , CLASS SUBCLASS  

 
DOCUMENT NUMBER DATE TRANSLATION

YES

 
 

 OTHER DOCUMENTS(Including Author,Title, Date, Pertinent Pages, Etc.

 
 

EXAMINER DATE CONSIDERED
/John M Hotaling II/ 3/16/2012

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.501. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO
to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 2 hours to complete, including
gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the
amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, 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 need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.

Panasonic-1011

Page 93 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 94 of 307

. Application/Control No. Applicant(s)/Patent under
Search Notes Reexamination

90/012,149 6779118

JOHN HOTALING 3992

SEARCH NOTES

SEARCHED (INCLUDING SEARCH STRATEGY)

Searchof patented file 6779118
prosecution history 3/15/2012 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No. 20120315
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Reexamination Applicant(s)/Patent Under

Reexamination

90/012,149 6779118

Requester Correspondence Address: L] Patent Owner XX] Third Party

 

Jerry Turner Sewell

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, TN 37203-2731 
 
 

  
  
  
  
 

 

 
 

LITIGATION REVIEW [Xx] IIMH/ 3/1 52
examiner initials date

Director Initials

ene
ee
eee
ee

COPENDING OFFICE PROCEEDINGS

TYPE OF PROCEEDING

 

 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office DOC. CODE RXFILJKT
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIGE
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTSQ. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450www.uspto.gov

 
 
   

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118

CONFIRMATION NO. 4719

40401 REEXAM ASSIGNMENT NOTICE

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC

2845 DukeStreet AACA
Alexandria, VA 22314 000000052

Date Mailed: 03/06/2012

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST

The above-identified request for reexamination has been assigned to Art Unit 3993. All future correspondence to
the proceeding should beidentified by the control number listed above and directed to the assigned Art Unit.

A copy of this Notice is being sent to the latest attorney or agent of record in the patentfile or to all owners of
record. (See 37 CFR 1.33(c)). If the addressee is not, or does not represent, the current owner, he or she is
required to forward all communications regarding this proceeding to the current owner(s). An attorney or agent
receiving this communication who does not represent the current owner(s) may wish to seek to withdraw pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.36 in order to avoid receiving future communications. If the address of the current owner(s)is
unknown, this communication should be returned within the request to withdraw pursuantto Section 1.36.

cc: Third Party Requester(if any)
JERRY T. SEWELL

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

/sdstevenson/

 

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX No. 571-273-9900

page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIGE
UNITTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTSQ. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450www.uspto.gov

 
 
   

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118

CONFIRMATION NO. 4719

JERRY T. SEWELL REEXAMINATION REQUEST

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 NOTICE
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

AACAAA00529:

Date Mailed: 03/06/2012

NOTICE OF REEXAMINATION REQUESTFILING DATE

(Third Party Requester)

Requesteris hereby notified that thefiling date of the request for reexamination is 02/17/2012, the date that the
filing requirements of 37 CFR § 1.510 were received.

A decision on the request for reexamination will be mailed within three months from thefiling date of the request
for reexamination. (See 37 CFR 1.515(a)).

A copy of the Notice is being sent to the person identified by the requester as the patent owner. Further patent
owner correspondencewill be the latest attorney or agent of record in the patentfile. (See 37 CFR 1.33). Any
paper filed should include a reference to the present request for reexamination (by Reexamination Control
Number).

cc: Patent Owner

40401

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

/sdstevenson/

 

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX No. 571-273-9900

page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office’
Address; COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

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

90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118 10101-002RX 4719

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314 |

DATE MAILED:03/06/2012

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

PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) Panasonic-1011
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ft, UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK.OFFICE
 

Commissionerfor Patents
United States Patents and Trademark Office

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

www.uspto.gov

 
| MAILED

THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS : Date
JERRY T. SEWELL MAR 06 2012
1803 BROADWAY,APT.301 CENTRAL AEEXAMINATION UNIT
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

EX PARTE REEXAMINATIONCOMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROLNO.: 90012149

PATENT NO.: 6779118

ARTUNIT: 3993

Enclosed is 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 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)).
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  Ex Parte Reexamination Interview

Summary - Pilot Program for Waiver of
Patent Owner’s Statement

Control No. Patent For Which Reexamination

90/012,149 6,779,118

ee
-- The MAILING DATEofthis communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address.--

 
 
 

 

All participants (USPTO official and patent owner): 
 

 
 

(1) Alicia Kelley-Collier CRU Paralegal

(2) Abraham Hershkovitz - 45,194

  
  

  
 
  
  
  
  

Date of Telephonic Interview: March 1, 2012.

The USPTOofficial requested waiverof the patent owner's statement pursuantto thepilot program for waiverof
patent owner's statementin ex parte reexamination proceedings.”

C] The patent owneragreedto waiveits rightto file a patent owner's statement under 35 U.S.C. 304 in the event
reexamination is ordered for the above-identified patent.

[X] The patent ownerdid not agree to waiveits right to file a patent owner's statement under 35 U.S.C. 304 at this
time. - -  

 
 The patent owneris not required to file a written statementof this telephone communication under 37 CFR 1.560(b) or

otherwise. However, any disagreementasto this interview summary must be broughtto the immediate attention of
the USPTO,and nolater than one month from the mailing date of this interview summary. Extensionsoftime are
governed by 37 CFR 1.550(c).

*For more information regarding this pilot program, see Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner's Statementin Ex
Parte Reexamination Proceedings, 75 Fed. Reg. 47269 (August 5, 2010), available on the USPTO Website at
http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/notices/2010.jsp. we
 
 

 
[_] USPTO personnel were unable to reach the patent owner. 

  

  
  
 

The patent owner may contact the USPTO personnel at the telephone numberprovided belowif the patent owner
decides to waivethe right to file a patent owner's statement under 35 U.S.C. 304.

IA. Kelley-Collier/ . (571) 272-6059
Signature and telephone numberof the USPTOofficial who contacted or attempted to contact the patent owner.

cc: Requester (if third party requester)

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Paper No.
PTOL-2292 (08-10) &x Parte Reexamination Interview Summary — Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner's Statement

- Panasonic-1011°a ;
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Patent AssignmentAbstractof Title
Total Assignments: 2

Application #: 99295956
PCT #: NONE

Inventors: KOICHIRO IKUDOME, MOON TAI YEUNG
Title: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Assignment: 1
Reel/Frame: 910052 / C040 Received: 07/06/1999
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

Assignors:[KUDOME,KOICHIRO
YEUNG, MOON TA]

Assignee:AURICWEBSYSTEMS
3452 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD, SUITE 300
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91107

Correspondent: CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
WESLEY W. MONROE
P.O, BOX 7068
PASADENA, CA 91109-7068

Assignment: 2
Reel/Frame: 021185 / 0436 Received: 07/02/2008
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENTFORDETAILS).

Assignor:AURIOSYSTEMS,INC.
Assignee: LINKSMARTWIRELESSTECHNOLOGY,LLC

3452 E. FOOTHILL BLVD.
SUITE 320
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91107

Correspondent: CLARK D. GROSS
12424 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, STE. 1200
LOS ANGELES, CA'‘90025

Filing Dt: 04/21/1999 Patent #: 6779118
Publication #: NONE

Recorded: 06/29/1999

Recorded: 07/02/2008

 

Issue Dt: 08/17/2004
Pub Dt:

Mailed: 09/01/1999 Pages: 3

Exec Dt: 06/15/1999
Exee Dt: 06/15/1999

}
Mailed: 07/02/2008 Pages: 12

Exec Dt: 06/25/2008

Search Resutts as of: 0305/2012 12:10 PM

 
ityou have any comments or questions concerning the data displayed, contact PRD / Assignments at 571-272-3380. ¥.2.2.1Webinterface last modified: Jan 26, 2012
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Best Available Copy  
Be, a

“ep ~ .nee?

rani_~ Litigation Search Report CRU 3999
Rexam Control No. Ee)eel
     
 

 
 
  
 
 

 
 

Tor‘Examiner.
Location:CRU,
Art Unit: 3999

Date: Si2

 
 

From: Alicia Kelley-Collier
Location: CRU 3999
MDE 5A74

Phone:(571) 272-6059
 
 

Case Serial Number: 90/012, 149|alicia. kelley@uspto.gov  

=ms
US. Patent No. 6,779,118

2)I performeda search on.‘the patent innLexis CourtLink for any open dockets or closed cases.
3)I performeda search in Lexis in the Federal Courts and Administrative Materials databases for any cases found.

fell Msigt Aer ates

4) I performeda search in Lexis iin the P Journal and Periodicals database for any articles on the patent. -
5)I performed a searchiin Lexis in the 1news‘databases for anyarticles aboutthe patentor anyarticles about
litigation on thispatent.
Litigationwas.found for this Patent.

ae
2: 10cv277* Closed

. ~ hiaSyedaos

2:09cv26 . ‘Closed
2:08ev38%7" Closed
2:08cv304CGClosed
2:osevieame546 Motion-to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent-In-Suit (D.I. 546) and Linksmart's Notice ofNon-
Opposition. ->°2/2/12 NOTICE FROM CLERK re Unopposed MOTIONto Stay and Unopposed MOTIONto Lift

Stay. Clerk is going to terminate the motion to stay and modify entry to reflect that it is only 1 motion which tolift 
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Best Available Copy
ots

Westlaw,‘ +
ee Fol qe 5 eee

 
EN—aso KEYCITE
HUS PAT 6779118 USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM, Assignee: Auriq|
»Systems, Inc. (Aug 17, 2004)

 
History

eo me ° . Direct History

_.=>_ _ + | USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM,US PAT 6779118, 2004:See Bu
eo eve gh WL 1841593 (U.S. PTO Utility Aug 17, 2004) oe
GBs Construed by
Ho 2 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA,Inc., 2010 WL 2640402, 2010 Mark-

man 2640402 (E.D.Tex. Jun 30, 2010) (NO. 2:08-CV-264-DF-CE) (Markman Order Version)

. . Related References

4 ’.” 3 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA,Inc., 2010 WL 3816679 (E.D.Tex. Sep
02, 2010) (NO. 208CV264)

Report and Recommendation Adopted by
.. H.. . 4 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA,Inc., 2010 WL 3816677 (E.D.Tex. Sep _
iy 4%‘ 27,2010) (NO. 208CV264)

 
Court Documents

_ Trial Court Documents (U.S.A.)

ELD.Tex. Trial Pleadings
5 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. Tbahn.”
~o- +++ +) General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC;8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10.
LPS Pronto Networks,Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 3538408 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex.Jul. 1, 2008)

7 Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial (NO. 08CV00264)
_6 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,

“~~ Defendants., 2008 WL 4355636 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Aug. 21, 2008) Linksmart Wireless ©
Technology, LLC'SReply to Ethostream, LLC'S Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264)

’ 7 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-|«257

_ terclaim (NO. 208CV00264) ESE
. ~ § LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. (1) T-MOBILE USA,INC., (2) .3° 4"foe _.? Wayport, Inc., (3) AT&T, Inc., (4) AT&T Mobility, LLC, (5) LodgenetInteractive Corp., (6)

 
 

 

 
if © 2012 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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 -~ -o- : Best Available Copy

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 Counterclaimsto Linksmart :
. + - Wireless Technology, LLC's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) a a

1.9 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; Waypo- © *"”
" . tt, Inc.; At&t, Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC; Lodgenet Interactive 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. oo...
12, 2008) Defendant Aptilo Networks, Inc.'s Answer, Affirmative Defenses and Counter- —_ -

fs = . " elaimsto Plaintiff's.Complaint for Patent Infringement (NO. 208-CV-264TJW-CE)
ega“10 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.:
“+ Tbahn 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)
. 11 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, vy. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,
twits. a Defendants., 2008 WL 5369910 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Wayport, Inc.'s An- ~
m4 , swer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

.12 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.et al.,
Defendants., 2008 WL5369911 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Barnes &.
Noble Booksellers, Inc. Answerto Plaintiffs Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) ou

ee wae213 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al., >
. eles oe Defendants., 2008 WL 5369912 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Mcdonald's Corp.’soe.

“’ "Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE)
14 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,

-. ,. .,-, Defendants., 2008 WL 5369913 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Meraki, Inc.'s An-
ere “-"" swer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

' 15 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.;

Deféndants., 2008 WL5369914 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Best Western Inter-national, Inc.' s Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint and Counterclaims (NO.
.  208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) . ce

"> =>"*"16 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; et al.,©:#
‘o wt Defendants., 2008 WL 5369921 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) T-Mobile USA, Inc.'s-

- Answer and Counterclaims (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)
17 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,Inc. et al., De-

oy de ees -:  fendants., 2008 WL 5369922(Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Mail Boxes one Reeme Etc., Inc.'s Answerto Plaintiff's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW) ‘lolgt >
_18 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; Waypo- ge

_ ft, Inc., AT&T,Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC; Lodgenet Interactive 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. anora

 
  

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

e’  
. et va e © 2012 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved. es
 

 a, ue Panasonic-10
ee : tO Page 104°of. 3%



Panasonic-1011 
Page 105 of 307

Best Available Copy

 .

stent5--908.CV.00264-TIW-CE)” fa
“19 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al., ee

Defendants., 2008 WL 5369916 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 19, 2008) Pronto Networks, ts= iage

 
fy Inc.'s Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to the Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) =
*20 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA,INC.; 2.

* Wayport,Inc.; 3. AT&T,Inc.; 4. AT&T Mobility, LLC; 5. Lodgenet Interactive Corp.; 6. Tbahn
yt General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10.“ict itive - 4 Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 5369917 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 22,”
“f°... = 2008) Defendant Freefi Networks.Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaimsto Original Complaint

vse. (NO..208CV00264TIW) ..

21 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,0

 
 

 

 
a Pleading) (E.D.Tex.Nov. 13, 2009) Third Party Complaint ofBest Western International,

Inc. (NO. 208CV00264)
_ 22 LINKSMARTWIRELESS 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)
" . 23 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 Answer and Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264) 4
- 24 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,

ooA Defendants., 2010 WL 3050903 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. May 7, 2010) Best Western Interna:Pe
“°°tional, Inc.'s First Amended Answer, Defenses and Counterclaims (NO. "
«+ 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

’ 25 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
ti ite ~~ Defendants. Best Western International, Inc., Third-Party Plaintiff, v. Bestcomm Networks, Inc. -

, and Nomadix,Inc., Third-Party Defendants., 2010 WL 4953062 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Oct.i
. . _7,2010) First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western International, Inc. (NO. - a

co 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) *

 

 

 
 . E.D.Tex. Expert Testimony - (see

. “426 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,
. Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2008 WL 8039590 (Expert Report and Affidavit)

(E.D.Tex. 2008) Declaration of Tal Lavian, Ph.D. in SupportofPlaintiff Linksmart Wireless
he laate __.. Technology, LLC's Response to Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary JudgmentofIn- ,
~:~ validity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,

208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
:°27 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGIES,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., etal.,

’  Defendants., 2010. WL 3711476 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 14, 2010) Declar-;8g
coe ation of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, nha

ne "7 208-Cv-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
'
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 ‘28 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC, Plaintiff,v. T-MOBILEUSA,INC., Waypo: a Pe

“2 rt, Inc., At&t, Inc., At&t Mobility, LLC, Lodgenet Interactive Corporation, Ibahn General Hold-:oe
ings Corp., Ethostream, LLC,Hot Point Wireless Inc., Netnearu Corp., Pronto Networks, Ic., Ap--
tilo Networks, Inc., Freefi Networks,, 2010 WL 3842257 (Expert Deposition) (E.D.Tex. ‘Apr. 22,

* 2010) (Deposition of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D.) (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)
oy ote 29 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGYLLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.,etal.,rae“i7" Defendant., 2010 WL 3711477 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30, 2010)Declara- °
imo tion Of Tal Lavian,Ph.D. in Supportof Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC'S

- Reply Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
_ 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

 

  
 -iED.Tex.Trial Motions, Menioranda And Affidavits “pe re

ee on“30 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,Inc.et al., De-
- fendants., 2008 WL 5369918 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 22,

Vee 2008) Defendant At&T Mobility LLC's Motion to Dismiss (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)
: Hie3] LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.et al.,:ce . Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc.; Et AL. , De- .os b

’ 3s fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a

AT&TInternet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 721149 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affi.
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) ,ary32 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.et al, —
** 2 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-.

Sar iasin~ = <—"—davit) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 23, 2009) Joint Motion to Consolidate (NO. 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE; wee
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026-TJW-CE) mE

- .33 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al, .
Defendants., 2009 WL714069 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex.Feb. 27, -

- 2009) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Motion for Default Judgment | _

- ow, -++- Against Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule LLC (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE) ae
veel "134 LINKSMARTWIRELESS 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 .orDismiss Third-Party Complaint of Best Western International, Inc. (NO.

. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-aanmo - 35 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|t

- weas ~ (NO.208CV00264)- wed-*36 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
' Defendants. BEST WESTERN INTERNATIONAL,INC., Third-Party Plaintiff, v. BESTCOMM
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- tion,‘Memorandum:‘and Affidavit)(E. D.Tex. Mar. 31, 2010) Best Western International's Op:a et
position to Nomadix's Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third Party Complaint (NO. , soe
208CV00264)

‘37 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.,
poset. Defendants. BEST WESTERN INTERNATIONAL,INC., Third-Party Plaintiff, v. BESTCOMM.,
"NETWORKS, NOMADIX,INC., Third-Party Defendants. BESTCOMM NETWORKS,INC.,
me Third-Party Defendant, v. NOMADIX, INC., Third-Party Defendant., 2010 WL 2155257 (Trial:
"yee, Me: Motion, MemorandumandAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 16, 2010) Nomadix,Inc.'s Motion to Dis:

miss Bestcomm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims (NO. 208CV00264)

 
 
 i Defendants., 2010 WL 2155258 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr.16: Sree

# 2010) Claim Construction Brief of Defendants (NO. 208CV00264) ees
‘39 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,

. Defendants., 2010 WL 2155259 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 19,
stg 3.42. 2010) Best Western's Supplemental Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208CV00264) Betey ete oFpnts
7 40 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., etal, . of . -

Defendants., 2010 WL 2155260 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 29, RSG
2010) Defendants’ Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support , =

. of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief (NO. 208CV00264) ome
a -:41 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.”* ee.

Coahe Defendants., 2010 WL 2155261 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30,.0°5 :
*2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brief

ne * (NO. 208CV00264)
42 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.,

wee =" Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050762 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and -“1. Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 7, 2010) iBAHN's Claim Construction Surreply Brief (NO. .A ,
“s+ 7 .208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE). tag

"43 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al., :
Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050763 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and °

- Affidavit) (E.D.Tex.- May 11, 2010) Claim Construction Sur-Reply Brief of Defendants (NO:""
=, 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026--DF-CE):
‘44 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.),et al.,

Defendants., 2010 WL 3050764 (Trial Motion, Memorandum andAffidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 17,

2010) Defendants’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgmentof Invalidity for Indefiniteness,.
under 35 U.S.C. j 112, 2 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,

sho"... 208-CV-00385-DF-CE,209-CV-00026-DF-CE) .
wo (45 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et ali;

_ Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050765 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and.
Affidavit) (E.D.Tex!May 17, 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Re-
sponse to Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal LA Vian AdsPe
dressing the Declaration of Dr. Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, .
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
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“46 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., ‘et al,<> Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050766 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and»
’: Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 23, 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Re-

sponse to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary JudgmentofInvalidity for Indefinite-
.te . hess under 35 U.S.C.| 112, 12 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, or te tpt:ee = 208-CV-00385-DF-CE,209-CV-00026-DF-CE) moe
gif os" 1.47 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al,

Sc ootteanne net aes Defendants., 2010 WL 3050767 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 2;%

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

"validity for Indefiniteness under 35 U.S.C.| 112, i2 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,
4; 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) "
748 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.

* Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 4927709 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and
Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2010) Defendants’ Motion for a Stay Pending the Reexamina-
tion of the Patent in Suit (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, Ce

..  208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
_49 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Linksmart, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al.

Defendants., 2010 WL4927710 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Oct. Toe
=> 2010) Defendant Choice Hotels International,Inc.'s Reply in Support of Its Motion for. .:-

é.- Summary Judgmentof Non-Infringement (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

 

 

 
  - 4024689 (Exhibit) (E.D.Tex. Mar. 31, 2010) Direct Sales Agreement (NO. 208CV00264) 2:Hos woke

_ .51 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,v. T-MOBILEUSA,INC.etal., 2010 WL aa
mo, 4024690 (Exhibit) (E.D.Tex. Mar. 31, 2010) Nomadix,Inc. Reseller Agreement (NO.- 14

- 208€V00264) me i :

ED.Tex..Expert Resumes / ta
ee‘ "32 Kevin Jeffay, curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC V. T-Mobile USA,
Tog Inc.et al, 2010 WL 5779215 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 18, 2010) Expert Re-

Li, sume of Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208CV00264)
“53 Tal Lavian, Ph.D., curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile.

me "USA,Inc.,etal, 2010 WL 3515006 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. May 23, 2010) Ex-.wntee2? pertResume of Tal Lavian (NO. 208CV00264)

 

 

 
 

_ ED.Tex.Trial Filings
oe54 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et al, See

= 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&TIntemet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147057 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 1 » 2009)
z st : . Frati..
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ati 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) a
‘55 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&TInternetServices; Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147069 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun.1 , 2009)

"4. _. Joint Case ManagementReport (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF--CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, |.
’ 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

"56 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC.,et al.
coeod Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc., et al., De=" = 23

-fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC,Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Services,"Inc. D/B/A *:‘ . AT&T Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147139 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex.Jun.1, 2009)
: Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
i. 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) jos £
” $7 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC, v. T-MOBILEUSA,INC.et al., 2010 WL:ren 1733529 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Feb. 19, 2010) Claim Construction Chart (NO. 308cVv00264)8

_ +" « 58 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,v. T-MOBILEUSA,INC.,et al., 2010 WL3.5

oe 3053062 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. May 14, 2010) Agreed Constructions (NO. oBcVv00264)..

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

: E.D.1Te Verdicts, Agreements and Settlements $3
59 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 me Pronto Networks,Inc.; Freefi_ 
(E,D.Tex.‘Dec. 9, 2008)‘Jury (NO. 208CV00264)

-'60 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC,Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA,INC., et 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 3147112 (Verdict, Agreement and Settlement)*a
#2 -(E.D:Tex. Jun. | , 2009) Joint Case ManagementReport (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, Pas
-y 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

Dockets (U.S.A.) keen 
an x te ae we

“61 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC v. T-MOBILEUSA,INC. ET AL, NO. “
- 2: O8gv00264 (Doéket) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1, 2008)

‘ 2 Expert Court Documents (U.S.A.) 
t“E,D.Tex.Expert Testimony 
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sgh ossel  Defendants.And Related Counterclaims., 2008 WL 8039590 (Expert Report and Affidavit)eSae
 “(E.DTex. 2008) Declaration ofTal Lavian, Ph.D. in Support ofPlaintiff Linksmart Wireless’ -

* Technology, LLC's Response to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgmentof In-

- validity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
*. 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) ,  
  

 
. A‘ationof Kevin settay; Ph.D. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,:208-CV-00304-DF-CE,- 208-CV-00385-DFiCE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) 
  

 
 

-tt, Inc., At&t, Inc., At&t Mobility, LLC, Lodgenet Interactive Corporation, Tbahn General Hold=' “2: ‘-
ings Corp., Ethostream, LLC, Hot Point Wireless Inc., Netnearu Corp., Pronto Networks,Ic.;» Ap
tilo Networks,Inc., Freefi Networks, 2010 WL 3842257 (Expert Deposition) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 222,ahs 2010) (Deposition ‘of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D.) (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) nok,

"65 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGYLLC,Plaintiff,v. T-MOBILEUSA,INC., et al, 
 

 

 
 

a 4 /. * ‘ tion ‘Of Tal Lavian; Ph.D.in Supportof Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC'Ss :: Reply Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, . . vara
* 208-Cv-00385-DFCE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) — oa a =

 
 

 
 
 

66 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) *

 

‘Defendants. , 2010 Wi 2155261 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. ‘Apr. 3052
a - 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brief -

Looe yee geen ie (NO.:208CV00264)
_68 Kevin Jeffay, curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC V. T-Mobile USA,

se Ine. et al, 2010 WL 5779215 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 18, 2010) Expert Re
sumeof Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208CV00264)

ns69 Tal Lavian, Ph.D. , curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile
* USA: Inc., et al, 2010:WL"3515006 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. May 23, 2010)EEx: ee> pert)Resume of Fal:sLavian (NO. 208CV00264) : ieee4

 

 
 4

aa70 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLCv. T-MOBILEUSA,INC. ET AL, NO.°
"© 2:08cv00264 (Docket) (E.D.Tex.Jul. 1, 2008)
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1 selrhetor4  dyeeTUS 
 
 

 
 

Patent Family

-- 71 AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM FOR INTERNET COMMUNICATION,_ oo
~=- Derwent World PatentsLegal 2000-072306+ "aaa poe

  
 
 

aa 2 i :te * Assignments Ee
“R Action: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORSINTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).Number ofeee 012, (DATE RECORDED:Jul 02, 2008) -

2 Patent Status Files
=Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),
+ Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),

bt Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),
mo Request for Re--Examination, (OG DATE:Dec 02, 2008)

-+. .. Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),  
Docket Summaries i

"79 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGYLLCv. TJ HOSPITALITY LTD ETAL,(E.D.TEX.
+ Jul 29, 2010) (NO. 2:10CV00277), (15 USC 1126 PATENT. INFRINGEMENT) oo

#80 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGYLLCv. SIX CONTINENTS HOTELS INCET AL, ~.”
ng (E.D,TEX.Jan 21, 2009) (NO. 2:09CV00026), (28 USC 1338 PATENT INFRINGEMENT) 2

ee 8h LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC v. SBC INTERNET SERVICES,INC.,
- (ED.TEX.Oct 09, 2068) (NO.2:08CV00385), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT):

_ «+ 82 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLCv. CISCO SYSTEMS, INC.ETAL,
"7 777 -t (E\D:TEX. Aug 04, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00304), (35 USC 271 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)"7:3

ag83 LINKSMARTWIRELESS TECHNOLOGY,LLC v. T-MOBILE USA,INC. ET AL, (E.D.TEX. —
: Jul 01, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00264), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)

 
 

 

 

a RK.

  

 

 
 

; 138 Litigation Alert arn

84 DerwentLitAert P2010-36-12 (Jul 29, 2010) Action Taken: 15 USC 1126 - COMPLAINT FOR-
» . PATENT INFRINGEMENT ;
‘85 DerwentLitAlert P2009-07-58 (Jan 21, 2009) Action Taken: Complaint

: 86 DerwentLitAlert P2009-06-09 (Aug 04, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint eo
87 Derwent LitAlert P2008-47-12 (Jul 01, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint rae " fh

 

Prior Art (Coverage Begins 1976)

~ _88 METHODOF PROVIDING TEMPORARYACCESSOF A CALLING UNIT TO AN AN- oo
°* ONYMOUSUNIT, USPAT 6157829Assignee: Motorola, Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 2000) * aR os

,
reo . ‘ . e-

” wo. % w t soymee . “eoePxa tele s ft

videossegs9etoRy.wagtp.ot  
a 

. -© 2012 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
* bfey  
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89 SECURITY SYSTEMFOR INTERNET PROVIDER TRANSACTION, USPAT =)

5845070Assignee: Auric Web Systems,Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 1998)

‘3-90 SYSTEM AND METHODFOR DATABASE ACCESS CONTROL, US PAT 5696898Assignee:
Lucent Technologies Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 1997)“:91 SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR PROVIDING PEER LEVEL ACCESS CONTROL ON A NET:2

es WORK, US PAT 6233686Assignee: AT &amp;T Corp., (U.S. PTO Utility 2001) Sg fs
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US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

2:10cv277

Linksmart WirelessTechnology Lic VS TJ Hospitality Ltd et al

 This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012

neeee

Date Filed: 07/29/2010 Class Code: CLOSED

Assigned To: Judge T John Ward Closed: Yes
Referred To: Statute: 15:1126

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Plaintiff

Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: None NOSDescription: Patent 3
Other Docket: None ie

Jurisdiction: Federal Question me

Litigants Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff (COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: Mfenster@raklaw.com

Tj Hospitality Ltd
Defendant

(Term: 11/30/2010]

Mmd Hotel Kilgore LP . :
Defendant a
[Term: 11/30/2010] : a

Heritage Inn NumberXiv
Defendant

(Term: 11/30/2010]

Eight Pack Tyler LP
Defendant

{Term: 11/30/2010]

Heritage Inn Number X eu
- Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

B D & SonsLtd
Defendant

(Term: 11/30/2010]

Heritage Inn NumberXii
Defendant

{Term: 11/30/2010)

Metwoe
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Carlex Hospitality Lic
Defendant

(Term: 11/30/2010) -

Prus,Lic
Defendant

(Term: 11/30/2010)

Meritax, Lic
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010)

281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd
Defendant .

LongviewHotel Partners Inc
Defendant :

(Term: 11/30/2010)

Hwy 259 Lodging Lic
Defendant ~~ ~ uF

(Term: 11/30/2010] .

Nyr Property Corp
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010] -

 

 

 
1-30 Hospitality Lic
Defendant

[Term::11/30/2010]

Amit C.Patel . .
Defendant

(Term: 11/30/2010)

Jyotika A Patel "
Defendant

[Term: 11/30/2010]

Krishan Inc
Defendant

 
(Term: 11/30/2010)

Date

07/29/2010

07/29/2010.

07/29/2010

07/29/2010

07/30/2010-

07/30/2010

fou t

07/30/2010

#
1

Hospitality LLC, Eight Pack Tyler LP, Heritage Inn Number X, Heritage Inn NumberXII, Heritage

. Hospitality Ltd. ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 0540-2597118.), filed by Linksmart Wireless

. CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster, Jag’

. Proceeding Text

COMPLAINT against 281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd., B D & Sons Ltd., Carlex Hospitality LLC, Eight
Pack Tyler LP, Heritage Inn NumberX, Heritage Inn NumberXII, Heritage Inn Number XIV, Hwy
259 Lodging LLC, I-30 Hospitality LLC, Krishan Inc., Longview Hotel Partners Inc., MMD Hotel
Kilgore LP, Meritax, LLC, NYR Property Corp., Amit C. Patel, Jyotika A. Patel, Prus, LLC, TJ

 
Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit.A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Additional
attachment(s) added on 7/30/2010: # 3 Revised Civil Cover Sheet) (ehs, ). (Entered:
07/29/2010)

Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/29/2010)

Marc) (Entered: 07/29/2010)

NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:
07/29/2010)  

" Judge T. John Ward added. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

In accordance with the provisions of 28 USC Section 636(c), you are hereby notified that a U.S.
Magistrate Judge of this district court is available to conduct anyor all proceedings in this case
including a jury or non-jury trial and to order the entry of a final judgment. The form Consent to
Proceed Before Magistrate Judgeis available here by clicking on the hyperlink andis also on our —
website. All signed consent forms, excluding pro se parties, should befiled electronically using the
event Notice of Consent to Proceed Before Magistrate Judge . (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSIssued as to 281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd., B D & Sons Ltd., Carlex  
Panasonic-1011
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peeeeee

07/30/2010©peowy
«

ye ?

11/29/2010

11/29/2010

wey

6

7

‘ Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)
8

11/29/2010"
11/29/2010"
13/29/2010- iW
13/29/2010

11/29/2010

i 1/29/2010

12°

13

.14

11/29/2010 15ete pee eet tte

1 1/29/2010 .
11/29/2010

11/29/2010ty‘es

11/23/2610©

16
17

Best Available Copy
a6:Inn NumberXIV, Hwy 259 Lodging LLC, I-30 Hospitality LLC, Amit C. Patel. (Attachments: # 1 >3é :

281 Lodging, # 2 Amit, # 3 BD &Sons, # 4 Carlex, # 5 Eight Pack, # 6 Hwy 259, # 7 Heritage _nicedthfae
Inn NoX, # 8 Heritage Inn No XIV)(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010) : ;

E-GOV“SEALED SUMMONSIssued asto Krishan Inc., Longview Hotel Partners Inc., MMD Hotel
Kilgore LP, Meritax, LLC, NYR Property Corp., Jyotika A. Patel, Prus, LLC, TJ Hospitality Ltd..
(Attachments: # 1 Krishan, # 2 Longview Hotel, # 3 MMD Hotel Kilgore, # 4 Meritax, # 5 NYR
Property, # 6 Prus, # 7 T) Hospitality)(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010) .

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of .
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) 3

‘ a ae a
> NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of oy
* Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of :
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) .

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of iy

 

. Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) - \ ;

“ Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

19

11/23/3010"20
er

“18
‘ * Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of ~, : xf
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) TTS

NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of —
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of : ay
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) +

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of ~
 

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

" NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

11/29/2010 21.

11/29/2010. _ 22 .

11/29/2010 °23st lpr

11/29/2010. 24.

11/30/2010 25.

11/30/2010 26
te

<

“eas
11/30/2010-- 27-.

a

. 11/30/2010)

11/30/2010 28

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)
NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of « :
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) “3

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of a
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010) ‘

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of .
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

ORDER- granting 19 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Longview Hotel Partners Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will
bear its own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, )
(Entered: 11/30/2010)

ORDER- granting 16 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against Lo.
' Defendant I-30 Hospitality LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010.(ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010)

ORDER-- granting 17 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Jyotika A. Patel_are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own

costs and attorneys fees.> Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

 

 

ORDER- granting 20 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against

Defendant Meritax, LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs, -»
and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/30/2010) -
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11/30/2010 29

ceedstee a eaecote =a

 
11/30/2010 31.

11/30/2010-.32°

 
11/30/2019 36

11/30/2010 37:

” costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010.(ch, ) (Entered:
. 11/30/2010)

‘. Defendant Heritage Inn‘NumberXII are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear.°

* ORDER'- granting 10 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against oy

, own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

“. Defendant Krishan Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs

Best Available Copy”

ORDER- granting 14 Notice of Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against Defendant
Heritage Inn NumberXIV are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own 
ORDER- granting 12 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Heritage Inn NumberX are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bearits

» Own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:. ..
11/30/2010)

ORDER- granting 13 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against  
 

 
its own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010.(ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010) .
ORDER- granting ‘15 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against wo
Defendant Hwy 259 Lodging LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its
own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010)

Defendant Carlex Hospitality LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bearits

_ 11/30/2010)

~ ORDER- granting 11° Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Eight Pack Tyler LP are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its.

 
. owncosts and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: : a cee
+” 11/30/2010)

ORDER- granting 21 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant MMD Hotel Kilgore LP are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

- own costs and attorneys fees. Signed. by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:=- © o> -
11/30/2010) . oo

ORDER- granting 18 Noticeof Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against " 
 

and attorneys fees. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 11/30/2010.(ch, ) ©
(Enteréd: 11/30/2010)
ORDER- granting 22 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against —- 7
Defendant NYR Property Corp. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its
owncosts and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

__ 14/30/2010)~ ORDER’- granting 23 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Prus, LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs

, and attorneysfees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/30/2010) 4 Saws
v begORDER- granting 24 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against , 2a ‘

Defendant T) Hospitality Ltd. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own-. 
"3 costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: ae s rs

11/30/2010 41
a Lat 7)

11/30/2010 ~ 42°

 

 
- _* Defendant B D & SonsLtd. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own.

- . costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: *

 

 

- 11/30/2010) a te
ORDER- granting - 8 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Amit C. Patel are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own

costs and attorneysfees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: |11/30/2010) ee

ORDER- granting 9 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against . Mes a

1 1/30/2010)
ORDER- granting 7 Notice of Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against Defendant 281
Lodging Hotel Partners Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own
costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010)

ae
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. US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)  
2:09cv26

Linksmart Wireless TechnologyLic v. Six Continents Hotels Inc et A

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012
 

Date Filed: 01/21/2009 Class Code: CLOSED  Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: Yes
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 28:1338

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Defendant

Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOSDescription: Patent

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC
2:08-cv-00385-DF

Jurisdiction: Federal Question  
Litigants ~. Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

. Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM  
Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler Law PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

= Longview , TX 75601
1 USA

903-753-9300

: h Fax: 903-553-0403
- - Emait: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM  

“ . Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

; 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
oT 7 Suite 1200

: Los Angeles , CA 90025 ©
USA

310/ 826-7474
: Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- : Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM  
Six Continents Hotels Inc. John M Guaragna
Defendant [COR LD NTC]

Dla Piper US LLP -Austin

Panasonic-101 1. |
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Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
Defendant o

Six Continents Hotels Inc

 

Counter Claimant

Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
Counter Claimant

  ee

Linksmart Wireless Technology Lic
Counter Defendant

ay

 

’

Best Available Copy

op

401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

John M Guaragna
(COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000:
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

John M Guaragna
{COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA .

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

John M Guaragna
{COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave
Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000
Fax: 512/ 457-7001
Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler Law PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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ale peek gee —

saS ume ree err

Date |. «a
01/21/2009 1
 

01/21/2009" 2.
. + Patentand Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

01/21/2009_ -3:‘

see eemw01/31/3008ahd*
 01/21/2009 5tl : balee eet gee = tt
>wa

01/21/2009"

  

5

01/21/2009. .
01/22/2009, Lg
ovia008 9 |
01/23/2009 10

02/03/2009 11

1202/06/:2009"
 

02/10/2009 14.

 02/10/2008...‘.
 
hy+057 .

02/27/2009 167
pS :z fn

04/22/2009
05/01/2009

17 *

18

"2vas w34,-

05/04/2008 -+ .
amee gett ee

05/04/200919

tee

“geesbes

*== Technology LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered:

“. Notice‘of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U. S.

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (Fenster, :
3. Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

= NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:

". ORDERREFERRING CASEfor Pretrial proceedings to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham.
". Signed by JudgeT. John’ Ward on 1/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

7 =5-01/21/2009) ar =

~ 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 nolonger assigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch, -
:f (Entered: 02/03/2009)

- 2/10/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered: 02/06/2009)

_. CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels
. Group ResourcesInc identifying Corporate Parent InterContinenta! Hotels Group PLC for

’ . beforeMagistrate Judge-Charles Everingham. (jml, ) (Entered: 05/04/2009)

~ Best Available Copy

Suite 1200

F Los Angeles , CA 90025
- USA

Je. 310/ 826-7474
* te Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM  
© SourceProceeding Text

~ COMPLAINTagainst Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc
( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001843024.), filed by Linksmart Wireless

 
 

 
01/21/2009)

01/21/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSIssued as to Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group

ResourcesInc. (Attachments: # 1 summonsInterContinental Hotels)(ehs, ) (Entered:
01/21/2009) .

‘Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (ehs, ) (Entered:  
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology —° LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2009)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by 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

 
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 SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. Six ~

Continents Hotels Inc served on 1/21/2009 to John Guaragna, DLA Piper by CM RRR, answer due ane

ANSWER to 1 Complaint;, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC by Six ..~i:* ae
” Continents Hotels Inc,.-Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc.(Guaragna, John) (Entered:

;, 02/10/2009)

Intercontinental Hotels Group ResourcesInc, Six Continents Hotels Inc. (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 02/10/2009).

ANSWERto 14 Answerto 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) : “ ‘
ORDER granting 10 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDERED that the above- captioned actions are

_ consolidated for all purposes pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 42(a) and Local Rule Cv-
 42(b) and (c).. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, ) (Entered: © ~

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) as

NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall)
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05/06/2009 20” Notice of Scheduling Conference, Proposed Deadlines for Docket Control Order and Discovery”

Order. Schedwing Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Magistrate nageCharles  
 

 
 

 

06/01/2009--21.3. REPORT of Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Proposed Docket Control
eee ae Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling-
a ** Order) (sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009) *

Spite aD” : ot
06/03/2009 22 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Scheduling

72 *.* . Conference held on 6/3/2009. (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR.) (jml) (Entered:ee 06/04/2009)

07/06/2010:23, NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of CLAIM CONSTRUCTION HEARINGheld on
tyes © 5/25/10 before Judge: Chad Everingham. Court Reporter/Transcriber: Shelly Holmes,; CSR,Telephone number:(903) 663-5083. (116 Pages) NOTICE RE REDACTION OF TRANSCRIPT:

The parties have seven (7) business daysto file with the Court.a Notice of Intent to Request -:,
5. Redactionof this transcript. If no such Noticeis filed, the transcript will be made remotely
- electronically available to the public without redaction after 90 calendar days. The policy is: 3"
‘located on our website at www.txed.uscourts.gov Transcript may be viewed at the court public’ °.
terminal or purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of -
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction Request due

nu, 7/30/2010. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 8/9/2010. Release of Transcript Restriction set...
> for 10/7/2010. (tja, ) (Entered: 07/06/2010) .

07/19/2011 : 24. ORDER ADMINISTRATIVELY CLOSED. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 7/19/11. (mrm, )vate at : ” (Enteréd: 07/19/2011)... * :

02/06/2012 25 -ORDER REFERRING CASE for pretrial purposes to Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven. Signed by,
aoe te by JudgefDavid Folsom 0on 2/6/12. (ehs, ) (Entered: 02/06/2012) h

 
 

 

  
 

 
 

 
 

Copyright © 2012 LexisNexis CourtLink, Inc. All rights reserved.
*** THIS DATA IS FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY ***
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- US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

(Marshall)

* 2:08ev385+

 Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic v. Sbc Internet Services, Inc

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012

 

 

Date Filed: 10/09/2008 , Class Code: CLOSED
—— Assigned To: JudgeDavid Folsom Closed: Yes

Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 15:1126

Nature ofsuit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Both
Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOSDescription: Patent
Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC

2:09-cv-00026-DF

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

’ Litigants . Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic . Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff , . (COR LD NTC] .

Lo Russ August & Kabat
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
. . Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Tos coe ; Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]

- Spangler Law PC
- 208 N Green St EAS

- Suite 300 ee

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

woo Loe Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

 

Andrew D Weiss Lo
[COR LD NTC] Cte
Russ August & Kabat 7 epeS
12424 Wilshire Boulevard _ongts
Suite 1200 Le!

Los Angeles , CA 90025 .

ots 310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

Sbc Internet Services, Inc Doing Business as At&T Internet Richard Alan Sayles
Services . [COR LD NTC]
Defendant 7 Sayles Werbner  cetera

Panasonic-1011
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US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern

: (Marshall)

2:08cv304 2

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic v. Cisco Systems, Inc et A |
 

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012
 

Date Filed: 08/04/2008 Class Code: CLOSED

 
Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: Yes
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven - Statute: 35:271

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand:Plaintiff

Cause;Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOSDescription: Patent
Other Docket: None

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants  _ “ Attorneys
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc ut . Marc A Fenster.
Plaintiff : i (COR LD NTC}

° Russ August & Kabat
: 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 

. Andrew W Spangier
. eo [COR LD NTC]
- Spangler Law PC
. - 208 N Green St

Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300

teem . oF Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

 

Yo Andrew D Weiss

; ue [COR LD NTC]
- : Russ August & Kabat
: - 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

‘ 310/ 826-7474
- - oe Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

Cisco Systems, Inc David J Beck
Defendant . * (COR LD NTC]

. Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
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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 wasretrieved from the court on Thursday, March 01, 2012
 

Date Filed: 07/01/2008 Class Code:

Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: No af
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 15:1126 i

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Both

Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0

Lead Docket: None NOSDescription: Patent
Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00385-DF

2:09-cv-00026-DF-CMC

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants Attorneys

James W Knowles Mediator James W Knowles

Mediator [COR LD NTC]
Knowles Mediations

909 East South East Loop 323
Ste 410

Tyler , TX 75701
USA

903/ 534-3800
Fax: 903/ 534-3806
Email: JIMK@KNOWLESMED.COM Y

« tte

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic Adam S Hoffman
Plaintiff [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 may
Email: AHOFFMAN@RAKLAW.COM a

Alexander ChesterGiza

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991 . :.
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM si

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LO NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC

Panasonic-1011
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208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM  
Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

-12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM  
Bruce D Kuyper
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310-979-8254
Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: BKUYPER@RAKLAW.COM  
Eric Charles Flaget
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: EFLAGEL@RAKLAW.COM  Irene Y Lee

{COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

- 310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: Ilee@raklaw.com

 Larry C Russ v
[COR LD NTC] :
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM  
Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

| “pyPanasonic-101g |
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic Consol °
Plaintiff : :

 

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Robert F Gookin

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310-826-7474
Fax: 210-826-6991

Email: RGOOKIN@RAKLAW.COM

 

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

 
Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 .

Los Angeles , CA 90025 ‘
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 

Todd Y Brandt

[COR LD NTC]
Stevens Love
5020 Montrose Blvd
Suite 800

Houston , TX 77006
USA
713-284-5201
Fax: 713-284-5250
Email: TOOD@STEVENSLOVE.COM

 

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

 

Andrew D Weiss

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 

at

Panasonic- 10.
Page 125 of3

 
 

 
 
ers <f



Panasonic-1011 
Page 126 of 307

thee seyae,
dts eoFS

pee
T-MobileUSA‘ Ine
Defendant: - .

 

 

 

“i

-
af.in

sie
fo aae’
Mea

 

Best Available Copy
 

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire BoulevardSuite 1200 .

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

David J] Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney.St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA :

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Alexandra B McTague
[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue
New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: ALEXANDRA.MCTAGUE@WILMERHALE.CO

 
David B Bassett tvs

[COR LD NTC] -
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York -
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA :
212/ 230-8800 tress,
Fax: 212/ 230-8888 ,
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DAVID.BASSETT@WILMERHALE.COM

 
James P Barabas 4

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800 aes
Fax: 212/ 230-8888 .
Email: JAMES.BARABAS@WILMERHALE.COM

 
Jonathan Andron

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston
60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109 a
USA a4
617-526-6749 oa
Fax: 617-526-5000 Qos ‘
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JONATHAN.ANDRON@WILMERHALE.com

 
Joyce Chen
[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York —
399 Park Avenue

,
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New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8809
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOYCE.CHEN@WILMERHALE.COM

Kirk R Ruthenberg
{COR LD NTC]
SNR Denton US LLP -DC

1301 K Street, NW
Suite 600E

Washington , DC 20005
USA

202/ 408-6410
Fax: 202/ 408-6399
Email: KIRK.RUTHENBERG@SNRDENTON.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 ae
Boston , MA 02109 St Brey mess
USA : ?

617/ 526-6466
Fax: 617/ 526-5000
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PETER.DICHIARA@WILMERHALE.COM  
Robert David Daniel sR

[COR LD NTC] ,
Beck Redden & Secrest LLP
One Houston Center .

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 mo
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 “or
USA
617-526-6556
Fax: 617-526-5000

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>  
Page 127 of 307
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Ss : Email: WILLIAM.LEE@WILMERHALE.COMof

Wayport, Inc «= 5 ». . Coie Brian C Bianco: -
Defendant —_—- : “Be [CORLD NTC] .
{Term:. 11/12/ ‘ i, Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

weg eee One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

 oO

.— Rwacster
ts

 
oR i ty Marvin Craig Tyler
a a (COR LD NTC] -

: "ope Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
. . 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
‘ : Las Cimas IV,Fifth Floor

* : Austin , TX 78746-5546
. USA .

512/ 338-5410
4 Fax: 15123385499
Ss . Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

oe i, Richard Alan Sayles
‘ “ot [COR LD NTC] .
: Re Sayles Werbner
* % 1201 Elm Street ©
i oo 4400 Renaissance Tower
° Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

ne ; Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

uy David T Pritikin

a [COR LD NTC]
; : Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
: ’ One South Dearborn Ave

; Po Chicago , IL 60603
: USA

312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

 
Pa . Elizabeth L Maxeiner
Be Ls oy [COR LD NTC]
Spt “ fa. Sidley Austin -Chicago

4 ge One South Dearborn St

: ee Chicago , IL 60603
t . USA

® 312/ 853-2225
. Fax: 312/ 853-7036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

  
pg . EVE L Henson
Me . . . [COR LD NTC]
, - = i ne Sayles | Werbner

4 _ 1201 Elm Street-
ot be 4400 Renaissance Tower
abe . Lo. Dallas , TX 75270

. cot aah ‘ USA 2
Pee ae ar : 214/ 939-8700

: Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

 
 

. Hugh A Abrams
. - [COR LD NTC]

* Je, Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza ai
. ‘: One South Dearborn Ave ot ihe Panasonic-1€ : f
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Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

{COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV,Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546 /
USA : ro
512-338-5400 al
Fax: 512-338-5499 oo
Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Lisa A Schneider

(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

(COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

{COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500 ;
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com  
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> te
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM 0 Fget

 
Paul E Veith ws

(COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank OnePlaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-4718
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

. at TE
Rachel D Sher : =e.
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- : ° [COR LD NTC]
LT te Sidley Austin -Chicago
Be One South Dearborn St

ne Chicago , IL 60603
: . . USA
woeRses a 312/ 853-7000 ~

. . Fax: 312/ 853-7036
may Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

a. Richard A Cederoth
. (COR LD NTC]

es . ~ Sidley Austin -Chicago
es : One South Dearborn St
ele ee ‘ Chicago , IL 60603

oe USA
* 312/ 853-7000
Bebeke ou og Fax: 312/ 853-7036 ~-
o <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

“4 Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

 

Richard T McCaulley , Jr
. . [COR LD NTC]

wee he . 2 Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza os teams
' One South Dearborn Ave : eon

Li ae h Chicago , IL 60603
“ate... USA

To . 312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 .
Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

 
At&T,Inc oe vO Richard Alan Sayles
Defendant » [COR LD NTC]  {Term: 09/24/2008] ° Sayles Werbner

1201 Elm Street

2 ‘ : 4400 Renaissance Tower
ila Dallas , TX 75270
nets USA

tel. , 214/ 939-8700
wee Foe Seca 7 . Fax: 12149398787

: : - Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Michael E Jones

; cas [COR LD NTC]
. : : Potter Minton PC:

tte a : - 110 N College
to “ Suite 500
sda chee PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA

i Loo 903-597-8311 oo
‘ Fax: 903-593-0846

 
 

 
“oy Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COM

At&T Mobility, Lic . : Richard Alan Sayles eee
Defendant -- --: : - (COR LD NTC] noosa
(Term: 10/08/2008] 4 Sayles Werbner . “

Pugh 1201 Elm Street

BENS. -- 4400 Renaissance Tower
Bos Dallas , TX 75270

RL EL le a USA wo
214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

. EVE L Henson “
--- . - [COR LD NTC] ae 0 Tea

_ ” Sayles | Werbner . me
woot 1201 Elm Street
ar 4400 Renaissance Tower
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Lodgenet Interactive Corporation . Tes
Defendant yo.

 
 

— att i . &
inna gt

tog g
SEE Bete ete > =

 
Dallas , TX 75270 wrt
USA : :

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787 - Toss
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Michael E Jones

[COR LD NTC]
Potter Minton PC

110 N College "—
Suite 500
PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA
903-597-8311
Fax: 903-593-0846

Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COM ~ = -¥- 02-0 --e--

 
Harold L Socks ~
[COR LD NTC] -

Center

1250 NE Loop 410
Suite 700

San Antonio , TX 78209
USA
210-341-3554
Fax: 210-341-3557

Email: BSOCKS@RVMJFIRM.COM

Brian F McMahon

[COR LD NTC]
Morrison & Foerster LLP -Los Angeles
555 W Fifth St
35TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90013-1024
USA

213/ 892-5628
Fax: 213/ 892-5454 “st
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> .
Email: BMCMAHON@MOFO.COM

 
Cynthia Lopez Beverage
[COR LD NTC]
Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Suite 6000

Washington , DC 20006
USA ;
202-887-6950 oe
Fax: 202-785-7635

Email: CBEVERAGE@MOFO.COM

 

David J Beck

{[CORLD NTC] .
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Jennifer Parker ‘Ainsworth

[CORLD NTC] |
Wilson Robertson & Cornelius PC

909 Ese Loop 323
Suite 400
PO Box 7339
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Tyler , TX 75711-7339 :
USA . - eee
903-509-5000

sat Fax: 903-509-5092 vid
, Email: JAINSWORTH@WILSONLAWFIRM.COM

ie soy Mark E Ungerman
o [COR LD NTC]

re Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
re 2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Suite 6000

Washington , DC 20006
USA
202-887-1535
Fax: 12028870763

Email: MUNGERMAN@MOFO.COM

  
ie a TS ag Michael Ernest Richardson
° ots (COR LD NTC]. .
: Tee Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
? “ 1221 McKinney
: a Suite 4500

“ Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

oo oo Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

ia  
eg Noah A Levine ~
vos [COR LD NTC] . ut

. Lhe Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York oy
= ‘ 399 Park Avenue’ :
; so New York , NY 10022 ”

% USA ,
212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888

. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
= Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

a Paul W Kletzly -
fa [COR LD NTC]tae Morrison & Foerster LLP Washington

: te 2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
tos Suite 6000

¢ : Washington , DC 20006
. USA

202/ 887-6927
Fax: 202/ 912-2332

tod <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PKLETZLY@MOFO.COM

 
we foo% Robert David Daniel ek

Lo oo! [COR LD NTC] °°
Fe Beck Redden & Secrest LLP

vee we eee at : Bote One Houston Center
‘agi’ 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Bddaniel@brsfirm.com
 

Ibahn’ General Holdings Corp " Michael E Jones -
Defendant . - a [COR LD NTC]

oe ak : oo Potter Minton PC
° 110 N College

 
‘ Suite 500

PO Box 359

» Tyler , TX 75710-0359
“ USA :
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903-597-8311
Fax: 903-593-0846

Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COM

Allen Franklin Gardner
[COR LD NTC]
Potter Minton PC

110 N College - '
Suite 500
PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA

903/ 597-8311
Email: Allengardner@potterminton.com

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC)
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney-St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 
David J) Burman

{COR LD NTC]
Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third Avenue
Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA
206-359-8426
Fax: 206-359-9426

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DBURMAN@PERKINSCOIE.COM

Kameron Parvin

{COR LD NTC]
Perkins Coie LLP -Seattie
1201 Third Avenue
Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099 *
USA
206-359-6111
Fax: 206-359-7111

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: KPARVIN@PERKINSCOIE.COM

Michael D Broaddus :

(COR LD NTC] _
Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third Avenue
Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA

206/ 359-8694
Fax: 206/ 359-9694
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: MBROADDUS @PERKINSCOIE.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] - :
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
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Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC] a
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York _-;
399 Park Avenue. wes
New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Dean Danyl Hunt
{COR LD NTC]
Baker & Hostetler
1000 Louisiana
Suite 2000 :

Houston , TX 77002-5009
USA

713/ 646-1346
Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey & Kahn SC
780 N Water St

Mitwaukee , WI’ 53202-3590
USA .
414-273-3500
Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

Christina J Moser

(COR LD NTC]
Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
1900 East Ninth Street

3200 National City Center
Cleveland , OH- 44114
USA

216/ 861-7818
Fax: 216/ 696-0740 sf
Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM “a

 
David J Beck

(COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500 :

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720 -

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine

(COR LD NTC}
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York = --- *---+
399 Park Avenue : 
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Hot Point Wireless, Inc
Defendant: : 
Netnearu Corp
Defendant
[Term:.02/23/2009]vat teens

Pronto Networks, Inc
Defendant. - -_

(Term: 06/09/2010)

 
Aptilo Networks, Inc
Defendant :

[Term: 11/24/2010]eeee

 
 

e
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%
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Best Available Copy

 

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888" ©
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Aden Martin Allen

{COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV
Fifth Floor

Austin , 1™ 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5437
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: AALLEN@WSGR.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

Clyde Moody Siebman
[COR LD NTC] '
Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
300 N Travis St

Sherman , TX 75090-0070
USA

903/ 870-0070
Fax: 19038700066

Email: Siebman@siebman.com

 

 

 

 
 

 



Panasonic-1011 
Page 136 of 307

 Best Available Copy

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC] epee
oe Beck Redden & Secrest eg

~ ee 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
Toy One Houston Center
Lor Houston , TX 7-7010-2020

: be USA

- Lo. 713/ 951-3700
, Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Lawrence Augustine Phillips
(COR LD NTC]

um . Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
, ae 300 N Travis St

Qt, Sherman , TX 75090-9969
No USA .

thie 903/ 870-0070
* oY Fax: 903/ 870/ 0066
; os Email: LARRYPHILLIPS@SIEBMAN.COM

 
Michael T Herbst

[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates

re . 70 W Madison St
; . #5750 .
Ty Chicago , IL 60602

a Ya . USA a
: yobs 312-357-0300
Fa ae Fax: 13123570328 .

; tobe Email: MICHAEL@THORELLI.COM °
 

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

“3 ; 1221 McKinney a
Suite 4500 : :

. my Houston , TX 77010-2010
* ea 8 USA “

. | 713/ 951-6284' °
* “fe: Fax: 17139513720

fhe Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com
 

Noah A Levine ; " ¢
[COR LD NTC] OO
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue -

: New York , NY 10022
i USA ,

‘ nD 212/ 230-8800
a Fax: 212/ 230-8888

ob <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
fo Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM  

Steven L Wiser a

[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates

. 70 W Madison St
= LO . #5750

moot Chicago , IL 60602 ©
u yo USA
* sts 312-357-0300. .

: Tepe Fax: 13123570328
* . Email: STEVE@THORELLI.COM  
% Theodore J Koerth

(COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates

70 W Madison St oe
ts ; #5750 a

. Chicago , IL 60602 :
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Freefi Networks,“Inc
Defendant.::4 iF
rer99/09/2009)

 
Meraki, Inc;
Defendant*
[Termwel1/05/2008)
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USA

312/ 357-0300
Fax: 312/ 357-0328
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: TED@THORELLI.COM

Roy William Hardin - ok
(COR LD NTC] 2
Locke Lord Bisseil & Liddell, LLP
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200 ca!

Dallas , TX 75201-6776 ‘
USA

214/ 740-8000 ce te
Fax: 214/ 756-8556 . .Email: RHARDIN@LOCKELORD. COM oe
John W MacPete

[COR LD NTC]
Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

Dallas , TX 75201-6776
USA

214/ 740-8128
Fax: 214/ 756-8128 ae
Email: JMACPETE@LOCKELORD.COM

Michael Scott Fuller

[COR LD NTC]
Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200

Dallas , TX 75201-6776
USA
214-740-8601

Fax: 214-756-8601
Email: SFULLER@LOCKELORD.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor .!
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA .
512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Aden Martin Allen mB

[COR LD NTC] a
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV . ge ete
Fifth Floor et ae

Austin , TX 78746-5546USA
512-338-5437 - -
Fax: 512-338-5499
Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM  
Jose Carlos Villarreal

(COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA  
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oe : Fax: 512-338-5499 Sloot
a tare stowenee g - cio Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

oe i Tbe Robin Lynn Brewer
i : [COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC -Palo Alto :
650 Page Mill Rd
Palo Alto , CA 94304-1050
USA

650/ 493-9300
Fax: 650/ 493-6811

: : . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
yt ow Email: RBREWER@WSGR.COM

 t >,
arate

 
Mail!‘Boxes.te, Inc. Brian C Bianco
Defendant - fo (COR LD NTC]
[Term:11/12/2010) Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

eySerpe io . One South Dearborn Ave ~
‘ oN Chicago , IL 60603 .

oe . wry USA
ve : oao™ 312/ 853-7000
4 : toe Fax: 312/ 853-7036 '

> car Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

 
« : Michael Charles Smith
, [COR LD NTC]

Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall
P O Box 1556

sone Marshall , TX 75671-1556 : ae
, USA Co

. - 903-938-8900 co Fe
* Loos Fax: 19727674620 La Uap

. Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM

pote Richard Alan Sayles
& . [COR LD NTC]
° Sayles Werbner

1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270 -
USA

, : 214/ 939-8700

x ns 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

* 2 312/ 853-7359
. Fax: 312/ 853-7036

‘ ro, Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

 
. ~ he Elizabeth L Maxeiner
* oo [CORLD NTC] ~-
' ~ Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225
aes ? . Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Mt . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
, oS “ The Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM
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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

Holmes J Hawkins, ITI
(COR LD NTC]
King & Spalding -Atlanta
1180 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta , GA 30309-3521
USA
404-572-4600
Fax: 404-572-5100

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

(COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA .

214-939-8707 -
Fax: 214-939-8787 La
Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com a

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 te
212/ 230-8800
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my Fax: 212/ 230-8888
: <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: NOAH. LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Foss, Paul E Veith

« [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave ‘

Chicago , IL 60603
io / USA

. 312/ 853-4718
oe fy Fax: 312/ 853-7036

* 2.7 ¥ Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

: “Pr Rachel D Sher
: a (COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603 ~
USA

312/ 853-7000
sO Fax: 312/ 853-7036
. Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

, Richard A Cederoth

be [COR LO NTC]
: Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036

, <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
. Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Steven T Snyder.
. oe (COR LD NTC]
* . King & Spalding LLP -Charlotte
; nO 100 N Tryon Street

« Ste 3900

Charlotte , NC 28202.
USA
704-503-2630

pod a Fax: 704-503-2622
2 Email: SSNYDER@KSLAW.COM

+y 
gee . -

Mcdonalds Corp * ; _— Marvin Craig Tyler.
Defendant . - e [COR LD NTC]
[Term: 11/12/2010] ’ so Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

ce th 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
ete Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor

oF Austin , TX 78746-5546
* USA .

me rae yg 512/ 338-5410 era
Pe “ ; . ; , Fax: 15123385499 oo no

‘ te me Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

6 *

 
 

/ i Richard Alan Sayles
“Pe (COR LD NTC]

foo. Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower a

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700 . fee
Fax: 12149398787 co

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

  
" - a Brian C Bianco - |oy

Top [COR LD NTC] _ Le 
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Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA .

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

David T Pritikin

(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn. St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225"
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA 7

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Enenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
(COR LD NTC)
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603 ©
USA ,

312/ 853-7017. -
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

(COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA .
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499
Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

 
Lisa A Schneider

(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank OnePlaza
One South Dearborn Ave ry Bose

Chicago , IL 60603 . ye eh
USA . pn Test

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036  
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Mark Daniel Strachan
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

{COR LD NTC}
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney :
Suite 4500 A

Houston , TX 77010-2010 ‘
USA

713/ 951-6284 Cowd
Fax: 17139513720 ,

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Noah A Levine - ©

[COR LD NTC] .
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York .
399 Park Avenue a
New York , NY 10022 ge!
USA ,

212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888 oe uate chee daten
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> ae
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM ~

 
Paul E Veith

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-4718

Fax: 312/ 853-7036 . ;
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM Be a

 
Rachel D Sher

[CORLD NTC].
Sidley Austin -Chicago |
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 °
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

{COR LD NTC}
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago, IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr
(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
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Fax: 312/ 853-7036
3 Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

asscaerr: atx7 _Barnes. & Noble: Booksellers, Inc Brian C Bianco
Defendant: cet [COR LD NTC]
(Terni:‘Li12/2010} Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza, One South Dearborn Ave .

mo Chicago , IL 60603
a nF USA

“ on 312/ 853-7000 ©
, yo Fax: 312/ 853-7036

“RE Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM
te

: Richard Alan Sayles
“ (COR LD NTC]

Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

oa , ot - Dallas , TX 75270
: Lt , USA
< tg 214/ 939-8700
* To! Fax: 12149398787

ope Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

: “ David T Pritikin

‘ [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
oe - USA

. ook 312/ 853-7359 .
“3 “ty . Fax: 312/ 853-7036

” s . Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

‘ san Elizabeth L Maxeiner
: = [COR LD NTC]

% Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA.

1 oat ; 312/ 853-2225
7 Fax: 312/ 853-7036

oon oe <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
~ : “ Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
¢ Sayles | Werbner

, 1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
= USA

: 214/ 939-8700
a oy Fax: 12149398787

* pono Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Nay bod1

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>
“e ey Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

“

: aS Lisa A Schneider
° : [COR LD NTC)

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank OnePlaza
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One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

(COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street .

Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson
(COR LD NTC] |
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney:
Suite 4500 .
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New Yo
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
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Paul E Veith Stoee Be
{COR LD NTC} te,
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank OnePlaza . Sg
One South Dearborn Ave IS
Chicago , IL 6060
USA . oot
312/ 853-4718 oT
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

 
Rachel D Sher .

[COR LD NTC] ane
Sidley Austin -Chicago gt
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000: *
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM
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: - Sayles Werbner

A Lo, ., Me 1201 Elm Street
me ‘ “ 4400 Renaissance Tower

. 7 Dallas , TX 75270
- USA

, 7 214/ 939-8700
* Fax: 12149398787

. Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

 
  

Holmes J) Hawkins, III . :
[COR LD NTC] Bh Cie

ew _ . King & Spalding -Atlanta ewe
rr . he 1180 Peachtree Street, NE
eegO . Pa Atlanta , GA 30309-3521

; USA ,
: . 404-572-4600

: ste Fax: 404-572-5100
. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

  
Hugh A Abrams

: [COR LD NTC] SH
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza mS
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA
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312/ 853-7017 _.
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284 ©
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Steven T Snyder
(COR LD NTC]
King & Spalding LLP -Charlotte
100 N Tryon Street
Ste 3900

Charlotte , NC 28202
USA
704-503-2630
Fax: 704-503-2622
Email: SSNYDER@KSLAW.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

_ Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ,

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA :

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

~ - . Stephen M Lobbin
ima SR NE {COR LD NTC]

“ . Russ August & Kabat
. 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
cs USA

_— 310/ 826-7474
ve Fax: 310/ 826-6991
: * <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
sf ~ vf

Marriott International, Inc John M Guaragna
Counter. Claimant- [COR LD NTC]

BeBeret: Dia Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave

s Suite 2500
Austin , TX 78701-3799

. : USA
* : : 3 $12/ 457-7000

Lo Fax: 512/ 457-7001
“ke Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

ee 

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinneySt, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

: Houston , TX 77010-2020
: . - USA
4 one 713/ 951-3700
: Fax: 17139513720

1" Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney ‘
Suite 4500

° , Houston , TX 77010-2010
0 USA .

vie 713/ 951-6284 -
mos Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Andrew D Weiss
Counter: Defendant [COR LD NTC]
ota , Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
ue Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
. y USA .

* Dy 310/ 826-7474
oo Fax: 310/ 826-6991

‘. - Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

. Larry C Russ
, [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

2 Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

. 310/ 826-7474
, Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM
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tote Marc A Fenster
. [COR LD NTC)

° Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

- Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

: : 310/ 826-7474
. ys Fax: 310/ 826-6991

: Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard -
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

. . 310/ 826-7474
ee Fax: 310/ 826-6991
“ Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

. . Stephen M Lobbin
, , [COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
. USA

. - ; 310/ 826-7474
Pom 2 ute Fax: 310/ 826-6991
we - mos <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

. Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
Wayport;Inc ~/*5. “ Brian C Bianco"
CounterClaimant _ (COR LD NTC]
(Term:,11/12/2010] Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
Bt One South Dearborn Ave

: Chicago , IL 60603
noe ! . USA
Pr, ; vs 312/ 853-7000
Sate : Sy Fax: 312/ 853-7036 -

- 7 . Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

 

Marvin Craig Tyler
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor

Loe Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA

_ 512/ 338-5410
oy Fax: 15123385499

° Email: CTYLER@WSGR.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
ho <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

 
Jose Carlos Villarreal

(COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic te ;
Counter Defendant " vo
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Bris ae

; an, “ C .

aeet 1 o¢

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden &-Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

{COR LD NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 __..
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster |
[COR LD NTC] - ©
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
{COR LD NTC] - -
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]. .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
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Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc s
Counter Claimant , 7

(Term: 11/12/2010] . oy

 
 

 

 
 

 

USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian C Bianco

[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Werbner |
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney: -
Suite 4500 ;
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 .

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC}
* . ; Russ August & Kabat

- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Jr, Suite 1200
“or Los Angeles , CA. 90025

h. : USA
. — 310/ 826-7474

Fs Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]

® Russ August & Kabat
a 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

“te Suite 1200

a Los Angeles , CA 90025
. . hos USA

ee * my 310/ 826-7474
wad Be Fax: 310/ 826-6991

wo, Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

 
Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]

coe, Russ August & Kabat
: 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

ms Suite 1200

o rayoo8 Los Angeles , CA 90025
oo USA os

» Q 310/ 826-7474
7 Fax: 310/ 826-6991

. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
, Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
in

 
McdonaldsCorp_.. a Marvin Craig Tyler
CounterClaimant ; [COR LD NTC]
(Term: 11/12/2010] , . . Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
e vo es foo 900 South Capital of Texas Highway

. : Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor

he Austin , TX 78746-5546
rol USA

, 512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

wah le ee em

Hugh A Abrams
{COR LD NTC]

; - Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
vo mk “ or One South Dearborn Ave
ceee ‘ 7 Chicago , IL 60603

co * ve 312/ 853-7017
oT oe fh ° : HG Fax: 13128537036

: aie! % <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

 
Me Jose Carlos Villarreal
Ainbtitine see sg [COR LD NTC] ann
Te . Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati uO

By — 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Bo Las CimasIV,Fifth Floor

, : : Austin , TX 78746-5546
a . e USA

, Fe 512-338-5400
5 Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM  
r bose
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Ltc
Counter.Defendant

oye

 
 

 

 tee,a, ge
“* ee . .

Meraki, Inc

ahSyae en + oree

Michael Ernest Richardson

(COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

‘Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA ,

310/ 826-7474. .
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474.
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LREUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .

310/ 826-7474 °
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474: °
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA_ 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474. .
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler
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[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway _
Las CimasIV,Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA ,

512/ 338-5410. .
Fax: 15123385499.
Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Aden Martin Allen

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV
Fifth Floor :

Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA ok
512-338-5437
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV,Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5400 °°
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA -3

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA os

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC}
Russ August & Kabat
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Best Western International, Inc
Counter.Claimant

 

 
 

 

 
”

Linksmart Wireless Technology,Lic
Counter Defendant
aa.

peer.

” Best Available Copy

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Christopher Michael Joe
[COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
Fax: (214) 635-1828
Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA ‘

713/ 951-3700 ©
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David E Rogers
[COR LD NTC]
Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
602-382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070

Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
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Los Angeles , CA 90025
™™ USA

- 310/ 826-7474
She Fax: 310/ 826-6991
ne Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
. . [COR LD NTC]

te Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
toes USA

, 310/ 826-7474
ma Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Yo <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

a, Marc A Fenster

i : [COR LD NTC]
‘ Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

s Los Angeles , CA 90025
: USA

Lo -  310/ 826-7474
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 ,

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

. - 310/ 826-7474
% oT, Fax: 310/ 826-6991
‘ . Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
ue . USA

- 310/ 826-7474
. wo, . The Fax: 310/ 826-6991
ee nes 7 ’ .. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

a yo Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
Ramada Worldwide, Inc « Brian G Gilpin .
CounterClaimant _ [COR LD NTC] .

SSeS . Godfrey & Kahn SC
780 N Water St .

e Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590 CMe Tete
‘ USA non ms

 
 
eB ms 414-273-3500
‘ae . oO Fax: 414-273-5198

: . Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

~ tet - Christina J Moser
Ltt . [COR LD NTC]

: Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
a 1900 East Ninth Street

go 3200 National City Center

  
chee gob yet oe Cleveland , OH 44114 woe t
2 USA

 
 

, 216/ 861-7818
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 Best Available Copy

. ’ Fax: 216/ 696-0740
> Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM eo

ro David J] Beck
° , ms [COR LD NTC] .

.' Beck Redden &Secrest
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

ao. One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

. . David M Stein
WT, : [COR LD NTC] .

. Akin Gump Straus Hauer & Feld LLP
. 633 WestFifth Street

an Suite 5000
Los Angeles , CA 90071
USA
213-254-1200
Fax: 213-254-1201

Email: DSTEIN@AKINGUMP.COM

- Dean Dany! Hunt
The [COR LD NTC]

Baker & Hostetler
1000 Louisiana

* 4 Suite 2000
’ mS Houston , TX 77002-5009
s USA

713/ 646-1346
Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

Fay E Morisseau
- [COR LD NTC]

te McDermott Will & Emery -Houston
‘ 1000 Louisiana, Suite 3900

Houston , TX 77002
o) USA

Soe 713-653-1700
Fax: 713-653-7592
Email: FMORISSEAU@MWE.COM

J Thad Heartfield

[COR LD NTC]
: The Heartfield Law Firm

oa 2195 Dowlen Rd

, Beaumont, TX 77706USA

409/ 866-3318 .

. fot Fax: 14098665789
. Email: Thad@jth-Law.com

Jennifer L Yokoyama
[COR LD NTC]
Cooley, Godward, Cronish LLP
5 Palo Alto Square

. 3000 Elcamino

. Pato Alto , CA 94306-2155USA
650-213-0332
Fax: 650-213-8158
Email: JYOKOYAMA@WHITECASE.COM

 
Michael Ernest Richardson

(COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

wo, ‘ 1221 McKinney “ wa
oe - - Suite 4500 . re
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic
Counter:Defendant
wee . ata :

 

 
ProntoNetworks, Inc
Counter Claimant

{Term:.06/09/2010] | .

 

Le Best Available Copy

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Andrew D Weiss

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA . :

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474. .
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD-NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025 .
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

{COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las CimasIV, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic
Counter.Defendant.

SB.

 

 
 

USA
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499 -
Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Aden Martin Allen

(COR LD NTC] :
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati ’

900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas IV
Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5437
Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM ‘

 

Michael Ernest Richardson

{COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
Andrew D Weiss

(COR LD NTC}
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 nn

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA : ed

310/ 826-7474 east
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 :
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM  
Larry C Russ wo
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200 wo Bags te faethe
Los Angeles , CA 90025 oy
USA tos Fak

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474. -
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

 
Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474.  
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Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

. Stephen M Lobbin
> et [COR LD NTC]
. a Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
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Freefi Networks,Inc : boy Roy William Hardin oa
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[Term:..09/09/2009] , Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell, LLP
wR 2200 Ross Ave

ae . Suite 2200

Mae Dallas , TX 75201-6776
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Te os 214/ 740-8000
ror a * . , Fax: 214/ 756-8556

‘ .f ° Email: RHARDIN@LOCKELORD.COM

 

foe John W MacPete “
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Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave
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2200 Ross Ave
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Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey & Kahn SC
780 N Water St

Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA
414-273-3500
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David J Beck
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Suite 1200 .
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Beck Redden & Secrest
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Andrew D Weiss
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12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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Stanley H Thompson, Jr
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Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
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Stephen M Lobbin
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Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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Los Angeles , CA 90025
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Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Morris C Carrington
[CORLD NTC] .
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PO Box 16
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USA
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Fax: 14098355177

Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

David ) Leonard

[COR LD NTC]
Leonard & Felker
P O Box 19101

Tucson , AZ 85731 Rr
USA a

520/ 622-7737
Fax: 623-321-8085

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

Douglas G Muehlhauser
[COR LD NTC]
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Irvine, Ca
2040 Main St
Fourteenth Floor

Irvine , CA 92614
USA

949/ 760-0404
Fax: 949/ 760-9502
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB.COM
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Sidney Calvin Capshaw,III
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Capshaw Derieux LLP
114 E Commerce Avenue
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USA
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tu - ro Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

. . } . .
Sbe Internet Services, Inc os Richard Alan Sayles
Counter Claimant , . [COR LD NTC]
[Term: 11/12/2010] * Sayles Werbner
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_ USA Soars Be te

: . 214/ 939-8700 mB
vey Fax: 12149398787

mos Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

  

* we David T Pritikin
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One South Dearborn Ave .

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

1s : 312/ 853-7359 . . Bop

. Fax: 312/ 853-7036 . Y
oan Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

 

a Elizabeth L Maxeiner

i [COR LD NTC]
2 oe Sidley Austin -Chicago

“ One South Dearborn St
: Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

. Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson : -

[COR LD NTC] \
Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Enenson@swtriallaw.com

 
: Hugh A Abrams .

7 [COR LD NTC]

 
. ° Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank OnePlaza
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USA

312/ 853-7567
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Paul E Veith
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Rachel D Sher
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USA

312/ 853-7000
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Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
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Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
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Chicago , IL 60603
USA
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Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM
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Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474 |
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

 
Brian C Bianco ce
[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603 Rare t
USA / a,
312/ 853-7000 Eg
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 ° pee

whe
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Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Richard Alan Sayles |
{COR LD NTC] -
Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA ,

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC] .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago’, IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

(COR LD NTC)
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

- [COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Enenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
(COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza ,
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Lisa A Schneider

(COR LD NTC}
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
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LinksmartWireless Technology, Lic
Counter Defendant *ae m

‘

 

 

 

 

USA
214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

(COR LD NTC)
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC}
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Alexander Chester Giza

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601 -
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403 .
Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025 Loo so Seats
USA tg
310/ 826-7474 St ty:
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

 
Larry C Russ
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA . Ton,
310/ 826-7474 ond
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 ere
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> 8 F
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM
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Marc A Fenster |
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat a
12424 Wilshire Boulevard OE
Suite 1200 a
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Staniey H Thompson, Jr Ew igs
{COR LD NTC] ° -
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 .
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC] -
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA .
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian C Bianco

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Michael Charles Smith
(COR LD NTC}
Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall
P O Box 1556

Marshall , TX 75671-1556
USA
903-938-8900

Fax: 19727674620
Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM Sort

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 Benge he

David T Pritikin oO

(COR LD NTC) .
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave
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Chicago , IL 60603
USA .

312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: OPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

{COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

 
EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]
Sayles | Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270
USA

214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787

Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Holmes J Hawkins , III
[COR LD NTC]
King & Spalding -Atlanta
1180 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta , GA 30309-3521
USA
404-572-4600
Fax: 404-572-5100

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

 
Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603
USA

312/ 853-7017
Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM  
Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave Coo.
Chicago , IL 60603 —,
USA .

312/ 853-7567
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC}
Sayles Webner
4400 Renaissance
1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270
USA moe =
214-939-8707 my
Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

 

 Michael Ernest Richardson
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: . [COR LD NTC}
. ot Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston ~
: “oe 1221 McKinney -

Suite 4500 :

Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

 
 
oes Fe : ot Rachel D Sher

7 | (COR LD NTC] °
oo s Sidley Austin -Chicago

wee et . One South Dearborn St
Seale. « Chicago , IL 60603

. USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036

tod Email: RSHER@SIOLEY.COM wt

ae Steven T Snyder
ss [COR LD NTC]

King & Spalding LLP -Charlotte
100 N Tryon Street
Ste 3900

Charlotte , NC 28202
USA
704-503-2630
Fax: 704-503-2622
Email: SSNYDER@KSLAW.COM

 
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic . Alexander Chester Giza
Counter Defendant , : [COR LD NTC] .

. Russ August & Kabat
. 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

, Suite 1200

ne . Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

 
 

els Looe , he Andrew W Spangler
sto - - .. [COR LD NTC] .

. . Spangler & Fussell PC
* : 208 N Green St -

stot re nt , : Suite 300

wet Ry é Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

7 Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM 
ne mo Andrew D Weiss
wee i Se [COR LD NTC]

7 f ; . Russ August & Kabat
. ! 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

we ee ed . Suite 1200

. yk Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM 
Larry C Russ

- [COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Se ee Suite 1200

avr ; Los Angeles , CA 90025
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Best Western International, Inc
Counter Claimant

 

 

USA

310/ 826-7474 .
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA> 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA, 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Christopher Michael Joe
[COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
Fax; (214) 635-1828
Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

Andrea L Marconi

[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
Two Renaissance Square
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA

602/ 916-5424
Fax: 602/ 916-5624
Email: AMARCONI@FCLAW.COM

 
Brian Andrew Carpenter
(COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390 .

Dallas , TX 75201
USA :  
214-466-1273
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Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic
CounterDefendant¥

 
at
atts Gell eq ee

Fax: 214-635-1829 2
Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJCIPLAW.COM ~*~ +s i

 
David J] Beck

[COR LD NTC] /
Beck Redden & Secrest Se Regt ee eat.
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 or
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020USA
713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720 i
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David E Rogers
{COR LD NTC]
Sneli & Wilmer -Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
602-382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070
Emait: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

 
Donald A Wall

(COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix Coy
Two Renaissance Square , naseaas
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700 “
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA .
602/ 528-4000
Fax: 602/ 253-8129
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010USA

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 oe
New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800-
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

 
Adam S Hoffman

(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AHOFFMAN@RAKLAW.COM
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Alexander Chester Giza

{COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss -

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson, Jr
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
(COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
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Best Western International, Inc Thirdparty
Plaintiff ~oart e ost - ,

ae edeAE .

 
 

 

 

 

 

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025 see
USA

310/:826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 7
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Todd Y Brandt

(COR LD NTC)
Stevens Love
5020 Montrose Bivd
Suite 800 . .

Houston , TX 77006
USA
713-284-5201 -
Fax: 713-284-5250 .

Email: TODD@STEVENSLOVE.COM

Christopher Michael Joe
(COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

(214) 466-1272
Fax: (214) 635-1828
Email: CHRIS.JOE@BJCIPLAW.COM

Andrea L Marconi

(COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
Two Renaissance Square
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA

602/ 916-5424 oe
Fax: 602/ 916-5624 ee
Email: AMARCONI@FCLAW.COM

 
Brian Andrew Carpenter
{COR LD NTC]
Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390

Dallas , TX 75201
USA

214-466-1273 an

Fax: 214-635-1829 Lo
Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJCIPLAW.COM ‘ an ‘’

 

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 : engne ee
Fax: 17139513720 _
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

 

David E Rogers’
(COR LD NTC]
Snell & Wilmer -Phoenix
One Arizona Center
400 E Van Buren

Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
USA
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 vwet pecker font o oo.

Bestcomm Networks, Inc ThirdpartyDefendant

 

 
Set der eee 2 ~

Nomadix,Inc Thiraparty
Defendant .

602-382-6225
Fax: 602-382-6070

Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

Donald A Wall

[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix
Two Renaissance Square
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700
Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
USA

602/ 528-4000
Fax: 602/ 253-8129
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston seo ly
1221 McKinney
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010 -
USA ,

713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine

[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH. LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Morris C Carrington
[COR LD NTC]
Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont
PO Box 16

Beaumont , TX 77704-0016
USA

409/ 835-5011
Fax: 14098355177

Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

David J Leonard

[COR LD NTC]
Leonard & Felker
PO Box 19101. -

Tucson , AZ 85731
USA

520/ 622-7737
Fax: 623-321-8085

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>:
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

Douglas G Muehlhauser
(COR LD NTC]
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Irvine, Ca-
2040 Main St
Fourteenth Floor

Irvine , CA 92614
USA

949/ 760-0404
Fax: 949/ 760-9502
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
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ea me te Email; DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB,COM

Elizabeth L Derieux

[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP

- 114 E Commerce Avenue

uf, Gladewater , TX: 75647
i. USA

: . (903) 233-4816
- Fax: (903) 236-8787
. ~ Email: EODERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Sidney Calvin Capshaw, III
[COR LD NTC)
Capshaw Derieux LLP

- 114 E Commerce Avenue

. Gladewater , TX 75647
mo USA

oF 903/ 233-4826

 
 

. ee Fax: 903-236-8787

. / Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

 
Date! Proceeding Text , Source

07/01/2008, 1 COMPLAINTagainstall defendants ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001601022.),
++ +-filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Additional attachment(s) added on- aaa

7/2/2008: # 1 Civil CoverSheet) (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008) oy ng:snpoiitoci "2. ***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** NOTICEofDisclosure by Linksmart Wireless
so - Technology, LLC (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpv,.). (Entered: 07/01/2008)

07/01/2008 .3 Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S. :
mo Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/01/2008) ty

07/01/2008' ges ***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** Additional Attachments to Main Document: 1

 
 

 

: Toeswt. Complaint.. (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008)
07/02/2008 -- E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSIssued as to NetNearU Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Aptilo Networks,

rlietiaet «= Inc.,FreeFi Networks, Inc., Meraki, Inc., Second Rule LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds = --
. Co Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Ramada Worldwide,Inc., Marriott International, Inc.,
eye InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Choice Hotels International Inc., Best Western International,
‘wats 7 * Ine., TeMobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., AT&T, Inc., AT&T Mobility, LLC, LodgeNetInteractive a3 ‘‘ Corporation, iBAHN General Holdings Corp., EthoStream, LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc.. (ch, ) -

. (Entered: 07/02/2008)

 

 
  

07/02/2008 i”oT ***FILED IN ERROR. Document # 4, Additional attachments to main document. PLEASE IGNORE”ae’% Civil Cover Sheet now attached as an attachmentto #1 Complaint by clerk*** (mpv, ) (Entered:
* 07/02/2008)

07/02/2008 -- NOTICE of Deficiency regarding #2 the NOTICEof Disclosure submitted Docketedincorrectly,Menus. a a: attorney to refile as Corporate Disclosure Statement. Correction should be made by one business -

, day (mpyv, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008) .
07/02/2008 | . Case Assigned to Judge T. John Ward. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008) . 

 07/02/2008 5. ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham. Signed by Judge T. John Ward
. on 7/2/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008) ape

07/02/20086 * Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (ch, ) (Entered:
Be “. .2°3.07/02/2008) .sWy ' ay 5 r ot

07/02/2008~ CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster,
a hetds Marc) (Entered: 07/02/2008)

07/09/2008 8~ APPLICATIONto Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Larry C Russfor Linksmart Wireless “on
ny Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008)

07/09/2008 9 - APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stanley H Thompson, Jr for Linksmart Wireless o 3
Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008) .

07/09/2008 _10 _ APPLICATIONto Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stephen M Lobbin for Linksmart Wireless ABS
. .__ Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008) Tare07/18/2008 " E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Ramada

er, Worldwide, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/18/2008 12 EGov ‘SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. AT&T
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07/18/2008 ° 13| rhTenannemtennieeeae?

 
07/18/2008. 14

pepe oy

07/18/2008 15

 07/i (2008
z wees
e Veerren .

07/18/2008~ 17-
Aie Pe4.

07/18/2008 18.
07/18/2008~~19
 

pe hae

 
07/18/2008 21

f°
Cage at at on

07/18/2008 22

07/18/2008.235
ee ¥ae .

07/18/22008 24ope. otSn peee

07/38/2008| 25
o7/i8/2608 26.

07/18/2008- 27-8
wh,

emte

07/38/2008"28eats

07/24/2008. 29-
07/24/2008 30.
07/24/2008 31

07/24/2008: 32
£&bi‘traoa :07/2473008 33
aha aewg

07/24/2008 34

07/24/2008

tere a ee ree

07/24/2008"35"?
4aaai

07/24/2008... 36_

* 07/18/2008)

‘ Western International, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered:
- 07/18/2008)

* Hotels International Inc. served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008.(ehs, ) (Entered:
* 5 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)

am, 07/18/2008) .

:. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Fay E Morisseau on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. °
wh (Morisseau, Fay) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

._ Interactive Corporation served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered:
’ 07/18/2008) wea we

.., Corp. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

. BestAvailable Copy  
~” Mobility, LLC 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. Barnes &
Noble Booksellers, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008.(ehs, )} (Entered:

tote ee

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS’ Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Best E-GOV-SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Choice

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. iBAHN* .et ce
General Holdings Corp. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008.(ehs, ) (Entered: Mae  

 

 

 
 
 

a

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David M Stein on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Stein
David)(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) rs

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. LodgeNet

E-GOV: SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. McDonalds
E-GOV. SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Mail Boxes”

- Ete., 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 _ F

_ Rule LLC served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) a
E-GOV‘SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. T-Mobile a
USA, Inc. served on 2/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) :
E-GOV‘SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Wayport, ae
Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) we ae
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by J Thad Heartfield on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc.
(Heartfield, 3) (Entered: 07/22/2008)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Ramada.Poy Rte
Worldwide, Inc..( Heartfield, 3) (Entered: 07/24/2008) :

E-GOV.SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Pronto” o 3.
. 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. ATaq, 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) more

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 Unopposed:First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED”:
pursuant to Local Rule 'CV-12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for::;
Deadline Extension.( Ijw, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)Defendant T-MOBILE USA, INC.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to anecat’oe
Complaint (Fenster, Marc, counsel for Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC) (Entered: .
07/24/2008)

Defendant LodgeNetInteractive Corp.'s UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Timeto ...,
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07/24/2008 37___ Defendant NetNearU Corp.'s UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer. -SET

aw

07/24/2008 39

 
07/25/2608

‘

rr
> Bot ds

07/25/2008
pee eee ee

07/25/2008:4Ave3he.
BEGeine

07/25/2008 42whe
- ett A. pies

07/25/2008, 43
07/28/2008 ‘

07/29/2008:

 

 
07/28/2008.44.

a aern

07/29/2008. 45 -et

07/29/2008 46
 
 

 
07/30/2008 47"

07/30/2008__
 

07/30/2008"
ayeve im

07/30/2008 49

07/30/2008~ =:

 
07/31/2008 ,none Gee 5 RT

aaeemae

"Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

07/24/2008:38. Defendant Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time:toeoi
. to Answer Complaint’(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

07/25/2008, 40.,

=" BLC to8/29/2008; Best Western International, Inc. to 8/29/2008; T-Mobile USA, Inc. to ~~

-, Extension.( ch, } (Entered: 07/25/2008)
2 . Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED}.

; - pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for iBAHN General Holdings Corp.to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted.“z for Deadline Extension. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/25/2008) ots

_ Answer Complaint (Fenster,fare) (Entered: 07/25/2008)
’. Defendant's Unopposed’ First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED

:++ Days Granted for Deadline Extension. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008) Sonne

__Inc..( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 07/29/2008)
: i: Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED *

- Defendant's Unopposéd First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED:
CLS lt") Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

07/30/2008 ~ 48

‘ Deadline Extension.( ch; ) (Entered: 07/30/2008) cask

oF pursuant to Loca! Rule CV-12 for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for °

oF“et

Best Available Copy  
Answer Complaint(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

 
 
 

* Answer Complaint (Fenster; Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008) — vp
Defendant InterContinental Hotels Groups PLC's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Tim ze ee
Defendant’s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re iBAHN= toRe SPT”

-" General Holdings Corp..( Jones, Michael) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

, Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for NetNearU Corp. to 8/29/2008; InterContinental Hotels Group.Siete pee to ed wt

  
 

 

8/29/2008; LodgeNet Interactive Corporation to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline
~%)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of AT&T, Inc., AT&T Mobility,
- LLC (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T, Inc."
. AT&T Mobility, LLC.( Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 07/25/2008) eee Ree pee she aw een:

Defendant Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to. 

 

 

pursuant to Local Rule ‘CV-12 for AT&T, Inc. to 8/29/2008; AT&T Mobility, LLC to 8/29/2008. 30"

+: Defendant!s UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED ane
~ 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)(FEE PAID)2- 1-3983. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008) ae
Defendant's Unopposed,First Application for Extension of Time.to Answer Complaint re Wayport, a Lk .
Inc. .( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 07/29/2008) ore sige

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Meraki, |.

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Wayport, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline .
Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

_ Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED

pursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/4/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline hy _—Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008) Swe
Defendant's Unopposed.‘First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re McDonalds” 5 j-

" Corp. ( Tyler, Marvin). (Entered: 07/30/2008) ras :

 

 
pursuantto Local Rule‘CV-12 for McDonalds Corp. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted for Deadline.

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Marriott.
International, Inc..( Guaragna, John) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

--~" Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED | o
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Marriott International, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for’

 
 

Defendant’s Unopposed_ First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mail Boxes x
Etc., Inc.(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 07/30/2008) Teast
Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED*
Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)
Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintre Pronto.
Networks, Inc..( Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered: 07/31/2008) teeny: : “e

i : id ao
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08/01/2008, 91°
08/01/2008 52.

) 5008’53"
aeSyrah .

08/04/2008.
1/20

ae
 

 

08/03/2008 54-
08/01/2008 ° 55.
 

 8156"
12 pa wy

08/04/2008. ee
2 tt pee + oa
 

08/04/2008 57°
08/04/2008 58:-

 y -
2 fy Tit, }

08/06/2008sem
Peas

08/06/2008 60.
08/06/2008:~—62:
08/07/2008beates

weot,ig®ntet

o8/i5/2008 63--
poe.

08/2 1/2008| 64.
- Mobile.USA, Inc. ( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/2 1/2008- 65seeee

09/23/20087.66|i. 
08/2i/2008. 67

* i aby,rttee Et

08/21/2008 68
08/221/2008 69°

08/2:1/2008"“70°
egohs poet
- Bead.sie Ty

08/21/2008~‘71
‘ a

08/21/2008" 727

poo
-

ghavup,.

ete = =pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Choice Hotels International Inc. to 9/2/2008. 30 Days Granted

i, (Philips, Lawrence) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

APPLICATIONto Appear’ Pro,Hac Vice by Attorney Michael T Herbst for Aptilo Networks, Inc.
« (APPROVED)(FEE PAID).-4-2-2335. (ch, ) (Additional attachment(s) added on 8/5/2008: # 1

7. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 4-2-2335. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/05/2008)

Deadline Extension.( mpv, )(Entered: 08/06/2008)

+4 Wayport, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

 &

Best Available Copy

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTEDte one

pursuantto 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,

. Wireless, Inc. served or‘7/17/2008, answer due 8/6/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/01/2008)
ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by ia

, EthoStream, LLC.(Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/01/2008) ~wh owe: Bt
Defendant’s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Choice.
Hotels International Inc..( Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED.

 
  LLC. Hot Point

 

 
 

for Deadline Extension. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/01/2008)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Clyde Moody Siebmanonbehalf of Aptilo Networks, Inc. wh. a

, (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 08/01/2008) *“e
NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Lawrence Augustine Phillips on behalf of Aptilo Networks, Ine,

“Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Aptilo”.
Networks, Inc..( Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Aptilo Networks, Inc. to 9/3/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline ©
Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 08/04/2008) ‘

 

 

_Confidential Information) (ch, ). (Entered: 08/05/2008)
" APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Steven L Wiser for Aptilo Networks, Inc.”

Defendant's Unopposed First 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

E-GOV ‘SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. FreeFi e «
Networks, Inc. servedon 8/1/2008, answer due 8/29/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/06/2008) -
APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Steven T Snyder for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. *
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2008)
APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Holmes J Hawkins, III for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2008)

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Michael Edwin Jones on behalf of AT&T, Inc., AT&T Mobility: oeLLC (Jones, Michael) (Entered: 08/15/2008)
Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re T-

Ji4

 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re

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) - os

Benin gt a ‘i tea te se

Defendant's Unopposed SecondApplication for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re  

 
, LodgeNet Interactive ‘Corporation. ( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) : wae :

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re iBAHN “
Genera) Holdings Corp, .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) . :
Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re
NetNearU Corp..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto
Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Aptilo’” .
Networks,Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) os a}tu

 * Lee
~~
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Best Available Copy 
ee)

06/24/2008 73 Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re FreeFi
(ErPove + 3Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) ,

08/21/2008 74 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Meraki, 
 
 

 
 

 

“pakoaInc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) "

08/21/2008 | 75 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint nyre Mail> . Boxes Etc., Inc. ( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) . 3
oinifnas776." Defendant’s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint rre._ “ McDonalds Corp..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008””a7 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Barnes
: & Noble Booksellers, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)Bye wheres, Beas -

08/21/2008‘78 ‘Defendant Ss Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re‘Ramadao
pee 2 - Worldwide, Inc. -( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) yfoe

08/21/2008 79. Defendant’s Unopposed:-‘Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Marriott: a
° International, Inc..(.Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) 2 %

08/21/2008...80._Defendant' Ss Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re-
- on aeeeyds:, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC.( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008 4‘ai" Defendant!s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re ChoiceHotels International Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/24/2008.82,, Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Best...
yi, . Western International, Inc. .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008| 83. Linksmart REPLY to EthoStream's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWERto 52 Answerto Complaint,
: Counterclaim, filed by’ Ethostream (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 8/22/2008 (sm,). (Entered:

» 98/21/2008) “, AE
08/22/2008_. -- ; Defendant!s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is - 22

bate ad: aj, GRANTED pursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for NetNearU Corp. to 9/15/2008; Pronto Networks,Inc.:
~ to 9/15/2008; Aptilo Networks, Inc. to 9/15/2008; FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 9/15/2008; T-Mobile
' USA, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Wayport, Inc. to 9/15/2008; AT&T, Inc. to 9/15/2008; AT&T Mobility,

“LLC to 9/15/2008; LodgeNet Interactive Corporation to 9/15/2008; iBAHN General Holdings Corp.
-,_.. (0 9/15/2008. 15 Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 08/22/2008)

 

 

 

 

 Se pel

 
 

06/22/2008 -- Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is a
. So GRANTEDpursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.to  —*
ited 1 4 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
rereeenae Best Western International, Inc. to 9/15/2008. 15 Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm7y

ee aelesaut (Entered: 08/22/2008) *ic08/25/2008."B4 ANSWERto 1 Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
ere. 7 LodgeNetInteractive Corporation. (Socks, Harold) (Entered: 08/29/2008)

09/02/2008. 85—: ANSWERto 1 Complaint by «Choice Hotels International Inc..(Smith, Michael) (Entered:
09/02/2008) .

09/1 1/2008 - 86: Defendant's Unopposed ‘Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T, 5.vn
ue ‘. Inc..¢ Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/11/2008) Ls oe

os/t 1/2008 87 Defendant's Unopposéd Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T. a
n> natn + +e Mobility, LLC.( Sayles,-Richard) (Entered: 09/11/2008) - os

09/12/2008 ‘ad~ Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Compiaintis GRANTED”7
3 12. '.- pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for AT&T, Inc. to 9/22/2008; AT&T Mobility, LLC to 9/22/2008. 7

 

 
 

 Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

09/12/2008. 88_:. ANSWERto 1 Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC byeek fe.: ° iBAHN General Holdings Corp. .(Jones, Michael) (Entered: 09/12/2008)
09/12/2008 89 . CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. identifying 5

'. Corporate Parent None for iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Jones, Michael) (Entered: 09/12/2008)
09/12/2008 90. Defendant Aptilo Networks, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart _”

+ sorts wenas ++ + Wireless Technology, :LLC by Aptilo Networks, Inc..(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/12/2008) .—

09/15/2008*-91° ANSWERto 1 Complaint : T-Mobile USA,Inc.'s Answer and , COUNTERCLAIMagainst Linksmart ©”7H Wireless Technology, LLC by T-Mobile USA,Inc. (Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)
09/15/2008 92 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Roy William Hardin on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Hardin,

 
 

  

 
+

oreOGbetta. «a: Roy), (Entered: 09/15/2008) ep Re
09/15/2008 93 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by John W MacPete on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (MacPete,

Rope . John) (Entered: 09/15/2008) be owye
eee . . ; - oh
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4sae eb TS Best Available Copy
09/15/2008 94 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Scott Fuller on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Fuller, .

aor i= = = “—~" Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/19/2008... 95 Defendant FreeFi Networks, Inc.'s Second Unopposed Application for Extension of Time toAnswerFn :. "2" Complaint.( Fuller, Michael)"(Entered: 09/15/2008) es
09/15/2008 96 _ Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Timeto Answer Complaint re Ramada *:

7 Worldwide, Inc. ( Stein; David) (Entered: 09/15/2008) raatceeee

008wo+. ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Mail 202° 3P; _ Boxes Etc., Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008) -
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Cynthia Lopez Beverage on behalf of LodgeNet Interactive

, Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered: 09/15/2008) pteons99 CORPORATE DISCLOSURESTATEMENTfiled by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. identifying Corporate Parent.- s+. 1.’ United Parcel Service.ofAmerica, Inc. for Mai! Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: :
"#"= 09/15/2008) fo ®

09/15/2008 100 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Mail BoxesEtc., Inc. (Henson, Eve); ane
. , (Entered: 09/15/2008) 2) tae

09/15/2008. 1013:~ ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Marr ott’. Me oeue International, Inc..(Guaragna, John) (Entered: 09/15/2008) “
Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis

GRANTED pursuantto Local Rule CV-12 for FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 9/22/2008. 7 Days Granted_

 
  

  
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
“T *““ for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008102 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE” STATEMENTfiled by Marriott International, Inc. (Guaragna, John) |. » (Entered: 09/15/2008) °.  « Mu:
09/15/2008 -- Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED. i

. 7 pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 9/19/2008. 4 Days Granted for «
a. Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

“03”" ANSWER to 1 Complaint by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC.(Guaragna, John) (Entered: | Meek 09/15/2008)
09/15/2008 . 104 Wayport, Inc.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,

reoe *=~' LLC by'Wayport, Inc. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008) .
09/15/2008. 105 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE’STATEMENT filed by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC (Guaragna,.

* John) (Entered: 09/15/2008) os
09/15/2008 106 ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by BBarnes

“ & Noble Booksellers, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008) .

09/15/2008“for: CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. identifying. ot4: ee ‘.- Corporate Parent Barnes & Noble, Inc. for Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.. (Sayles, Richard)
ay kettte . (Entered: 09/15/2008). My ’. Pept

09/15/2008.1108 McDonald's Corp.'s ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
. * 7 edeaa+ Technology, LLC by McDonalds Corp. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008) Seve Re Uae

09/15/2008 109 NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc: t
: (Henson, Eve) (Entered:09/15/2008) Lo

09/15/2008 110 Meraki, Inc.'s ANSWER. to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,. LLC by-Meraki,. Inc. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008) . was
09/45/200811d _ Best Western International, Inc.’s Answerto Plaintiff's Complaint and Counterclaims- ANSWERto: 2en a | Complaint, COUNTERCLAIMagainstLinksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Best Western,
- International, Inc..(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008) .Mageoyfea

09/15/2008 -112 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Best Western International, Inc. (Joe,
BLE tees +--+" Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008) “Rasy ree

09/15/2008| 113 CORPORATE DISCLOSURESTATEMENT filed by McDonalds Corp. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered:
. 09/15/2008) .

09/15/2008 114 Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto,.
Networks, Inc..( Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/16/2008..Tat~ Defendant’s Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis GRANTED
bs ue 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)

 

 

 

 
 

 
  

eae et

 

 

a

“ae <n

 

wsat Wyfag09/16/3008 115 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Aptilo Networks, Inc. identifying Corporate Parent
stete «.+—Aptilo Networks AB for Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/16/2008) Rory nF

09/16/2068 116 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE-STATEMENTfiled by Meraki, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: *.
- 09/16/2008) . . ;
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09/17/2008 117 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE-STATEMENT(Deutsche Telecom AGis parent corporation)filed by T-. - Nes a ah

toe wet-w-- MobilerUSA, Inc. (Beck, David) Modified on 9/19/2008 (sm,). (Entered: 09/17/2008) = taneyenealae
09/17/2008 118 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Wayport,Inc.’ (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered:

- 09/17/2008) oha

05/17/0058eo APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Mark E Ungerman for LodgeNet Interactive. ‘nF Corporation. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4088 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008)
Linksmart's REPLY to LodgeNet's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWERto 84 Answer to Complaint,

Counterclaim of LodgeNet Interactive Corp. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, a.
#-« Marc) (Entered: 09/18/2008) Beea

09/18/2008 . 127 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Michael D Broaddus for iBAHN General Holdings
2 lat. +. Corp., David J Burman’for iBAHN General Holdings Corp., Kameron Parvin for iBAHN General

“' "> Holdings Corp. RECEIPT,6-1-15221. (Attachments: # 1 PHV David Burman, # 2 PHV Kameron x
-Parvin)(rmi, ) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

09/19/2008.120: Ramada Worldwide, Inc."s ANSWERto 1 Complaintfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lie
. -n¢h: COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Ramada Worldwide,Inc. (Hunt,.ie Dean) (Entered: 09/19/2008) .

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered:
- 09/19/2008) meet len09/19/2008es" Pronto Networks, Inc.'s ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless’:

. Technology, LLC by Pronto Networks, Inc..(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/19/2008) :
09/22/2008 123. ANSWER tol Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM againstall plaintiffs by FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Fuller:5 eA ie

Michael) (Entered: 09/22/2008)
09/22/2008..124: MOTION to Dismiss by, AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles,;ee Richard) Modified on 9/25/2008 (rml, ). (Entered: 09/22/2008) at
09/23/2008...ins . CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Corporate Parent

nly pane. -i AT&T Inc. for AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/22/2008)
09/22/ 008,,. 126-. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of AT&T Mobility, LLC (Henson, Eve).

ve vy eee (Entered: 09/22/2008) - —
09/22/2008 128 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of

ds . Proposed Order)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 09/22/2008) 3

09/23/2008 129 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Other Affiliate AT&T- - g Mobility Corporation, OtherAffiliate SBC Long Distance, LLC, OtherAffiliate SBC Alloy Holdings,
i .g.. Inc., Other Affiliate BLS Cingular Holdings, LLC, Other Affiliate Bellsouth Mobile Data, Inc. for:

* AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/23/2008)
09/23/2608: 130 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered:

e 09/23/2008)"dinedwe,- 7
09/23/2008“130 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney John D Kinton for Marriott International, Inc. .

” a. and InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered: me SS; ootun”, 09/24/2008) .
09/23/2008 133 APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Erin Penning “for Marriott International, Inc.. anc

InterContinental Hotels> Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered: aySootae 4" 9/24/2008) . oewon teh od

onrasiaane

  

  
 

 
  

 

 

 

 
 wee = 
 

 
 

431" ORDER: granting 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

(rmi, ). (Entered: 09/24/2008)

09/24/2008 135~ APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David T Pritikin for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc: and “"- *-ae :Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4107. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008). :
09/24/2008 136 APPLICATION to Appear‘Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Rachel D Sher for Mai! Boxes Etc., Inc. and « -

oo Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4107. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008) -
09/25/2008 .-- ***Document # 131;: Order Dismissing AT&T Inc. was linked to Doc 124 MOTIONto Dismiss by:

tore soe +++ AT&T Mobility, LLC. rather than doc 128, dismissal of AT&T Inc; AT&T Inc has now been -
+,Th, ae ee dismissed; AT&T Mobility LLC remains pending..*** (rml, ) (Entered: 09/25/2008)wt, + ae10/02/2008. 137 Linksmart's REPLY to iBahn's Counterclaim ANSWER to 88 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by

J Rae at . Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008)

10/02/2008138- Linksmart's REPLY to Aptilo's Counterclaim ANSWER to 90 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim:Dy aan
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008) wo ob.

 
 

 
 

10/03/2008 139. CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation (Beverage, ' ; u
oe Cynthia) (Entered: 10/03/2008) pee SK a .
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10/06/2008 140 Linksmart REPLY to T-Mobile Counterclaim ANSWERto 91 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by : wy_ Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: ‘10/06/2008) ee

10/06/2008 141 Linksmart REPLY to Wayport Counterclaim ANSWERto 104 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim bY, F
gerry_7Unksmart Wireless Teghnology, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) :“TR xe

 

 

 
 

«143. Linksmart REPLYto Mail Boxes Etc Counterclaim ANSWER to 97 Answer to Complaint, ,
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008), 

nt we 4 by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)
10/06/2008" 145: Linksmart REPLY to BartiesNoble Counterclaim ANSWERto 106 Answer to Complaint, wat oy Woes

. «, Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) nS Seer
10/06/2008 146 "Linksmart REPLY to Best Westrn Counterclaim ANSWERto 111 Answer to Complaint,

me panne Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) -;oe kee Vaghy

147° Linksmart REPLYto Marriott International Counterclaim ANSWERto 101 Answerto Complaint,
*’. Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technoloy, LLC. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) .

 

 
 

  
 

 
 

Mobility, LLC Without Prejudice)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/07/2008) Oa .
10/08/2008, 149 ORDER granting 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 (ens, ). (Entered: 10/08/2008)
 * by Linksmart Wireless rachnolesy, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)

10/08/2008“151 Linksmart's REPLY to Pronto's Counterclaim ANSWERto 122 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
aestn a tages by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)

ari SFFife ser . we we we10/14/2008 152 Linksmart’s REPLY to Freefi Networks’ Counterclaim ANSWER to 123 Answer to Complaint, ~~. | 7: °
m Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/14/2008) :

10/16/2068 is3 E-Gov‘SEALED SUMMONSReturned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Second--'2. Be sige
Rule LLC served on 10/8/2008, answer due 10/28/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/16/2008)

10/30/2008 “154: APPLICATION to Appear Pro ‘Hac Vice by Attorney Noah A Levine for T-Mobile USA, Inc. * “=
mre tet al4° (APPROVED) (FEE PAID) 2-1-4198. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008) noe

 
 Say agae

10/30/2008 155 APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney David B Bassett for T-Mobile USA, Inc.
oberiero , (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4197. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008)

10/30/2008 156 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney James P Barabasfor T-Mobile USA,Inc. ale rip faa,
we “ . (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4196. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008) * “k

11/03/2008© 157. APPLICATIONto Appear: Pro,Hac Vice by Attorney William F Lee for T-Mobile USA, Inc.APPROVED3
. (Rec# 21-4208 (poa, ).(Entered: 11/05/2008) a

11/17/2008 158 APPLICATION to Appéar Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Christina J Moser for EthoStream, LLC, Rarriada$
~---7---+ £ Worldwide, Inc. and EthoStream, LLC. (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4227) (ehs, ) (Entered:9~-> *:

~ Shc, ce wig 11/17/2008) Lo Pa
11/21/2008.“59 APPLICATIONto Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T-Mobile USA, Inc.

saree, ’  (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4252. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/21/2008)

11/21/2008. 160.: APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T-Mobile USA, Inc.. = -+- +--+
ope, (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4252) (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/21/2008) F. ye - : Keil. Lee

12/09/2008| 161. STIPULATION of Dismissal of Intercontinenta! Hotels Group PLC by Linksmart Wireless’ *. Technology, LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)!
(Guaragna, John) (Entered: 12/09/2008)

12/12/2008.-162: ORDER- granting. 161 Stipulation of Dismissal. Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC is dismissed
wee a without prejudice. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 12/12/08.(ch, ) (Entered: 12/12/2008) -~gattty

me 
 

"yaat “i 

 
12/222/2008 . ‘163 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless ©mewhe Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 12/22/2008)

ouss(z0e..164. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology, “
“LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

01/23/2009 165. Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by T-Mobile USA,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed aTF Order)(Beck, David) (Entered: 01/23/2009)
 
 

 

“> - aa
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01/23/2009 166 NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sher, acne!)
~ - (Entered: 01/23/2009)  

+ otates oh;.Richard) (Entered: 01/26/2009)
01/27/2009 |‘tes’ NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Pritikin, David)

bree- (Entered: 01/27/2009)

01/27/2009. 169 . Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Textof. 2.5... 0-02..
 
 

 

Oy. Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 01/27/2009) “0 _
01/28/2008. 170 ORDER granting 169 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and Jose Carlos :

een ee i Villarreal terminated as counsel for deft Wayport Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles -- . e
Everingham on 1/28/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/28/2009)

01/29/2009. JAZ71, NOTICE of anche Appearance by Michael Ernest Richardson on behalf of T-Mobile USA,Inc:
 veaigpee, -- Richard) (Entered: 01/29/2009)
01/28/2008, 173. _ NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson cn behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Henson,_Eve)a a " (Entered: 01/29/2009)  

 
 

Oates : & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Wayport, Inc. and Barnes & Noble Booksellers;:
Inc.. (APPROVED FEEPAID) 2-1-4459 (ch, ) (Entered: 02/05/2009)

02/03/2009. 174, ORDER’ REASSIGNING CASE. Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom forall further proceedings:We
-,; Judge T. John Ward nolonger assigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch,y:t
‘ (Entered: 02/03/2009) 1

02/08/2008*“176 Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
. ee we Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 02/09/2009)chssaa .

02/ii/2008™ 177° ORDER granting 176 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Michael Charles Smith terminated
Bo as counsel for Mail Boxes, Etc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 2/11/09. (ch, dy,Rie He . (Entered: 02/11/2009) .ae

02/13/2009 178 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)

02/18/2009 "179° Request by LinksmartWireless Technology, LLC for Clerk's Entry of Default against Second Rite” a
; eee+ LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc.. (Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009: #>

 

 

 
 

 

 
“Fs | 1 Clerks Entry of Default) (sm, ). (Entered: 02/18/2009)

02/18/2009 | “180 Additional Attachments to Main Document: 179 Request for Entry of Default by Clerk..
 

basSetenaswhe- (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 02/18/2009) wo Be,
02/19/2009 181 NOTICEof Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew) me

eenoe : (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) (sm,). (Entered::ae = 02/19/2009) , ot

02/23/2008 182 ***FILED IN ERROR: ‘CASE IS NO LONGER JUDGE WARD'S PER ORDER #174 REASSIGNING ;, a:--, --. ~+ CASE TO JUDGE FOLSOM*** Order - granting 181 Notice of Voluntary Notice of Dismissal. All-2-2 2
: op;; claimsasserted between Linksmart and NetNearU Corp are hereby DISMISSED WITHOUT oye Tbe

: * 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)

02/23/2009 183Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULTasto Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (ehs, ) (Entered: 02/23/2009) tooAo EtG LY

02/24/2009"184“ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE re 181 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal filed by dye
we boy Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREEDthatall claims asserted °

. geetwy yt * in this suit between Linksmart and Netnearu are hereby dismissed without prejudice.. Signed by; ist 3. — . Judge David Folsom on 2/23/09. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/24/2009) “
02/27/2009 185. MOTION for Default Judgment as to Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule, LLC by Linksmartie—-7 *':> Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:ne fe pete

eae ot; wy 02/27/2009) ee
04/10/2009‘186 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Pritikin, David)

oe (Entered: 04/10/2009)

04/10/2008-~ 187~ NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard T McCaulley, Jr on behalf of McDonalds Corp. - * °° oo
woo (McCaulley, Richard) (Entered: 04/10/2009) hog

04/10/2009 188: NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Sher, Rachel).
- (Entered: 04/10/2009)

04/10/2008 189 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian C Bianco on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Bianco, Brian)...
vou aoe crt(Entered: 04/10/2009) 7
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04/22/2009 190:

04/23/2009 191,

04/24/2009 “i92s
:? Villarreal terminated as counsel for McDonald's Corp. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles ,ieagar Sera 

aaya

05/01/2009 193

 
05/04/2009 a
05/06/2009“395!

05/06/2009" 196

05/06/2009 197°

05/06/2009.298:... (Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)a he 1g.

05/06/2009‘399
200 _ NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Barnes & Noble 

05/06/2009201
wg cat eee

05/29/2009 202
05/29/2009203,
 Feea

06/01/2009 204|
 

06/03/2009 205

-06/05/22009"206"
 

06/05/2009"207

. in .Sd

06/17/2009..209:
a to pte:

BA Ry
op dae1BugisBe

06/24/2009"210
 seisai

nn a

: Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: (06/24/2009)
06/26/2009 212

 

=-" are consolidated for all purposes pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 42(a) and Local Rule | ‘

~ 05/01/2009) te a

1°" Order.-Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles oo
~ Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f)

* no later than May 27, 2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09.(ch, )

.. sponte, provides FreeFi thirty days in which to retain counsel in the above matter. Should FreeFi:3
**. not retain counsel by that date, the plaintiff is ordered to notify the court. Signed by Magistrate s

~ (ehs; )*(Entered: 06/24/2009) mom

“h Best Available Copy
 

NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009) Vagke

Unopposed MOTIONto-Withdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: 04/23/2009)

ORDER granting 191 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and JoseCattos":fe 
Everingham on 4/24/09. (ehs, )} (Entered: 04/24/2009)

ORDER granting 165 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDEREDthat the above- captioned actions

CV-42(b) and (c).. Signed.by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, ) (Entered:.. 
 

 

 

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:

(Entered: 05/06/2009)
NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (saves,
Richard) (Entered: 05/06/2009)
NOTICEof Attorney Appearaince by Eve L Henson on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Henson, Eve
(Entered: 05/06/2009)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Danie! Strachan on behalf of McDonalds Corp.  

 
 

 

NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Mail Boxes Etc., Inc:
(Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

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) : “4
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Jennifer Parker Ainsworth on behalf of LodgeNet Interactive ;

_ Corporation (Ainsworth, Jennifer) (Entered: 05/29/2009) ONS

3,, Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Locke Lord Bisseli & 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)
APPLICATIONto 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 Withdrawas Attorney. Attorney John W MacPete; Michael Scott’
Fuller and Roy William Hardin terminated as counsel for FreeFi. Accordingly, the court, sua

i

 
 

 

Judge Charles Everingham on 6/8/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/08/2009)
MOTIONfor 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) a
ORDER granting 209 Motion for Extension of Time for Submission of ProposedProtective Order.
Deadline extended to 6/24/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/24/09.

 
Joint MOTION for Extension ofTime to File Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of o '

‘ Proposed Protective Order by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 TextOf 3ws

JOINT GENERAL DISCOVERY ORDER.Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on .
6/26/08. (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/26/2009)  
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06/26/2009 213

_ Pretrial Order due by 2/18/2011., Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before cee.“~ David Folsom. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/26/09.(ehs, ) (Entered:
fe« 06/26/2009) 

07/01/20092152
Fog te.
or enseT

07/01/2009 |216.

 
07/02/2009 218.sotom os

 
07/06/2009...teeee
07/06/2009 320

po ee rere

07/08/2009 "224,
 cat

ire ts,
aaTT.

On;1 3/2009 222
 

Shyer ot 
07/13/2009223

preytek. Pg
07/21/2009 224

07/27/2008-225;
 07/27/ 09°226
 
08/06/2009 228.

08/06/2009 --229,
Gs ot

 stele’,a
08/07/2008- 230a

08/07/2009" 231°
7. on 8/7/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009)

’ NOTICEof Deficiency, regarding the 231 submitted by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. NOT IN
“ye

08/07/2009
-.

08/07/2009 .232°pF poets

 
my
whbiye ae
sp are

. 6/26/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/26/2009) the

+ 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)

ae Proposed Agreed Protective order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew)
a" Modified on 7/2/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/01/2009)

. an agreed mediator is extended until July 27,2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles —
» Everingham on 7/2/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/02/2009) “

» ‘*, not filed as separate document. Correction should be made by one business day (ch, ) (Entered: -"> 07/02/2009) “8

* Everingham on July 13, 2009. Gm!) (Entered: 07/13/2009) “at

: a6

Best Available Copy
. Mey

DOCKET CONTROL ORDER- Joinderof 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., -3

 
 
 
 

"ORDER granting 211 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submissionof a proposed
protective order is extended until July 1,2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on~ Seley

Joint MOTIONfor 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 -

 

 
 ***FILED IN ERROR.“ORDERS ARE NOT FILED SEPARATELY. PLEASE IGNORE.*** Submission: of33 x

ORDER granting 215 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submission of the name3 of
 
 
 
 
 

NOTICEof Deficiency, regarding the 216 ‘submitted by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Order
2

woke

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 WRONGEVENT. PLEASE IGNORE. Submission of Proposed . un
’ 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: - tte
Motionfiled under wrong event.. Correction should be made by one business day(ch, ) (Entered: 5
07/06/2009) "he

***REPLACES # 219 eee 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 Fite - 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 fe
Charles Everingham on July 13, 2009. (jml) (Entered: 07/13/2009) a
ORDER granting 221 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles:

_ Systems, Inc.. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-4827) (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/21/2009)
Joint MOTION Appointment of Mediator by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments:rHot a
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) are’
Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet=22 “
Services, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Henson, Eve) (Entered: 08/06/2009) :
Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Allowed for Freefi to Retain Counsel by ... :
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew).**:

** (Entered: 08/06/2009) .

ORDER granting 229 Motion for Extension of Time Allowed for Freefi to Retain Counsel. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charlies Everingham on August 7, 2009. (jm!) (Entered: 08/07/2009)

*** DEFICIENT DOCUMENT. NOT IN PDF.SEARCHABLE FORMAT. PLEASE IGNORE.*** Unopposed  ...
MOTION to Withdraw.as Attorney by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation. (Socks, Harold) Modified Let. 

 
 
 

 PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT.Correction should be made by 8/7/09 (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2009)..,
***REPLACES # 231 *** Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by LodgeNet Interactive. “it .
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 Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Orderr Granting Unopposed Motion for
. “hetmatte.Withdrawal)(Socks, Harold) Modified on 8/11/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009) lp

08/10/2009:233. ORDER granting 228 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Richard T McCaulley, Jr ~
: iegeet - terminated as counsel for Dft's SBC Internet Services, Inc., McDonalds Corp.,.and Wayport, Inc.ne oe‘Signed by Magistrate Judge Charless Everingham on‘9/7/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/10/2009) ,

  

-" McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Services,Tne._ (APPROVED FEE PAID), 2- 1-4865. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/14/2009)  
EoaeRobert) (Entered: (08/19/2009)ot 5

08/28/2009.“237° NOTICE of Disclosure by Pronto Networks,Inc. (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 08/28/2009) . *

  
 

 

: : _ . Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., ‘McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC:
Managedcp oe~- Internet Services, Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered:

* 08/28/2009) ae .
08/28/2009 240, NOTICEof Disclosure by EthoStream, LLC (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/28/2009)
08/28/2009.241: . NOTICE of Disclosure by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/28/2009)
08/28/2009. "242 NOTICEof Disclosure by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered:

onee"| 08/28/2009)

08/28/2009 243-: NOTICEof Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding IInitial Disclosures (Jones,Se wks
fig?#¢: Ys .-x Michael) (Entered: 08/28/2009) . ea

08/26/2009244: NOTICE of Disclosureby Meraki, Inc. (Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 08/28/2009)
08/28/2009 245 NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc. of Compliance re Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John) ee) : eos

_ (Entered: 08/28/2009) Teer >
08/28/2009"246, NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Compliance. ;

“re Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 08/28/2009) o

09/38/2008, -247 NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Rule 26 Initial Disclosure (Weiss,
: _ Andrew) (Entered: 08/28/2009) 

 
 
 

 

ge a 2 . (Attachments: # 1 TextoF Proposed Order)(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 08/28/2009) fit uyVF Sy

08/31/2009 "249 NOTICE of Disclosure by.T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (Notice of Filing Rule 26 Initial,3 es“fvt Disclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 08/31/2009) he a“3 ie08/31/2009_250, ORDER’ granting 239 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendants serve their
.fh Initial Disclosures on or before September 11, 2009.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles *m4

: Everingham on 8/31/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/31/2009) -

08/31/2009-351 ORDER granting 248 Motion for Extension of Time to File Defendants Initial Disclosures on or
before September 11, 2009.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/09. (ehs, )

eee

a* aye

 
a0. lis (Entered: 08/31/2009) wk ey

09/01/2009. 252 NOTICEof Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance With Rule 26 by| .
crpo ty ow .. Best Western International,.Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 09/01/2009) wtr

09/04/2009 253 MOTION to Dismiss Defendant Freefi Networks, Inc. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. ; “
. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 09/04/2009) >

09/09/2002. 254, ORDER granting 253 Motion to Dismiss Dft Freefi Networks, Inc.. Signed by Judge David Folsdin
hyhiike “suOn 9/9/2009. (sm, ) (Entered: 09/09/2009)

09/09/2008 255 REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONSrecommending 185 MOTION for Default Judgment as to Hot
Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule, LLC filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC be

<3. =... granted. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: eo

en

”

 
 09/09/2009) .

09/09/2009 256. ORDERgranting 185 Motion for Default Judgment. Because the sum of damagesis not certain, ‘. :
“#-'4* "2° Linksmart is entitled to take discovery from HotPoint Wireless, Inc. (Hot Point) and Second Rule?!% 

  LLC (Second Rule) to;determine the appropriate amount of compensatory damagesas a result of ©&
3. their infringement of:the 118 patent. The Court will determine a schedule toallow Linksmart to.++” a

* conduct such discovery. The Court will then hold a hearing to determine the exact amount of%eee:
- damages, pre- and post-judgmentinterest, attorneys fees and costs, and expenses to which * , 
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 Linksmart is entitled. as a result of Hot Points and Second Rulesinfringement of the 118 patent.

nee eee . Signed.by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/09/2009)

09/14/2009257:NOTICE by Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. offiling Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, 

 

eean *Brian) (Entered: 09/11/2009)
09/11/3009| 258 NOTICE by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, sian) .

kk Baeanes (Entered: 09/11/2009) ey

09/1 1/2009 _259 NOTICE by Mail BoxesEtc., Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered: cee. ie.
» + 09/11/2009) te wee Gs

09/1 1/2608 260° NOTICE by McDonalds Corp. ‘of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered: |
09/11/2009) ie  09/14/2009"-261 NOTICEof Disclosureby Aptilo Networks, Inc. (Initial Disclosures) (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: xe

“ace. by 09/14/2009) vars ees
a

tiePerego "

 
 

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying

Document Production by Marriott International, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental
= ac, HotelsGroup ResourcesInc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Guaragna, John). :
Ue (Entered: 09/18/2009) .

09/21/2009 . 263. Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying—.
segget ‘ Document Production:by. Choice Hotels International Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed

. = ' Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 09/21/2009)
09/22/2009264. ORDER’ granting 262 Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity _ _

tote 4» Contentions and Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed
1%. by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/22/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/22/2009) a

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed
-- Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document .

: 2.2;Production by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe,~::poy ose
whey Christopher) (Entered: 09/22/2009) not fe.oe ve . Macht

09/22/2009 266. Unopposed MOTION Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying te
. Document Production by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments:.# 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Allen;"Ste’ Aden) (Entered: 09/22/2009) ‘

09/22/2009--267- ***FILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDER ATTACHED. PLEASE-cea 3 ia’
“a dy, IGNORE.*** MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Unopposed Motion for °F

’ Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Broaddus,
Michael) Modified on 9/23/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/22/2009)

09/22/2009_268 Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
we“tee = =" 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) + ‘

09/22/2009 269° Unopposed MOTION forExtension 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

 
  
  

 
 

 

 

 

 
on

 
~: i1, 09/22/2009)

:psTyo Accompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
“ipaios3 we (Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 09/22/2009)
 09/23/2009 ***FILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDER ATTACHED Document+‘7 267, Motion for Extension of Time. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (ch, ) (Entered: 09/23/2009)

09/23/2009 271, Unopposed MOTION For.Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production, by Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

, (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/23/2009) Oe.
09/23/2009.272, Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File /Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying’ecoe

3" Document Production by T-Mobile USA, Inc., LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Cisco Systems,L¢3 diafy ager’
 2 er ’ Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 09/23/2009)
t sae

09/23/2009 273 Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to ServeInvalidity Contentions
© See4and Accompanying Document Production by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Yo

oe Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc.. (Attachments: #1 Textof.. 2 7: .
. Proposed Order) (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/23/2009) r ae

09/23/2009 274 ***REPLACES # 267 *** Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discoverywith. sg
: regarding to Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of eases
ae Proposed Order)(Jones, Michael) Modified on 9/24/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/23/2009) .

09/24/2009 275° ORDERgranting 266 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and”
oie Accompanying DocumentProduction. Deadline is extended to 10/15/09. Signed by MagistrateSe :
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“7 =" *"* Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009276. ORDER’ granting 265 Motion for Extension of Time to ServeInvalidity Contentions and... ~s —
Accompanying Document Production. Best Western International Inc deadline is extended to -

10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered a...., 09/24/2009) wiv alhe acute Betas.
09/24/2009 277 ORDER granting 263 Unopposed Motion for extension of time to ServeInvalidity Contentions and -

* ., %) .:_ Accompanying DocumentProduction. Choice Hotels International Inc. deadline is extended to.

~ae“ad 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
‘ * 09/24/2009) fe

09/24/2009.278: ORDER granting 232 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Harold L Socks terminated as_
. . oH counsel for LodgeNetInteractive Corp.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on22 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

05/24/2008 279 ORDER granting 274 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline is 10/8/09.
__, Signedby Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

  
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
*. 09/24/2009) Tk

09/24/2009 381 ORDER granting 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, . .sae merit* (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009, "282: ORDER granting 271 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions.‘and|
a Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate

Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009: 283- ORDER-granting 270 Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity -- Beleg chy CE
. ”. Contentions and Accompanying Document Production. Deadline extended to 10/8/09. Signed by. .

Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)
09/24/2009 284. ORDER granting 269 Motion“for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and ‘

' ” Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate -
oe ,Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24, 009 285,. ORDER granting 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 9/24/09.7 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

 

 
 

 
 

 

"and Actompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed,
Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 10/06/2009)

10/08/2009 "287 ORDER granting 286 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Meraki, Inc. will have.
‘ through 10/22/09,to.serve its invalidity contentions and accompanying document production in‘

_, accordance with Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on.

Jeeta! carat 10/8/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/08/2009) evaded

 

" Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. of Invalidity Contentions (Sayles, Richard) (Entered:
10/08/2009) af

10/08/2008. 289... NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Compliance ..
3 (Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document Production) (Guaragna, John) (Entered: .
¥Rie ~ 7, 10/08/2009) oe aS 

 

 
10/08/2009 290. NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc. of Compliance (Invalidity Contentions and Accompanyingg.¥Document Production) (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 10/08/2009) :
10/08/2009__291; NOTICE by EthoStream,. LLC of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean) (Entered:

eee 4 10/08/2009)
10/08/2009"292 NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean)

4Sayaeae (Entered: 10/08/2009)
10/09/2008...293... NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4 2.0. 0:oe eye : Disclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 10/09/2009) toe
10/09/2009 294 NOTICE ofDisclosure’ by iBAHN Generalal Holdings Corp. regarding PR 3-3 and 3-4 (Jones, Michael) -sn as," ‘ (Entered: 10/09/2009)-. “ : ee fers
10/09/2009 295 NOTICE of Disclosure: by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation under Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4

__. ea... .t (Ungerman, Mark), (Entered: 10/09/2009) a> 
10/12/2008 296. NOTICEof Disclosure by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 10/12/2009)wate 7

10/12/2008.297 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

Mn tahe eee He + orm - ne op
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10/12/2009"299”

10/13/2009 300
10/13/2009 301.coated

2,Ae 
10/14/2008302
 
Caps

10/20/2009" 303.

10/21/2009--304:étwee

 
10/21/2009: 305

10/21/2009" 306
rater ts, 4 og.

10/23/2009 307
., 11/5/09 to serveits invalidity contentions and accompanying document production in accordancewey seb eat

Meaftesta

Bayaio

10/30/2009308
' 7aeAEs Hips

1 1/03/2009 309s

11/04/2009 316

or tie ak

11/04/3003,“311
pe)

11/05/2009. 312.

11/13/2009 ° 313

~ 11/13/2009) tape
1 1/16/2009 314.ce tee! we

11/17/2009315
aEae 3

11/19/2009 316...

11/20/2009 317.

11/20/2009 318.
“ oe Mat ake

1 1/24/2009, 319
vgaS4. 3 obec:

Sint 73 ae

- invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles++ot

. Michael) Modified on 10/21/2009 (sm, ). (Entered: 10/21/2009)ae PaShae. peege,

=- 10/21/2009) a oon

... Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet.Services, Inc. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 11/03/2009) . <i

te yl ow

Best Available Copy

Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 10/12/2009)
NOTICE of 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 by Aptilo Networks, Inc. NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE REGARDING P.R. 3-3 AND 3-4|
DISCLOSURES (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 10/12/2009)

NOTICEof 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 Boxes Etc., Tress ee
McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Services,Inc.(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4961. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009) a oO

ORDER granting 297 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc.
will have through October 21, 2009 to serve itsaccompanying document production to the

 

 
  

 
  
Everingham on 10/14/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009)

Unopposed MOTION for:Extension of Time to Complete works, to Serve pecompanyig 

 and Accompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Soposedheats
' Order)(Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 10/21/2009) .

AMENDED CORPORATEDISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by T-Mobile USA, Inc. (Richardson,

ORDER granting 303 Motion.for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline extended to’
10/30/09. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: eeof 

 ORDER granting 304 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Meraki, Inc. deadline is

; with Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/23/09. cut me v
(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) Leey ty
NOTICEof Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.ws

 
 

 
ORDER granting 308 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc.”
will have through November 20, 2009 to serve itsaccompanying document production to the.
invalidity contentions: in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles.*:

. Everingham on 11/4/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/04/2009) ie eBwent tenant at,

Joint MOTION to Dismiss Meraki, Inc. with Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 11/04/2009)

ORDERgranting 311 Motion to Dismiss Defendant Meraki of al} claims and counterclaims between... -.:

plaintiff 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: -.. 
E-GOVSEALED SUMMONSIssued as to BestComm Networks, Inc., (Attachments: # 1 Nomadix, wn

ic

ok Inc.)(ch, ) (Entered: 11/16/2009) Oe SP.
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 - See
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of «Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 11/19/2009) ndad :
AMENDED ANSWERto 1 Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Tectnology,vatLLC by. Ramada Worldwide, Inc.. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009)
AMENDED ANSWERto1 Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology; :
LLC by,EthoStream, LLC. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009) i, Sy
ORDER granting 316 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks,Inc.
will have through December 11, 2009 to serve its accompanying document production to the ~

invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charlesaf vy
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1 1/24/2008.“320

7 - MeiMdane
11/25/2009"321

ee
1 1/30/2009 322.

11/30/2009 .-323.
Longptoay

tt featye

1 1/30/2008.324wnt
é ia

1 1/30/2008.3:325..

1 1/30/2009 326.

1 1/30/2009 --327:

 
12/04/2008. 329.

¥

12/03/2008 ‘330,
12/01/2009 - 331
 
12/01/2009 333

APB 3ne 

12/01/2009 +334

12/01/2009 335

12/01/2009"-336:
12/03/2608 "337

‘.

- Avineia oly
12/04/2009 338

eon oe

 

12/10/2009 339.
12/10/2009 ~-340!

TPE|Wya:
12/10/2009:341

Pind) -0
12/1 1/2009 342.

12/11/2009 343,
Spei

12/11/2009 °344
peers «

17/11/2009 a

Lok., International, Inc. (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered: 11/24/2009)

(Entered: 1 1/30/2009)

fi, (Entered: 11/30/2009)

eet (Entered: 12/01/2009) bene

. Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 12/10/2009)

- contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: teed
on 12/11/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/11/2009) ene

. Elizabeth) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

. Best Available Copy  
Everingham on 11/24/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/24/2009)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian Andrew Carpenter on behalf of Best Western

= weds Bite <2 teh
 

 
NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC re Local Rule 4.1 (Weiss, Andrew),_ (Entered: 11/25/2009) , :
NOTICE of Disclosure*by-TT-Mobile USA,Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (Daniel, Robert) (Entered:
11/30/2009) . i
NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group ResourcesIncof Compliance
with Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 11/30/2009) wy
NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 11/30/2009)

- NOTICE of Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, -Inc.,..= --.-

Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet.Services, Inc. re: Compliance with Patent Rule 4-1 (Sayles, Richard):. (Entered: 11/30/2009).
NOTICE by Pronto Networks, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Allen, Aden) ee

 

 

 

NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. Pursuant to PR 4-1 (Smith, Michael).
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’ne4
Networks, Inc. ‘Served ¢on 11/18/2009, answer due 12/9/2009.(ehs, ) (Entered: 12/01/2009)-ay!

» NOTICE of Disclosure by EthoStream, LLC of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean) (Entered:
- 12/01/2009)

Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Withdrawal of Attorney Michael Herbst) by AptiloNetworks,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered:_... «., ~
12/01/2009) : i

NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. of Compliance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4-1
_ (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

NOTICE of Disclosure: by Aptilo Networks,Inc. (Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered: 12/01/2009)
NOTICE by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-19~. *775

«. (Ungerman, Mark) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

ORDER granting 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. °

, (APPROVED FEE PAID): 2-1-2066. (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~ary ee
Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/10/2009) eR

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

 

 
mor

ORDER granting 341 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Pronto Networks, Inc. © 2 3.) |
will have through 12/31/09 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity nt

 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Elizabeth L DeRieux on behalf of Nomadix, Inc. (DeRieux,_=
Defendant!s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Nomadix,
Inc..( DeRieux, Elizabeth) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

Defendant's UnopposedFirst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

° rae paseonA. By, Page 223 of3 
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12/18/2009...348.
12/21/2009 349.

Loghe a he

12/22/2009 | 350

 
 
 

01/05/2010352"

4 invalidity contentions in-accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles’ 3
‘ Everingham on 1/5/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/05/2010) a

01/08/2010 353tae we eh

o1/1y20i0'354
 

01/13/2010. 355fkate erg =

owsasja010 356. a
vt ". Document ProductionPursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of . °:

01/21/2010-..357:
- mugeaedatl- Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through 
 

+h

 
POR ek
Le ALi)

Lab.Ap Sea eaten?

01/22/2010 358ae hee

01/22/2010 359

01/22/2010 “360!a 2 aes
oome ea Leah

si

01/22/3010:361
t Lydd -

01/22/2010~ 362~
settSpey :i '

01/22/2010 363°

01/25/2010 -364

01/25/2010 365°
TEa

01/25/2010 366
ityLB

. Networks, Inc. .( Carrington;‘Morris) (Entered: 12/17/2009)

_ Technology, LLC (Giza, Alexander) (Entered: 12/21/2009) , oe

; Parties’ request is changed to February 26, 2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
- , Everingham on 12/22/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/22/2009) _ 2

“ Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ‘

: (Hunt,.Dean) (Entered: 01/22/2010)

Le .

Best Available Copy  ©

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Nomadix, Inc. to 1/25/2010. 45 Days Granted for Deadline °
Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 12/11/2009) .

NOTICE by LinksmartWireless Technology, LLC of Ten Asserted Claims (Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered: 12/1 1/2009) ‘
Defendant’s Unopposed ifi rst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re BestComm

eee begets Ty Tyr teee

 

 

 

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer TP Complaintis
GRANTEDpursuant to Loca! 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 MOTIONto Continue Extend Docket Control Order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, Q
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

a

ORDERgranting 348 Motion To Extend Docket Control Order. The deadline for early mediation z

Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 12/31/2009)

ORDER granting 351 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc: a
will have through January 15, 2010 to serve its accompanying documentproduction tothe -- :.°

 
 

APPLICATION to Appéar Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David ) Leonard for BestComm Networks, Inc
* (APPROVEDFEEPAID). 2-1-5124. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/08/2010) 77

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Alexandra B McTague for T-Mobile USA, Inc. *
and Cisco Systems, Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5131. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/13/2010)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Jonathan Andron for T-Mobile USA, Inc..
(APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5131) (ehs, ) (Additional attachment(s) added on 1/27/2010:.#.1.... -
Confidential Information) (ch, ). (Entered: 01/13/2010)

Unopposed MOTIONforExtension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying  
 Proposed Order) (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 01/15/2010) «ay

ORDER granting 356 ‘Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto -
.Networks, Inc.s Seventh Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying, =-

January 29, 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in

accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/21/10.(ehs, ) (Entered: 01/21/2010) a

NOTICE by EthoStream, LLC of Joinder and Notice of Compliance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4-2 .
NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Joinder and Notice of Compliance With Local Patent RuleSEU
4-2 (Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 01/22/2010) a

***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc., EthoStream,‘tic:ae oyof Appearance (Hunt, Dean) Modified on 1/25/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 01/22/2010) , _
NOTICE by Pronto Networks, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-2 (Allen, Aden)
(Entered: 01/22/2010)

NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rule 4-2 Disclosure)~ °*

(Daniel, Robert) (Entered:.01/22/2010) .
NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Preliminary Claim Constructions.
and Extrinsic Evidence Under P.R. 4-2 (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2010)
NOTICEof Disclosure’ by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.,

* Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. re: P.R. 4-2 (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 01/25/2010)*-38
NOTICEof Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance Regarding P. R. 4-
2 Disclosures (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 01/25/2010)

NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding Compliance of PR 4-2
Disclosures (Jones, Michael). (Entered: 01/25/2010) aes
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 BestAvailable Copy ow?

01/25/2010 367 NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Groupies Resources Inc of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-2 (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 01/25/2010)

01/25/2010...cae ***FILED IN ERROR, WRONG EVENT USED AND ATTY WANTING TO APPEAR MUST LOGIN AND:segs Le
: FILE. Document # 360, Notice. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (sm, ) (Entered: 01/25/2010) Fete

01/25/2010368. NOTICE of Disclosure’ by: Choice Hotels International Inc. Regarding PR 4-2 Disclosures (Smith,wg
cae Michael) (Entered: 01/25/2010) ursga

01/25/2010 369 NOTICE by LodgeNet!‘Interactive Corporation of Compliance Regarding P.R. 4-2 (Ungerman, Mark 2
eee ee af (Entered: 01/25/2010)

01/25/2010°370+ Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Answer re 313 Third Party Complaint by
‘- Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered:

01/25/2010)

01/25/2030..37h.. Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Answer re 313 Third Party Complaintof Best . weiss
. Western International Inc. by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed ve

._ Order Proposed Order)(Carrington, Mortis) (Entered: 01/25/2010)

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

' is extended to 2/27/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/2010. (ch,
Joe _ (Entered: 01/26/2010) .

01/26/2010.. ieAnswer Due Deadiine Updated for BestComm Networks, Inc. to 2/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: a .ihe* 01/26/2010) .
01/26/2040. 373 ORDER granting 370 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer. Nomadix Inc deadline is extended

“as to 2/25/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/2010. (ch, } (Entered: :
-#deysr 01/26/2010) wihTntees

01/26/2010 a. AnswerDue Deadline, Updated for Nomadix, Inc. to 2/25/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/26/2010).
01/28/2010 374° Unopposed MOTIONfor-Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Eighth Unopposed Motion for:9 hy

Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto a.
:, Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 01/28/2010)...

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

#* Networks, Inc.s Eighth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve ‘AccompanyingDocument Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through
February 19, 2010 to serveits accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in

, accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/29/10, |
"=" (ehs; )(Entered: 01/29/2010)

01/29/2010376 ORDERthatthe parties,, including BestComm and Nomadix, are ordered to meet and confer on an *
“ats...” amended docket control order that allows the third party defendants to meet their obligations.-,.; '

’ The parties shall jointly file the amended docket control order within 7 days after BestComm and: -3“he
:.. Nomadix answer thethird-party complaint. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on. :

sete pee ee crete1/29/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/29/2010) tr hes
02/17/2010"ah BestComm Networks, Inc.'s ANSWERto 313 Third Party Complaint of Best Western International,

 
 
 

 
 ’ ‘eegeEe.. ~ Inc. , CROSSCLAIM against Nomadix, Inc. by BestComm Networks, Inc..(Carrington, Morris)

ey (Entered: 02/17/2010)

02/18/2010.. 378... Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying =: . > -*=-
Sets Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of | ve
ch SO Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 02/18/2010) . ee

02/18/2010 379. NOTICE of Change of ‘Address by Christopher Michael Joe (Joe,.Christopher) (Entered:
02/18/2010) ., pF

02/19/2010. -380: JOINT CLAIM CONSTRUCTION AND PREHEARING STATEMENTfiled by Linksmart Wireless-
~ caerath,, wb Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 02/19/2010)

02/22/2010 :381, ORDER granting 378 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. ORDEREDthat .
cae Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc.s Ninth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve

Be Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks,Inc. will _
oe wo : ms“=have through 3/5/2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity Sor

wy este contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham . .: . |
, on 2/22/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 02/22/2010) ae 4

02/25/2010 382 MOTIONto Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 ¥
Affidavit Muehlhauser Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Text of Proposed Order)_. ... ,.. (Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 02/25/2010) a.

03/04/2010 383, Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying -°
ete,” Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

. pee . Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 03/04/2010)
03/04/2010, 384 .. Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTIONto Strike.313. teThird Party Complaint or Dismiss Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed Motion For . ote

 

 

 .a
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03/04/2010 385;
03/04/2010 386

Ooteg. 387;

 
03/05/2010 389,

 
osngan22392Lope ge

7 Judge Charles Everingham on 3/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010)
03/13/2010" 390;

m4 vk Complaint, Crossclaim by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw,

03/18/2010 393

 
03/19/3010: -394""

eESE, * * Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

ih

ee vee
03/23/2010397

awnaD oneae
03/23/2010.:398"

 
03/24/2010 399.

 

i Judge Charles Everingham on 3/24/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/24/2010)
03/30/2010 _400.

03/31/2010, 401
no'

ghee

_ Inc. (APPROVEDFEE PAID) 2-1-5235. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) Po gs

ORDER granting 384 Motion’‘for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 382 MOTION to

» 4 to respond to the Cross-Claim of BestComm Networks Inc Responses due by 4/2/2010. Sianed,by_ Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/16/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/16/2010) :

_ Claim Construction and Prehearing Statement)(Rogers, David) Modified on 3/22/2010 (sm,)," (Enteréd: 03/19/2010).. -

’ Affidavit Declaratign of Andrew Weiss, # 2 Exhibit Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit.

. Networks, Inc.s Eleventh Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying —., os

. Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through2 ".:

A

« Best Available Copy  

Extension of Time to Respond to Third-Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or

1 Dismiss by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe,--eyeee Christopher) (Entered: 03/04/2010)
APPLICATION to Appear;Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Donald A Wall for Best Western International, . 

 
 

_ APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David E Rogers for Best Western International,r.Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5235. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) a

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Andrea L Marconi for Best Western "ue

International, Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5235. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010)
ORDER granting 383 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc.

_» will haye through 3/19/2010, to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity. .;
 contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham*

on 3/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) . a, 
 
 
 
 

Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Responses due by 3/24/2010. Signed by Magistrat
 ~ ae ae

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of TimetoFile Response/Reply as to 377 Answerto Third Party:ihe"
Sidney) (Entered: 03/12/2010)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Christopher Michael Joe on behalf of Best Western
* International, Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 03/15/2010) aro

 
 
 

 
 

ORDER granting 390 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply. Nomadix Inc deadlinees. on

NOTICEof Attorney ‘Appearance by Allen Franklin Gardner on behalf of iBAHN General Holdings
* Corp. (Gardner, Allen)-(Entered: 03/18/2010)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying

Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 03/19/2010)

» CLAIM-CONSTRUCTION BRIEF (Supplemental Claim Construction and Prehearing Statement)filed
by Best Western International, Inc.: (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A to Best Western's Supplemental .

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

a

CLAIM-CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: 4# 1a
Exhibit'C, # 5 Exhibit Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit Exhibit¢

4. #9 Exhibit Exhibit H, # 10 Exhibit Exhibit I, # 11 Exhibit Exhibit J, # 12 Exhibit Exhibit K, #13 °°
*” Exhibit Exhibit L, # 14 Exhibit Exhibit M)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 03/19/2010)

03/22/2040 "ae NOTICE FROM CLERKre 395 Claim Construction Brief. Clerk has modified to show thatit is a

supplemental claim contruction and prehearing statement. (sm, ) (Entered: 03/22/2010) . = Rote tet
ORDER granting 394 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto

April 2; 2010 to serve. its accompanying documentproduction to the invalidity contentions in.

accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/22/10.
* (ehs, y:(Entered: 63/22/2010) —

: Second MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTIONto Strike 313 *
Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Best Western's Unopposed Second Motion For Extension of Time
to Respond to Third-Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss by Best Western

. International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe, Christopher) (Entered:
03/23/2010) .

ORDER granting 398 Motion for Extension of Timeto File Reso,re 382 MOTION to “ne é
 

Unopposed SEALED PATENT MOTIONfor Leave to AmendInvalidity Contentions by Barnes &
Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc., #::
Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments: #1 Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) —
(Entered: 03/30/2010)

ORDER granting 400 AT&T/Wayports Unopposed Sealed Patent Motion for Leave to Amend

~ = Invalidity Contentions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/31/2010.(ch, )* a .
(Entered: 03/3 1/2010)

: : Page 226fa.
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03/31/2010__ 402

me . :Loe sitetemi aeeres aaor :

04/02/2010A“403,
 

o4/oz/z0i0"404"*a

04/05/2010 405°

04/07/2010 407,

04/12/2010 408

 
04/13/2010" 410°

a

04/15/2010 ati.

04/16/2010""412°
 

04/16/2010.413.:y

phe

04/16/2010 414

 
“ iea tae

= Lasspots ‘chat

04/16/2010 415
ae,

04/16/2010--416-

LaydutgSpe

04/16/2010 “417

04/19/2010

 

i Party Defendant Noniadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint of Best
4p, Western International, Inc.)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 03/31/2010) 

"+ Sidney) (Entered: 04/02/2010)

wi contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everinghar 1
fe on 4/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 04/05/2010)

Sele (ch, ) (Entered: 04/05/2010)
 

. Third Party Complaint|or Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed, Order):
f (Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 04/12/2010)
‘ORDER granting 408 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 382 MOTION to. :vagcede

"< will have through April 30, 2010 to serve its accompanying documentproduction to the invalidity”*

~.. Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying DocumentProduction Pursuant -
. to P.R.“3-4 filed by Best.Western International, Inc.

(Rogers, David) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm,). (Entered: 04/16/2010)

Shep te taetr

 

Best Available Copy

RESPONSEin Opposition re 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss filed by, .. -:..
Best Western International, Inc. . (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Sara V. Ransom in

.. Support of Third Party Plaintiff Best Western International, Inc.'s Opposition to Motion to StrikeOped+ Dismiss Third-Party Complaint, # 2 Exhibit A, February 26, 2004 Direct Sales Contract, # 3. ;
. «Exhibit B, March 15, 2002 Reseller Agreement, # 4 Exhibit C, July 20, 2004 Nomadix press.

 
 
 

+

release, # 5 Exhibit-D,-Purchase Order, # 6 Text of Proposed Order [Proposed] Order on Third-

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ,
DocumentProduction Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 04/02/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 377 Answerto. Third Party.
Complaint, Crossclaim by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshawi: . 

 
 

ORDER granting 403 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Ine
will have through 4/16/2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity

 

ORDER granting 404 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply Nomadix, Inc. be given .
to and including 4/16/2010 to respond to the Cross-Claim of BestComm Networks, Inc.
Responses due by 4/16/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/5/2010. :.

 

 
APPLICATIONto AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Douglas G Muehlhauser for Nomadix, ee
Inc.,Douglas G Muehlhauser for Nomadix, Inc.(RECEIPT 2-1-~5289). (rml, ) (Entered: 04/07/2010):
Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTIONto Strike 313.38

  

 

Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Responses due by 4/26/2010. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 4/13/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 04/13/2010)

NOTICEof Designation ofAttorney in Charge to Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart’’
Wireless Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 04/13/2010)
Unopposed MOTION for. Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying. . .: . aga!
Document Production, Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of’:
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 04/15/2010)
ORDER granting 411 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Ine"

contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham
on 4/16/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 04/16/2010)

MOTION to Dismiss BestComm Networks,Inc.'s Crossclaims by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments:.#,1 .
Affidavit Muehthauser Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3, # 5 Text of ‘

Proposed Order)(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 04/16/2010)
CLAIM:“CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., SBC Internet *
Svcs, Wayport, Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corp, EthoStream LLC, Pronto Networks, Aptilo
Networks, Mail Boxes Etc, McDonalds Corp, Barnes and Nobles Booksellers, Ramada WOrldwide
Mariott Intl, Choicé Hotels Intl, Best Western Intl, Six Continents Hotels, Intercontinental Hotels’*

i, Group (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Noah Levine in Support of Claim Construction-’~:~ -*> -
‘+ Brief of Defendants with exhibits 1 to 5, # 2 Exhibit Exhibits 6 to 9 of Declaration of Noah Levine

in Support of Claim Construction Brief of Defendants, # 3 Affidavit Declaration of Kevin Jaffay,

Ph.D. with exhibits a through c)(Daniel, Robert) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm,). (Entered:
: 04/16/2010) ce legis ete seen

***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE.*** RESPONSEin Support re 411 Unopposed MOTION for
 
 

 

. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit:2a0
***FILED IN ERROR,“PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. Claim Peer
Construction Brief (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2)(Rogers, David) Modified on =» 77>. °
4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 04/16/2010) .

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT, PELASE IGNORE.*** MOTION for Leave to File motion for partial .
summary judgmentofinvalidity for indefiniteness by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc... /
(Levine, Noah) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 04/16/2010)

***FILED IN ERROR, WRONG EVENT USED, ATTY MUST REFILE USING CORRECT EVENT. oe oe
Document # 415 and #416, Response in Support and Notice. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (sm, ) - oes  we
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Best Available Copy 
Seb> +=" (Entered: 04/19/2010) ea

04/19/2010 -- NOTICE of DEFICIENCY regarding the #417 Motion for leave submitted by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-we :co genom ofMobile!USA, Inc.. Not in-proper pleading format which includescertificate of conference etc:. ~~
: ’ Correction should be made by 1 business day and refiled in proper motion format or as a notice,”

_ attaching the letter. ‘(sm, ) (Entered: 04/19/2010)
04/19/2010"“a8 SUPPLEMENTAL CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Best Western International, Inc..a hese © 3 (Attachments: #4 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 04/19/2010) .
04/13/2010"419 NOTICE by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International,Inc., Choice Hotels International ‘Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental

fe et Hotels.Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott... ... [224 -.
yr International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC
ges 3 Internet Services, ‘Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc. of Letter- Requesting Leave to Filé Summary Judgment Motion (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Daniel,. .fd

: Robert) (Entered: 04/19/2010) ,
04/19/2010 420. Additional Attachments to Main Document(Certificate of Service): 414 Claim Construction. Brief

Tery.z, Daniel, Robert) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 04/19/2010) :ee Sas . rf
7* NOTICE FROM CLERK re 414 Claim Construction Brief. Clerk modified entry to all allthe ~~04/19/2010

. - defendant filers that were previously not entered whenfiled. (sm, ) (Entered: 04/19/2010)sTRS

 

 
 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 
 

   
"RSs 

04/22/2010. ‘421 -Unopposed MOTIONfor Leave to File Amended First Answers and Counterclaims by Barnes & .- fth  

tnbendiss2Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet Services,Inc.,
Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered:

_ 04/22/2010) ar

04/22/2010 422: First Amended ANSWER’ to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Techndlogy?
_ LLC by|SBC Internet Services, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) to

04/22/2010°423: First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,”wewee
‘,2?3- LLC by:Wayport, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) =

04/22/2010|424° First Amended ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
Me LLC by McDonalds Corp..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010)

04/22/2039 425First:Amended ANSWERto 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,”
- "*" LLC byBarnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010)

04/22/2010 426. First Amended ANSWER to 1.Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology.we a
*. LLC by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc:.(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) . =

04/22/2010 427 NOTICEof Attorney ‘Appearance by Adam S Hoffman on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,weLLC (Hoffman, Adam) (Entered: 04/22/2010)

04/33/3019) 428" ORDER granting 421 Motion for Leave to Amend Their Respective First Answers And“af * Counterclaims. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/23/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
04/23/2010)

 

+a7

st be aR.ag? 14

my

 
 

 
dey ys

04/23/2010+-429. MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 402 Responsein Opposition to. #-:"-" --~ 7 ' Motion,, 382 MOTIONto Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss by Nomadix,Inc..
oo. SF , (Attachments: # 1 Textof Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: 04/23/2010)

04/27/2010 430 ORDER granting 429 Motion‘for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply. Nomadix shall have to"
-' §/10/2010 to reply to the Opposition of Best Western International Inc Responses due by - : ~

, 5/10/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
: 04/27/2010) me

04/29/2010 at ORDER- granting 419 Dfts notice to request permissionto file for partial summary judgment of
: faa _ invalidity. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/29/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

» 04/29/2010)

04/23/2010" 432” MOTIONto Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief; Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert.) 7.77)"
7 Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support ofPlaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief by Aptilo ~.. --

« .. Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels isk .International Inc., Cisco ‘Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, LodgeNetInteractive Corporation; Mail: hh RS
Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., T-Mobileatte 7
USA,Inc.. (attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Alexandra McTague, # 2 Exhibit A,‘# 3 Any Ae

coo" Exhibit'B, # 4 Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) ee
; » (Entered: 04/29/2010) wos. tyiae hate A

04/29/2020 - 433 Unopposed MOTIONfor Leave to File Excess Pages by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
zs “a (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 04/29/2010)

04/30/2010" 434~ Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ~ sor
2%, + ; Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
7 Sm Proposed Order)(Alten, Aden) (Entered: 04/30/2010)

04/30/2010 435 Unopposed MOTION forExtension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss °tT
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abe :
eae Best Available Copy

he gate ee a
. BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Textof

Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 04/30/2010) ae
04/30/2010 436. REPLY’‘to 418 Claim Construction Brief, 414 Claim Construction, Brief,, filed by Linksmart Wireless.

_ Technology, LLC . (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit of Andrew D. Weiss, # 2 Exhibit A to Weiss Decl., aaa| #3 Affidavit of Tal Lavian, PH.D)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 04/30/2010) Dore
4397. ORDER’ granting 435 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomandix Inc. 235 8"

* Mo to Dismiss BestComm Networks Crossclaims and BestCommis hereby given an extension of
time up to and including Monday, May 24, 2010 to respond to Nomadix Inc's Motion to Dismisss

BestComm Networks Crossclaims. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/3/10.

 

 
  
 
 
 
 

el Gy aygetta

0s/04/2010 437 ORDER granting 433 Unopposed Motion for Leave to File Excess Pages. Order that the Plaintiffie
a . granted leave to exceed the pagelimits for its Reply Brief required by P.R.4-5(c) by 5 pages. ~fe ° Signedby Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/3/10. (poa, ) (Entered: 05/04/2010)-

05/04/2010 438 ORDER granting 434 Fourteenth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanyingax igs . es
aaniwad Document ProductionPursuant to PR 3-4. Pronto NetworksIncwill have through May 14, 2010:to? eRe: :

aserve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in accordance with 2:

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 “es i" Patent”Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/3/10. (poa, ) (Entered:
. te . 05/04/2010)
 ee «<+* LLC (Brandt, Todd) (Entered: 05/05/2010)

05/07/2010 aa. Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to the Opposition of Best .
- > Western International, “Inc. to Nomadix,Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments

“. #1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehihauser, Douglas) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 442 Unopposed MOTIONfor Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply by Aptilo Networks, Inc., a
“777 ~+#-Barnes:& Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International =

i. Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental -
~ Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNetInteractive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott:
” International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., ssc

_. Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN
‘~ + +~ General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order granting defendants' By ees

unopposed motion for leave to file sur-reply, # 2 Exhibit Defendants’ claim construction sur-reply,..

a / #3 Affidavit of Noah. Levine in support of defendants’ claim construction sur-reply)(Levine, Noah) |“ye ~ (Entered: 05/07/2010) .- « ~ ot

  
n whats

  

 

om
Roy

05/07/2010 443 Unopposed MOTIONfor Leave to File Claim Construction Surreply Brief by Aptilo Networks, Inc.oe
*.. iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Gardner, Allen)

_* Nachweyi, Entered: 05/07/2010):
 
 

“aad “CLAIM “CONSTRUCTION SUR- REPLY BRIEF filed by Aptilo Networks, Inc., iIBAHN General Holdings

rea yt *==" Leave to Amend Its Answer and Counterclaims byBest Western International, Inc..
“a set. (Attachments: # 1 Text of. Proposed Order)(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 446° First Amended ANSWER’ to 1 Complaint Best Western International, Inc.'s First Amended answer,
* Defenses and Counterclaims , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by”Best Western International, Inc. .(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 447. Unopposed MOTIONfor Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply by Best Western International,
weroe Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order, # 2 Claim Construction Brief, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit -

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

L aeB 3, # 4 Exhibit Exhibit 4)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 05/07/2010)
05/10/2010 448 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply ANSWERto 423 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim

. “btsi¢in,. 2. Wayport’s Amended Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew), 2)... 22.0:
(Entered: 05/10/2010)

05/10/2010 449 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWERto 422 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim-
feet _ SBC Internet Services dba ATT Internet Services Amended Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless

Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)
05/10/2010. A450: Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWERto 424 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim

a ela! . McDonald’s Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew).aQ Le ' (Entered: 05/10/2010)
05/10/2610 -451 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 426 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim

i -. Mail Boxes Etc. Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew)atse + =~ (Entered: 05/10/2010) Bore
05/10/2010 452 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWERto 446 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim,, ane o *

“s Best Western Internatiional, Inc's Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology,. ;LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)

7 et

 o *,
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05/10/2010 453 “ Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWERto 425 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim”
Barnes & Noble Booksellers Inc.'s Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology,:~-. +--

* LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)

05/1 1/2010 454" ORDERgranting 441 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to the Opposition:‘Ofte Tig eee,., Best Western International Inc Responses due by 6/1/2010. Signed by Magistrate JudgeCharle ae eeu2Bveringham 0on 5/i 1/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/11/2010)
 
 

  eee Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/2010. (ch, ) (entered: 05/11/2010). eR? ee 4

05/1 1/2010 456 ORDER granting 443 Motion for Leave to File a Claim Construction Sur-reply Brief. Defendant -
.ee+=" IBAHN General Holdings Corp., joined by Aptilo Networks, Inc., may file its Claim Construction"“tag's... Sur-reply Brief. Signed by .Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:..why 

 

 
 

 

yobs7. 05/11/2010) he
05/11/2010 457:. ORDER granting 445 Motion for Leave to File Amend Answer and Counteclaims. Signed by |

/_ Magistrate Judge CharlesEveringham on 9/11/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010)
a: Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010)

osy/11/2010459° RESPONSEto 436 Reply to Claim Construction Brief, Claim Construction Sur-Reply Brief of:
Defendants by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western

..., International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, 20...)
“InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., +.

Marriott International, Inc:, McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., .
- SBC Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc.. : at. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Noah A. Levine, #.2 Exhibit 1)(Richardson, Michael) “2 2

(Entered: 05/1 1/2010) :
05/12/2010- -460° Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Amended Answer by Choice Hotels International Inc.- i

TREars“ph (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 05/12/2010) Loe
05/12/2010461. First Amended ANSWERto 1 Complaint by Choice Hotels International Inc..(Smith, Michael) _

sas (Entered: 05/12/2010)

05/13/2010,-462° NOTICEof Disclosure by SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc. of Second Supplemental Ruie -”26(a) Disclosures (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 05/13/2010) a
0S5/ 14/2610 463. ORDER granting 460 Motion. for Leave to File amended it answer. Signed by Magistrate Judge’

i_ Charles Everingham on 5/14/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/14/2010) po05/14/2010 464 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying» a S
7 we-+* Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4.by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text:of: ee

 

 

  

 

 
 * : Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 05/14/2010) wo Steety05/14/2010.Ges CLAIM CONSTRUCTION CHARTfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: #1

oraS ; Exhibit Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/14/2010)

05/14/2010. 466-- NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC Notice of Submission of Tutorial (Attachments:#
Wate "1 Exhibit Ex. A - Tutorial)(Giza, Alexander) (Entered: 05/14/2010)

05/14/2010 ‘469. APPLICATIONto Appear: Pro.Hac Vice by Attorney Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Intercontinental.”
‘ ” HotelsGroup Resources’ Inc,Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Intercontinental Hotels Group :

ResourcesInc,Erin’P Gibson,John D Kinton for Six Continents Hotels Inc,Erin P Gibson,John D

. Kinton for Six Continents Hotels Inc. (Attachments: # 1 PHV Kinton RECEIPT 2-1-5362)(rml, d.; (Entered: 05/17/2010) ©
05/17/2010 467° Unopposed SEALED PATENT MOTIONforLeave to File First Supplemental! Invalidity Contentions

* - by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., -

 

 

 

 Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels -
Group,ResourcesInc, LodgeNetInteractive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott. 9: a... ee eee

S International, Inc., McDonalds.Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC :
ue oo Internet Services, ‘INnc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc..Met te » (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A; # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered:

, : 05/17/2010)
05/17/2010 468 MOTION for SummanyJudgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112,:2°2.40

“7 == =7" by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., aH
tang ans Choice-Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems,Inc., EthoStream, LLC, InterContinental Hotels”ign?"| Group PLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Marriott International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., *

Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents
~. Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit (Part 1 of 2)

: he 2:-+=~ Declaration of Noah A. Levine, # 2 Affidavit (Part 2 of 2) Delcaration of Noah A. Levine, #3 Text: ot“oS ° of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 05/17/2010) Loooy .
05/17/2010 470- RESPONSEin Opposition re 432 MOTIONto Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants’

Motionto Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim5 “
“t Baae eet . * oe maw ee +
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_:, Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply oe

nree
te

ot Pongees 3B.05/38/2010,vari
 

05/18/2010 472.
tee ee mens as

05/20/ 010.(A735ees*

 
05/21/2010474Be4

05/23/2010 475

 
- hooky s Hh.ppd ote

05/35/2010.476:
 477MinuteEntry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Markman

 Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC . (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/17/2010)

_ on 5/18/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/18/2010)

a 05/18/2010) a

"=" Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 05/21/2010) Bh

"<7, sign-in.sheet) (jml) (Entered: 05/25/2010)

Ls Best Available Copy oan

.. Construction Reply Brief MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants’ Motion to; ’ “ass 
 

 

 
* Brief MOTION to Strike’ 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert
. Declaration of Dr. Tal, Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brieffiled by ee

ORDER granting 464 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. ORDEREDthat
Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc.s Fifteenth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve

__ Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks,Inc. will
 
 
 
 

'. have through 5/28/2010 to serve its accompanying documentproduction to the invalidity - =... --e5.-

contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham ae
ORDER granting 467 Sealed Patent Motion for leavetofile First Supplemental Invalidity ‘
Contentions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/18/2010.(ch, ) (Entered:°

 

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Richard A Cederoth for Barnes & Noble: ~ ¥ oe
Booksellers, Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for McDonalds

’. Corp.,Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet Services, Inc. JRichard A Cederoth for SBC Internet.
Services, Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet Services, Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for Wayport,

ees Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5371. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/20/2010) ia oe fase.
 

 
 
 

 

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTIONto Dismiss” .
BestComm Networks,Inc.'sCrossclaims by BestComm Networks,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of =*

RESPONSEin Opposition re 468 MOTION for Summary JudgmentofInvalidity for Indefiniteness’-
Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, 2 filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC . (Attachments: #.Tr
Affidavit of Tal Lavian, Ph.D.)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/23/2010)
ORDER granting 474 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to
Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 6/14/2010. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/25/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/25/2010) tose

Hearing held on 5/25/2010. (Court Reporter Shelly Holmes, CSR.) (Attachments: #1 Attorney’
’ Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying

document ProductionPursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
a Proposed Order)(Allen; Aden) (Entered: 05/28/2010) 7 oo e

" ORDERgranting 478 Motion for Extension of Time to to Serve Accompanying Document
” Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4. Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc.s Sixteenth Unopposed Motion

for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is
:_ GRANTED.Pronto Networks,Inc. will have through June 11, 2010 to serve its accompanying . 

06/01/2010 480°
» Western International, Inc. to Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments:

06/02/2010, "483,
 

06/03/3010 482tee
atede te Bt 

we eerre

. reo, .
a

06/02/2010 ©ae
Tle SM

06/03/2010. 483...
06/04/2010 484.

- 6/4/2010.(ch, ) (Entered: 06/04/2010)

a document production to the invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4.. Signedby : .
7 Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/01/2010) of

 
 
 
 
 

 

Unopposed MOTIONfor.‘Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best. . .-.:
 

# 1 Text of Proposed!Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: 06/01/2010)
ORDER granting 480 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply - reply tothe -. °
Opposition of Best Western International Inc Responses due by 6/22/2010. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 6/2/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/02/2010)

REPLY TO RESPONSEin Support re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for
: Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, 2 Defendants’ Reply in Support of Their Motion for-.- --.
PartialSummary Judgmentof Invalidity for ‘Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. 112.2 filed by Aptilo =... -:

_ Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels - “. age
* International Inc., Cisco,‘Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group ve
*, Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, .

Inc., McDonalds Corp:, Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents
Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp. . (Richardson,

, Michael) Modified on 6/2/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 06/02/2010)
NOTICE FROM CLERK re 482 Responsein Support of Motion. Entry was modified by clerk to show
that it is a reply to response. (sm, ) (Entered: 06/02/2010)

Unoppgsed MOTION to Withdrawas Attorney by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. oka L
(Attachments: #1 Text of Proposed Order)(Brandt, Todd) (Entered: 06/03/2010) See
ORDER granting 483 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Todd Y Brandt terminated
Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
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 Hane. Best Available Copy , cee

ef os Le (Attachments: #1 ‘Text of Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:
: '. 06/07/2010)

06/09/2010_486 ORDER, granting 485 Joint MOTIONto Dismiss Pronto Networks, Inc. with Prejudice filed by ° .3
a Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Pronto Networks, Inc. terminated.. Signed by Judge‘‘Davie

ialFolsom: on 6/9/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 06/09/2010)
06/11/2010. 487° Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss

. BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

ee Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 06/11/2010) 4
06/15/2010 488 ORDER granting 487 Motion.-for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 413 MOTION to -,

ate Ts a Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims Responses due by 7/6/2010. Signed bywo . * Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/15/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/15/2010) ae
06/18/2010 489 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Eric Charles Flagel for Linksmart Wireless.

for Technology, LLC. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5415) (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/18/2010)
., Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best wee

“JES Western International, Inc. to Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint
__ by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehthauser, Douglas) (Entered:

_ 06/22/2010)

 
  

 
 

  
 
 

:
a
 

 
 

.' 7°, International Inc Opposition to Nomadix's Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-“Party complaint
aesgs “y “, Responses due by 7/6/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/23/2010.
wo : (ch, ) (Entered: 06/23/2010)

06/30/2010492 MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER- thecourt issues the following order concerning the claim
cee ® construction issues. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/30/2010.(ch, ) ut

y, (Entered: 06/30/2010)

 

 
(Lee, Irene) (Entered: 06/30/2010)

07/04/2610; 494. Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss,_ BestComm Networks,Inc.'s Crossclaims.by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Textof|
. Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 07/01/2010) .

07/01/2010 495, REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgmentof Invalidity for. yi
Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, recommending granting in part deft’s motion. Signed;

. by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/01/2010)
07/01/2010 ve496, Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments:is es Toa! ut # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 07/01/2010) °

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

07/02/2010"497 ORDER granting 494 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to
Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 8/20/2010. Signed by

* Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/2/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/02/2010) : eS _
ORDER granting 496 Motion ‘to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Andrea L Marconi terminated..

Mon» Signed:‘by Magistrate Judge.Charles Everingham on 7/2/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/02/2010) _
NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of CLAIM CONSTRUCTION HEARING held on

. 9/25/10 before Judge Chad Everingham. Court Reporter/Transcriber: Shelly Holmes, “ :
-+ CSR,Telephone number: (903) 663-5082. (116 Pages) NOTICE RE REDACTION OF TRANSCRIPTS e pate

24 The parties have seven (7) business daysto file with the Court a Notice of Intent to Request “~*~
Redaction of this transcript. If no such Noticeis filed, the transcript will be made remotely
electronically available to the public without redaction after 90 calendar days. The policy is

~“ located on our website at www.txed.uscourts.gov Transcript may be viewed at the court public ,
--« terminal or purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release-of --;- -=

. Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction Request due: 7. 7/30/2010. Redacted. Transcript Deadline set for 8/9/2010. Release of Transcript Restriction set.
* for 10/7/2010.(tja, );(Entered: 07/06/2010) --

07/06/2010 500 MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 ‘Opposition of Best Western

'_ International, Inc. to'382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint Bsapa. ~ Nomadix,Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: |ra
:aed “eS e> 07/06/2010)va ds,Yoity a 8 ye

07/07/2010" 501. ORDER granting 500 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re: 402 Opposition of
- . Best Western International Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/7/2010.

Ckte,2... (ch, ) (Entered: 07/07/2010) Rope
07/14/2010 502 _ RESPONSEto 492 Memorandum & Opinion by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers,

. . Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., |.
ae moon, EthoStream, LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet};

Services, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: #3
_ 1 Text-of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 07/14/2010) “
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Best Available Copy Be

07/14/2010 503 RESPONSE OBJECTIONS to 492 Memorandum Opinion and Order by Linksmart Wireless .-- Technology, LLC. (Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 7/28/2010 (sm,-). (Entered: 07/14/2010) |seaset ie
tt OBJECTION to 495 Report and Recommendations by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Weiss,*"es* Andrew) (Entered: 07/15/2010) a

07/15/2010.“505 Response to 492 Orderfiled by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
. a.2 at _ Proposed Order Order)(Rogers, David) Modified on 7/16/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 07/15/2010)07/16/2010" NOTICE FROM CLERK re 505 . Clerk has modified this entry,peratty, to add thelink and entry|io”/

: . : show it is a response,tO#492 Memorandum Order. (sm, ) (Entered: 07/16/2010) e

07/22/2010 “506. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Robert F Gookin on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology eb
7 * LLC (Gookin, Robert) ; (Entered: 07/22/2010) PTE e

07/26/2010, 507: Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best:.+ly, Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss Third-Party Complaint by wot!= Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered:.
~ 07/26/2010)

) 508 ORDER granting 507 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western International, .
#y =~ Inc.s Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint. Responses due’, yf eae

: by 8/10/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/27/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: Ma
* 07/27/2010) _

RESPONSEto 492 Memorandum & Opinion Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff's Objections to june geek ae

 eo

07/1s/2010,..‘504,
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
‘=

30, 2010 Memorandumand Order Regarding Claim Construction by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes ~as
« & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco.Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet in

3 Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., |
: Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN

General Holdings Corp.. (Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 07/28/2010)

-- RESPONSEto 504 Pla objections to Report and Recommendation by Aptilo Networks,Inc., Barnes te Fe Bhs
& Noble Booksellers, Inc.; Best Western International, Inc., Choice Ho tels International Inc.,*...:. 0 7* ;

, Cisco Systems,Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet : .
* Interactive Corporation,Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., _
* Ramada Worldwide, Inc:, SBC Internet S ervices, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA,.

Inc., Wayport, Inc., ‘iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Richardson, Michael) (Richardson, Michael)cece ete ed Modified on 7/28/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 07/28/2010)

07/28/2010°at“« NOTICE FROM CLERKof modifications to entries 503 Objection to Report and Recommendations ©” ””
: ~ Changed the event to response to non-motion, 510 Response to Non-Motion - Changedlink from

492 to 504. (sm, ) (Entered: 07/28/2010)

08/10/2010:. 511. Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best . -.
wos ; Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss Third-Party Complaint by ‘

 

 
 

 

-.°.  Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered:
Ta ao “ 08/10/2010) ‘ i w :

08/11/2010 512° ORDER granting 511 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western International,..
-. Inc.s Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint. Nomadix .

“7 7s ===" Responses due by*8/24/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/11/10. °
Tnet , (ehs, ):(Entered: 08/11/2010)vee glut

08/12/ 2010~.513 NOTICE by Choice Hotels International Inc. of Letter Brief Requesting Permission tofile Motion for
poe ne Summary Judgment (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 - Letter Brief)(Smith, Michael) (Entered:

 
 

 

 
 

a1eg ola__» 08/12/2010) Coleg ta
08/13/2010 514 ***FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY. PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive ho}yesee .. : oo . +, Corporation of Unenforceability Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) Modified on 8/16/2010 (ch, dee :ope " (Entered: 08/13/2010). ~

08/16/2010 = ***FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEYDocument # 514, Notice. PLEASE IGNORE. *** (ch, :eee : (Enteréd: 08/16/2010)
08/16/2010515; NOTICE by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation of Compliance Regarding Preliminary seh

- Unenforceability Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered: 08/16/2010)
08/17/2010 516 ORDERgrants 513 Notice for leave to file motion for summary judgmentfiled by Choice Hotels

. hs: ig... si. International Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/17/10.(ehs, ) (Entered.: 08/17/2010) .
08/15/2010. 517. SEALED MOTION Unopposed Motion for Leave to Serve First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions aa 3 ‘.

_ by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels InternationalInc., Cisco.z. “63Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental Hotels
- Group Resources Inc, LodgeNetInteractive Corporation, Marriott International, Inc., Ramada eee ern

---=--- -:+ Worldwide, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corpsr =)ere
~, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered:-  - «-'~ ---

 

 

 
L lwleee og Panasonic-1011..
a . Page 233 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 234 of 307

Best Available Copy

 08/19/2010) i

08/20/2010" “518° NOTICEof Disclosure by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds corp:eS+ ee“2-2SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc. of Amended Invalidity Contentions (Sayles, Richard).woe (Entered: 08/20/2010)

08/20/ ‘010 ‘S19 NOTICEof Disclosure by Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, Marriott International, Inc., .
peMette. i. Six Continents Hotels Inc of Amended Invalidity Contentions (Guaragna, John) (Entered: ... 2.-,. 2.2:fee ~ 08/20/2010) a

08/20/2010 920. ORDER granting 517 Sealed Motion to Serve First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions. Signedby:bet
: " Magistrate Judge Charles‘Everingham on 8/20/2010.(ch, ) (Entered: 08/20/2010) os

 

 

 

 
~ BestComm Networks,Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of”

Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 08/20/2010)

09/23/2010.223. ORDERgranting 522 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to. 2
=" Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 9/3/2010. Signed by ay

Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/23/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/23/2010) ,
08/24/2010 “524° Unopposed MOTIONfor.Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best: .

‘: * Western International, -Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss Third-Party Complaint by

Sy Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: *
seemae++ 08/24/2010) *

 
 

08/25/2010|525% ORDER granting 524 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western International,
2 bey Inc.s Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint. Nomadix shall

7ee 7 -- file Response by 9/7/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/25/10. (ehs, ) heta.
hed ae_, (Entered: 08/25/2010)obsMopS08/25/2010 526 NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. (Notice of Joinder Regarding Disclosure 7

~ . of Amended and Supplemental Invalidity Contentions) (Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/25/2010)
08/27/2010 527. Joint MOTION to Stay Pending Finalization of Settlement by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., :

Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet
_ Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard)
,, (Enteréd: 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010 go" NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. of Letter Brief Requesting Permission tofile Motion’
. . for Summary Judgment(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Letter Brief)(Rogers, David) (Entered:

 

 
 -ca “ 08/27/2010)

08/27/2610" 529Joint MOTION to Stay Deadlines Pending Finalization of Aptilo Settlement Agreement by a
aeBa : Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) |
we . (Entered: 08/27/2010) . “

oa/27j2010 530 MOTION for SummaryJudgment of Non--Infringement by Choice Hotels International Inc... 7a
vee meee et 5 Exhibit 6, # 6 Text of Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/27/2010) : “T

08/27/2010 “531% SEALED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTSto Main Document: 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of”
gapem,ae ‘’ Non-Infringement . (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 3, # 3 Exhibit 7, # 4 Exhibit 8, #5
RE Exhibit 9, # 6 Exhibit 10, # 7 Exhibit 11)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010... 532.. APPLICATION to AppearPro Hac Vice by Attorney Brian F McMahon for LodgeNetInteractive.-..-
Corporation. (APPROVED FEE PAID)2-1-5593(ch, ) (Entered: 08/27/2010)

09/30/2010. 533, NOTICE by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation of Compliance Regarding Amended invalidty- Contentions (Beverage, -Cynthia) (Entered: 08/30/2010)

08/30/2010 542 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Paul W Kletzly for LodgeNet Interactiveceeee won . Corporation. (APPROVEDFEE PAID) 2-1-5597 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/01/2010) :
08/31/2010 534: ORDER granting 528 requestti file a motion for summary judgmentfiled by Best Western

28 Packa ’ - International, Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
aYo). 08/31/2010)

08/31/2010. 535... ORDER. granting 527 Motion to Stay. all proceedings in the above-captioned consolidated matter
: betweenplaintiff Linksmart Wireless LLC and defendants SBC Internet Services, Inc., d/b/a AT&T

are! ._ Internet Services, McDonald's Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., and - a, - Wayport, Inc. ("the AT&T/Wayport defendants") are stayed for sixty (60) days. All currently or awatts
: pending deadlines, as they apply to proceedings brought against the AT&T/Wayport defendants, . ‘

are vacated.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Chartes Everingham on 8/31/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
ooo ee ve 08/31/2010) +

08/31/2010 536, ORDER granting 529 Motion to Stay. All deadlines in the present case with respect to Aptilo and‘
. : all deadlines of Linksmart with respect to Aptilo are stayed for 45 days, pending a motion to ~

 

e
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a BestAdil Copy  asame. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
ooearn08/31/2010)

) 537 Unopposed MOTION to Amend/Correct Docket Control Order for a Temporary Extension to"
-: Facilitate Settlement Completion and Negotiations by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. °

va,(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 08/31/2010) . . . @-p.e

08/34/2010 $38 REPORTof Mediation by James W Knowles. Mediation result: Partial Settlement(Knowles, James)", (Entered: 08/31/2010)-

09/01/2010 539° ORDER granting 537 Motion to Amend docket control order. All deadlines in the Docket Control’ *
.. Order are continued by 60 days.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/4/20.Le

ee r (ens, ).(Entered: 09/01/2010)

 
 
 
 

 
 
 "9/1/10. (mrm, ) Modified on 9/1/2010 (mrm, ). (Entered: 09/01/2010)
09/01/2010- _sz. ***DUPLICATE ORDER. Document # 540, Order. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (mrm, ) (Entered: ..+s:09/01/2010) wal any
09/01/2010.541 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Paul E Veith for Barnes & Noble Booksellers;’:.;

4 7, Inc.,Paul E Veith for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,Paul E Veith for McDonalds Corp.,Paul E Veith for SBC
oe a,Tee"Internet Services, Inc.,Paul E Veith for SBC Internet Services, Inc.,Paul E Veith for SBC Internet?

Services, Inc.,Paul-E Veith for Wayport, Inc.. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5600) (ehs, ) (Entered; 09/01/2010) 20

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
Mae

filed by Nomadix, Inc. For the reasons stated herein, the undersigned recommends DENYING the
motion to strike and GRANTINGin part and DENYINGin part the motion to dismiss. A party has

14 daysto file written objections after being served a copy of this order. Signed by Magistrate‘aes Judge|Charles Everingham on 9/1/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/02/2010) . OAR ee cade
09/10/2010"544 Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 530 MOTION for Summary

: “ ~ Judgment of Non--Infringement by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text, of.”ware Ay -. Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 09/10/2010) aS

09/13/2010 545 ORDER granting 544 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Choice Hotels International
: Inc.s Motion for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement. Responses due by 9/20/2010. The,_-
- deadline for Choice Hotels International, Inc. to file its reply to Choice Hotels International, Inc.:Ss.

a o* Motionfor Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement [Dkt. No. 530]. Replies due by 10/7/2010..
; Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everinghamon 9/13/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/13/2010)

09/15/2010 546 MOTIONto Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Best: Heptsie: ~ +—Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems,Inc., EthoStream,-
, . . « LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet,°us 2 * Interactive Corporation,Marriott International, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., Six Continents . we,
‘gies. 7.” Hotels‘Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit : a oe
. , Declaration of Noah Levine, # ‘2 Exhibit: 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3,# 5 Exhibit 4, # 6 Exhibit: seh

 
 
 

 
an

 
 

 

 woeeen naed43 Text of Proposed Order)(Beck, David) (Entered: 09/ 15/2010)ora‘gaiUnopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismixe”
* * BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 09/16/2010)

09/16/2010... 548... Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc.. at
we, du ai’ 2, (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Chen, Joyce) (Additional attachment(s) added on»...

vee , 9/20/2010: # 2 REVISED ORDER) (sm, ). (Entered: 09/16/2010) ry
09/20/2010 “549. ORDER granting 547 Motion ‘for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to3

Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 9/29/2010. Signed by
a Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/20/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/20/2010)

03/20/2010, 550, ORDER, granting 548 Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorneyfiled by Cisco Systems, Ine:‘rT-Mobile USA,Inc.., Attorney Joyce Chen terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 9/20/10.
(mrm, ) (Entered: 09/20/2010)

09/20/3010 “551 SEALED RESPONSEto Motion re 530 MOTION for Summary Judgmentof Non-Infringementfiled
—t ‘w# x= = =~" by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Robert Gookin ~
oot in Support of Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Response to Defendant Choice Hotels tee

, International, Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgmentof Non-Infringement, # 2 Exhibit A, #3 ~ an
Exhibit’ B, # 4 Exhibit C;.# 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit G, # 9 Exhibit 4,5"Noa
# 10 Exhibit 1, # 11 Exhibit J, # 12 Exhibit K (part 1), # 13 Exhibit K (part 2), # 14 Exhibit Kt | ~% 5, :

. (par 3), # 15 Exhibit L, # 16 Exhibit M, # 17 Exhibit N, #4 18 Exhibit O, # 19 Exhibit P, # 20-. ..:Sk aio(ovr ots ot Exhibit'Q, # 21 Exhibit R, # 22 Exhibit S, # 23 Exhibit T, # 24 Exhibit U, # 25 Exhibit V, #, 2677 ge Ee. ge ‘ #y Exhibit-W, # 27 Exhibit X, # 28 Exhibit Y)(Gookin, Robert) (Entered: 09/20/2010) cee
09/21/2010.552 Additional Attachments to Main Document (Amended Cert of Service): 551 Sealed Response to
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Best Available Copy  + a + Motion,,,.. (Gookin, Robert) Modified on 9/21/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 09/21/2010)
‘ CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENTfiled by Choice Hotels International Inc. identifying __
” Corporate Parent None for Choice Hotels International Inc.. (Smith, Michael) (Entered: _ oo. .

09/24/2010) 0
 
oiiORDER.adopting 543 Report and Recommendations, granting in part and denying in part 3822 Bot

bag! MOTIONto Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss filed by Nomadix, Inc. Signed by Judge,ahs uo, ‘_ David Folsom on 9/27/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 09/27/2010) wae09/29/2010) 555 Unopposed MOTIONfor’Extension ofTime to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss@ 
 

na : Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 09/29/2010)
09/30/2010 55 : ORDERgranting 555 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion tos -3Ot Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 10/29/2010. Signed by ~

Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/30/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/30/2010)

Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 546 MOTIONto Stay |
* Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.

  

 

 
   ° 10/04/2010) mye

: ‘ ORDER’ granting 557 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Defendants’ Motion for:
] .. Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit (Motion). Responses due by 10/8/2010.°:
." Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/5/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/05/2010) .

10/05/2010" 559 NOTICEof Attorney Appearance by Bruce D. Kuyper on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,LLC (Kuyper, Bruce) (Entered: 10/05/2010)
10/67/30i6'560"REPLYto Response to Motion re 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non- Infringement filed
Bie by Choice Hotels International Inc. . (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Declaration of G. Lyons)(Smith, ». cn s me++ 3. Michael) (Entered: 10/07/2010) Lat

10/07/2010 561 SEALED ADDITIONAL, ATTACHMENTSto Main Document: 560Choice Hotels International, Inc."Ss ns++ , Reply to Response to’Motion for Summary Judgement of Noninfringement. (Attachments: #1. °°:
ceey Exhibit-12, # 2 Exhibit 13, # 3 Exhibit 14, # 4 Exhibit 15)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 10/07/2010);i

10/07/2010- 562° Amended THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT of Best Western International, Inc. against BestComm

 
 

 
“ys “ fee

Te

OPERAS3 Networks,Inc., Nomadix, Inc., filed by Best Western International, Inc..(Rogers, David) (Entered:
myere 10/07/2010)

10/08/2010:-“963~ Joint: MOTION Entry of Amended Protective Order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. =~
aea4 «+ (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit_A, # 2 Exhibit 8)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on
a : : 10/8/2010: #3 REVISED ORDER) (sm, ). (Entered: 10/08/2010)10/08/2010 564. RESPONSE to Motion re"546.MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit~-

: . "NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSITIONfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC . (Attachments: #:1
eee eee TEX of Proposed Order Granting Defendants’ Motion for Stay Pending the Reexamination of the*
eyePatent,In Suit)(Weiss, ‘Andrew) (Entered: 10/08/2010) :

10/1 1/2010565, Unopposed MOTIONto Withdraw as Attorney Alexandra McTague by Cisco Systems, Inc., T- °Mobile USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered:
10/11/2010)

10/12/2010" 566ORDERgranting 565 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Alexandra B McTague terminated
oy. for Defendants Cisco Systems, Inc. and T-Mobile USA. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles =» -

- Everingham on 10/12/10, (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/12/2010) 1.

10/12/2010 567 NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc. of Firm Name Change (Ruthenberg, Kirk) (Entered: 10/12/2610) zi
10/22/2010.368° AMENDED AGREED PROTECTIVE ORDER. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham|onistee 10/12/10. (ehs, )} (Entered: 10/12/2010) -
10/13/2010: 569° REPORT of Mediation by James W Knowles. Mediation result: Suspended(Knowles, James)
apHiwe : (Entered: 10/13/2010)

10/13/2010 ‘$70 Unopposed MOTIONin Responseto First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western

 

 
 

*

eeee

it ‘
 

mares “—*International, Inc. re 562 Third Party Complaint by BestComm Networks,Inc.. (Attachiments:“e1wX +. >, + Text of Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Additional attachment(s) added on 10/22/2010: # 2.
nr, REVISED ORDER) (sm, ). (Entered: 10/13/2010) .

10/14/2010 STi Unopposed MOTION forExtension of Time to File Answer re 562 Third Party Complaint by ~
. ,,- Nomadjx, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered::

wee Se eee et 10/14/2010) Ate te8

ee '572» ORDER granting 571 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer. Third-Party Dft Nomadix Incnba. - deadline to respond to Best Western International Ins First Amended Third - Party Complaintisae : extended to 11/12/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/15/2010.(ch, )ee.
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10/18/2010 573:
caiia

. a

 
40/19/2010 574

10/26/2010375,

:. Robert) (Entered: 10/18/2010)

#¥. BestComm Networks,Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text‘of: ;

Best Available Copy
(Entered: 10/15/2010)
SEALED LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLCS SURREPLY TO DEFENDANT CHOICE HOTELS |
INTERNATIONAL, INC.S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NON-INFRINGEMENT 530

 
‘MOTION for Summary Judgmentof Non-Infringementfiled by Linksmart Wireless Technology,-
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 SECOND DECLARATION OF ROBERT GOOKIN IN SUPPORT OF LINKSMART

 =" WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC'S SURREPLY TO DEFENDANT CHOICE HOTELS INTERNATIONAL,”.-*”4 -

 
INC.'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NON-INFRINGEMENT,# 2 Exhibit A)(Gookin,

SEALED ADDITIONAL.ATTACHMENTS to Main Document: 573 Attachment to Exhibit A.
_ (Attachments: #1 Exhibit A)(Gookin, Robert) (Entered: 10/19/2010)
‘Unopposed MOTIONfor Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss oP

“ts~ Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 10/26/2010)

10/27/2010 577

10/39/3016 ‘578°
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11/19/2010 581.

Thee« (Entered: 11/19/2010). Bowm sets +3

11/24/2010-"(582!
 

01/12/2011. 583.
04/25/2011 ° 584.

04/25/2011 awe Te

 
10/19/2011 585
02/01/2012" 586

02/02/2012 --

02/63/2042 ‘587
 

 
“10/26/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/27/2010)

, Plead further and assert additional defenses in response to the First Amended Third Party =. .

Complaint of Best Western International, Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham¢éna,

- SBC Internet Services; Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services, Wayport, Inc., McDonald's Corp.,

. Barnes, & Noble Booksellers, Inc., and Mail Boxes Etc. With Prejudice)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered:

* WithPrejudice filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds

+ terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/12/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 11/12/2010)

o Withdrawal of attorney Cynthia Lopez Beverage (Ungerman, Mark) Modified on 4/25/2011 (smyrees

- 02/01/2012) . “

ORDER granting 546 Motion to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent-In-Suit (D.I. 546)
_., and Linksmart's Notice of Non-Opposition, including the conditions set forth in Linksmart's Notice,.......2:

findings set forth herein. This stay will not affect the briefing schedule for Choice’s currently ::: a

 
 

pending motion for summary judgment. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on .

ORDER granting 575 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 413 MOTION to
Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims Responses due by 11/29/2010. Signed by

®. Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/27/2010) a
ORDER granting 570 Motion Responseto First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western.
International, Inc. The parties have agreed that BestComm hereby reservestherightto file a
motion under Rule 12(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and/or an amended answerto

 

  

10/29/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/29/2010) adPe
* Joint MOTION to Dismiss SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services, Wayport, Inc.Ae e

McDonald's Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., and Mail Boxes Etc. With Prejudice by ‘ ‘.:: ;

Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Dismissing ote

11/10/2010)
ORDER,granting 579 Joint MOTION to Dismiss SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet
Services, Wayport, Inc., McDonald's Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., and Mail Boxes Etc.fee oe

Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc., and Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. Pee: .
 

 
 

Joint MOTION to Dismiss Aptilo Networks, Inc. With Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless Technology;
LLC. (Attachments: #.1 Text of Proposed Order Dismissal With Prejudice)(Weiss, Andrew) mn tk
ORDEROF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE, granting 581 Joint MOTION to Dismiss Aptilo Networks,ie
Inc. With Prejudice filed by Linksmmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Aptilo Networks,Inc.
terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/24/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 11/24/2010)

. NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Change of Address for David E. Rogers,... .,.

Counsel for Best Western International, Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 01/12/2011)
***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT, PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by LodgeNetInteractive Corporation ‘of

 (Entered: 04/25/2011)
NOTICE of DEFICIENCY regarding the #584 Notice of withdrawal submitted by LodgeNet SanInteractive Corporation. No certificate of service was included and a motion is required to spear
withdraw atty of record. Correction should be made by 1 business day andrefiled as a motion.

' (sm, ) (Entered: 04/25/2011)

NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. Notice of Compliance (Stein, David) (Entered: 10/19/2011)a es

Unopposed MOTIONto Lift Stay by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: #1 Oe we
Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 2/2/2012 (sm,). (Entered: .

 
 
 

NOTICE FROM CLERK,re586 Unopposed MOTIONto Stay and Unopposed MOTIONto Lift Stay"-
Clerk is going to terminate the motion to stay and modify entry to reflect that it is only 1 motion’:

; whichtolift stay. (sm, ) (Entered: 02/02/2012) * aea
ORDERLIFTING STAY, granting 586 Unopposed MOTIONtoLift Stay filed by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/3/12. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/03/2012)
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” ORDER denying without prejudice 413 Motion to Dismiss; denying without prejudice 432 Motion :
to Strike ; denying without prejudice 468 Motion for Summary Judgment; denying without

prejudice ‘530 Motion for Summary Judgment. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/6/12. (mrm,2
; (Entered: 02/06/2012) ct bisty

02/06/3012."589 ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven for all pretrial...
_ Purposes. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 2/6/12. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/06/2012) :

02/07/2013 590. ORDER SCHEDULING STATUS CONFERENCE, ( Status Conference set for 3/13/2012 11:00 AM i
_ Ctrm 403 (Texarkana) before Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven.). Signed by Magistrate Judge|

~ + Caroline Craven on 2/7/2012. (sm, ) (Entered: 02/07/2012)pew ee ee tere
02/28/2012. ‘591i. APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney John W Holcomb for Nomadix, Inc. (APPROVEDeT.”

“ur FEE PAID) 6-7416. (ch, ) (Entered: 02/28/2012)

02/29/2012 592 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Sid Leach on behalf of Best Western International, Inc.MeSa(Leach, Sid) (Entered: 02/29/2012)
osjoyzo12593 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by M. Dru Montgomery on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc.’

are (Montgomery, M.) (Entered:03/01/2012)
03/01/2012 594, NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian G Gilpin on behalf of EthoStream, LLC, Ramada ~~

’ Worldwide, Inc. (Gilpin, Brian) (Entered: 03/01/2012)4
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ENGLISH-ABST:  

see at ne meee oe oy mote

A data redirection system for redirecting user's data based on a stored rule set. The redirection of data
is-performed by a redirection server, which receives the redirection rule sets for each user from an
authentication and accounting server, and a database. Prior to using the system, users authenticate
with|the-aauthentication and accounting server, and receive a network address. The authentication and
accounting server retrieves the proper. rule set for the user, and communicates the rule set and the
user's address to the redirection-server. The redirection server then implements the redirection rule. set
for the user's‘address. Rule sets are removed from the redirection server either when the user: «:' +; ae;
disconnects, or based on some predetermined event. New rule sets are added to the redirection server:
either when a@.user connects, or based on some predetermined event. fo. “ees
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disclosure of which is incorporated “fully herein by reference.
SUMMARY:a to Loya ee

 
 see,to4Pe

FIELD OF-THE INVENTION

 
Thisinvention relates to the field of Internet communications, more particularly, to a database system
for use in dynamically redirecting and filtering Internet traffic. - :

eee were

eesBACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION “
pPigs att.. age .
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. eas3
aeIn priorart systems as shown inFIG. lwhenan Internet user establishes a connection with aninte

Service” Provider (ISP), the userfirst makes a physical connection between their computer100and-a7"~
dialsUD,networking server102, the user provides to the dial-up networking server their user»ID and
passv Jord:‘The dial-up networking server then passes the user ID and password, along with a
temporary. Internet Protocol (IP) address for use by the user to the ISP's authentication and accounting
server104:A-detailed description of the IP communications protocol is discussed inInternetworking_
with /‘TCP/IP, 3rd ed., Douglas Comer, Prentice Hall, 1995, which is fully incorporated herein by - > ~:
reference: The authentication and accounting server, upon verification of the user ID and password;
using a database106would send an authorization messageto the dial-up networking server102to#s
allow the user to use the temporary IP address assigned to that user by the dial-up networking:serve ee
and then logs”the connection and assigned IP address. For the duration of that session, whenever:‘the*-one
userwould make a request to the Internet110via a gateway108, the end user would be identified by
thetemporarily. assigned IP address.

Best Available Copy °mo?

 

 
 

 

Thé!redirection of Internet traffic is most often done with World Wide Web (WWW)traffic (more * ***"*-
specifically, traffic using the HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol)). However, redirection is not limited:t‘to.
www traffic;and the conceptis valid for all IP services. To illustrate how redirection is accomplishe te
consider the. following example, which redirects a user's request for a WWWpage(typically an-‘html
(hypertext markup language)filé) to some other WWWpage.First, the user instructs the WWW
browser(typically software running on the user's PC) to access a page on a remote WWW serversby,: BRE
typing in theURL (universal resource locator) or clicking on a URLlink. Note that a URL provides ,
information about the communications protocol, the location of the server(typically an Internet domain
name’orIP address), and the location of the page on the remote server. The browser next sends a

request.to,the:server, requesting the page. In responseto the user's request, the web server sends. the
‘ requested page to the browser. The page, however, contains html code instructing the browsertorequest'some,other WWW page—hencethe redirection of the user begins. The browser then’requestsa
the redirected WWWpage according to the URL containedin the first page's html code. Alternately,
redirection can also be accomplished by coding the page such that it instructs the browserto runia;#
program,.like:a Java ‘applet or:the like, which then redirects the browser. One disadvantage.with« ee
current redirection technologyis that control of the redirection is at the remote end, or WWW server
end: cand‘not the local, or user end. That is to say that the redirection is performed by the remote
serversnot the user's local gateway.

 

 
 
 

 
 

 Filteringpb‘packets at the Internet Protocol (IP) layer has been possible using a firewall deviceorother
packet filtering device for several years. Although packetfiltering is most often used to filter packets
coming'intoa.privaté network for security purposes, once properly programed, they can filter outgoing:
packets sent from users to a specific destination as well. Packet filtering can distinguish, and filter:3§
based on,the-type of IP service contained within an IP packet. For example, the packet filter;cane =
determine if-the packet contains FTP (file transfer protocol) data, WWW data, or Telnet session.data.”
Service idéntification is achieved by identifying the terminating port numbercontained within each IP
packet header. Port numbers are standard within the industry to allow for interoperability between
equipment. Packetfiltering devices allow network administratorsto filter packets based on the source
and/or‘déstination information, as well as on the type of service being transmitted within each IP A
packet. Unlike redirection technology, packetfiltering technology allows control at the local end of the -.
network connection, ‘typically by the network administrator. However, packetfiltering is very limited ;
becauseit is static. Once packet filtering rule sets are programedinto a firewall or other packet.fifile
device, the:rule set can only be changed by manually reprogrammingthe device.
packetfilter devices‘are often used with proxy server systems, which provide access controi to ‘the.
Internet,and are most often used to control access to the world wide web. In a typical configuration, a
firewall: or other packetfiltering devicefilters all WWW requests to the Internet from a local network,
except:for packets from the proxy server. That is to say that a packetfilter or firewall blocks all traffic
originating from within the local network which is destined for connection to a remote server on port80

(thestandard WWW Port number).However, the packet filter or firewall permits such traffic to, and: qe

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 receives apacket, the destination is checked against a database for approval. If the destination;sae22
allowed,‘theproxy server simply forwards packets between the local user and the remote sérver ~*~
outside,the firewall. However, proxy servers are limited to either blocking or allowing specific system
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terminals access to remote databases.  
A recent Systém is disclosed in U.S. Pat. No. 5,696,898. This patent discloses a system, similar te"a: ‘~
proxys-server;-that allows network administrators to restrict specific IP addresses inside a-firewall from
accessing:‘information from certain public or otherwise uncontrolled databases(i.e., the :
WWW/Internet). According to the disclosure, the system hasa relational database which allows.
networkadministrators to restrict specific terminals, or groups of terminals, from accessing certain **
locations.Similarly limited as a proxy server, this invention can only block or allow terminals’:‘accessfo.remote:sites.“This system is also, static in that rules programmedinto the database need to be. «3 iat
reprogramming in orderto change which locations specific terminals may access.

: ate > 3: a :£

wekanane . a

SUMMARY.OF:STHE INVENTION

 

 

 
 

user.- connects to the.local network, asin the prior art system, the user's ID and passwordare sent
the”authentication accounting server. The user ID and password are checked against informationinat sk
authentication-database. The database also contains personalized filtering and redirection informatony:for the particular user ID. During the connection process, the dial-up network serverprovides thew
authentication. accounting server with the IP addressthat is going to be temporarily assigned to the -
user:The authentication accounting server then sends both the user's temporary IP addressandall of
the: particular user's filter and redirection information to a redirection server. The IP address

temporarilyassigned, to the end useris then sent back to the end userfor use in connecting.to the weesnetwork,’ :
BE _

Once connected to the network, all. data packets sent to, or received by, the user include thetuser's
temporary IP address in the IP packet header. The redirection server usesthefilter and redirection
information supplied ‘by the authentication accounting server, for that particular IP address,.to’either
allow,packets'to pass through the redirection server unmolested, block the request all together; ‘Ore--
modify.the" request according to the redirection information.
wgRiGaS
Whentheuser terminates the connection with the network, the dial-up network serverinforms the __
authentication accounting server, which in turn,-sends a messageto the redirection server telling it,to
remove-any remaining filtering andredirection information for the terminated user's temporary IP-
address. This then allows the dial-up network to reassign that IP address to anotheruser. In sucha. ;
case, the authentication accounting server retrieves the new user's filter and redirection information
fromthedatabase and passes_ it; with the same IP address which is now being used by a aifferentuss m .vs a

aah

 

 
 

 

 
 
 

  
BRIEF DESCRIPTIONOF THE DRAWINGS
FIG. iis ablock diagram ofa typical Internet Service Provider environment.  
FIG:258a.‘block diagram of an embodimentof an Internet Service Provider environment with
integrated redirection system.
DETDESC:':a  e meetDee .fet

ry / tae
wo

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTIONwomte

Inthefollowing embodiments of the invention, common reference numerals are used to represerit the
saméComponents. If the features of an embodiment are incorporated into a single system, these ~2

 
oe Panasonicr 1Q141---

Page 243 of 307...
 



Panasonic-1011 
Page 244 of 307

oO of Rs BestAvailable Copy
componentsccan be shared and perform all the functions of the described embodiments.  
FIG.2. shows,a typical Internet Service Provider (ISP) environment with integrated user specific’2
automatic:“data rediréction system. In a typical use of the system, a user employs a personal computer
(PG)100,.“which connects to the network. The system employs: a dial-up network server102, an
auttientication,accounting server204, a database206and a redirection server208. :
The’ PC100first connects to the dial-up network server102. The connectionis typically created tusing‘ai
computer modem, howevera local-area network (LAN) or other communicationslink can be employge E
The dial-up network server102is used to establish a communicationslink with the user's Pc100usin 3
standardcommunications protocol. In the preferred embodiment Point to Point Protocol (PPP)isit
to.establish the physical link between the PC100Qandthe dial-up network server102, and toz::
dynamically assign the PC100anIP address fromalist of available addresses. However, other
embodiments may employ different communications protocols, and the IP address mayalso be
permanently assigned to the PC100. Dial-up network servers102, PPP and dynamic IP address
assignmentarare well known in the éart. wae

 
 

 

 

authentication accounting server204queries the database206to determineif the user ID is authotlzLEG
to accessthe.network. If the authentication accounting server204determines the userID is“authorized;
the,authentication accounting server204signals the dial-up network server102to assign the. PC100an
IP address, and the Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server204sends the
redirection server208(1) the filter and redirection information stored in database206for that user ID
and**(2)11the temporarily assigned IP address for the session. One example of an authentication’ 2"
accounting serveris discussed in U.S. Pat. No. 5,845,070, whichis fully incorporated here by.’
reference. Other types of authentication accounting servers are known in the art. However, these
authentication accounting servers. lack an Auto-Navi component.- 4

 
 
 
 
 The system described herein operates based on user Id's supplied to it by a computer. Thus the:

systemdoes”not “know” who the human being “user” is at the keyboard of the computer that:supplies
a UserID. “However, for the purposes of this detailed description, “user” will often be used as a short

harid*éxpression for “the person supplying inputs to a computer that is supplying the system|with éa
partigularcuser ID.” iyey .
 

The‘database206is a relational database which stores the system data.FIG. 3shows one embodiment’:‘
of thedatabase structure. Thedatabase, in the preferred embodiment, includes the einesfieldsag be 
  sesets.Atemployed by the system and are unique for each user ID, or a group of user ID's. The ~
rule”‘sets:“specify elements or conditions about the user's session. Rule sets may contain data about a
typeofservice which may or may notbe accessed, a location which may or may not be accessed, how
long to Keep the ruleset active, under what conditions the rule set should be removed, when and how
to modifythe.rule set during a session, and the like. Rule sets may also have a preconfigured . apg!
maximum: lifetime to ensure their removal from the system. : ae

pactsae

The.redirection ‘server208is logically located between the user's computer100and the network!anc ee
controls the user's access to the network. The redirection server208performsall the central.‘tasksof. -
the!isystem. The redirection server208receives information regarding newly established sessions from
the’authentication accounting server204. The Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server204queries the database for the rule set to apply to each new session, and forwards the rule set
andthe:currently assigned IP address to the redirection server208. The redirection server208receives
the IP address and rule set, and is programed to implement the rule set for the IP address, as well:(aS:

other attendant logical decisions such ‘as: checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets

 
  
 

  
 
 

 sets, and dynamically changing the rule sets based on conditions. When the redirection eeieeserver208receives information regarding a terminated session from the authentication accounting=!
server204,‘the redirection server208removes any outstanding rule sets and information associated_
withthe session. The redirection server208also checks for and removes expired rule sets from time to
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Insan: alternate embodiment, the redirection server208reportsall or some selection of session
informationto the database206. This information may then be used for reporting, or additional rule set
gerieration.,
  

 
systemfFeatures Overview yy
In the present embodiment, each specific user may belimited to, or allowed, specific IP servicesasue ; Se
as WWW;FTPandTelnet. This allows a user, for example, WWW access, but not FTP access-or-,einet="
access.’“A:lusér's access can be dynamically changed by editing the user's database record and ~~” ,
‘commanding the Auto-Navi componentof the authentication accounting server204to transmit the-
user's.new.rule set and current IP address to the redirection server208.

keiedSabeebtek  

 
 

 
affecting: other users’ access. Each-time a locked user attempts to access another location, the” ei

redifection‘server208redirects the'userto a default location. In such a case, the rete%real
 

server208replies to the user's: request with a page containing a redirection command.
ooae“satte : ¢

Auser. may also be periodically redirected to a location, based on a period of time or some other
condition: For example, the user will first be redirected to a location regardless of what location the
usef.arattempts.to reach, then permitted to access other locations, but every ten minutes the.useris.
automatically redirected to thefirst location. The redirection server208accomplishes such a rule setby
setting aninitial temporaryrule set to redirect all traffic; after the user accesses the redirected “3: oa
location: the redirection server then either replaces the temporary rule setwith the user’ Ss:‘standard a ;

 
 

 time period,.such as ten minutes,_the redirection server208reinstates the rule set again. .tM aes

ae ‘

The'falowing"steps describe details of a typical user session:
 

 
The:‘liser:‘inputs userID and password to the dial-up network server102using computer0owhich Mi i
forwards the. information to the authentication accounting server204 - o fe nee

 
 

Upontaécliccessful user authentication, the dial-up network server102completes the negotiation and
assigns ‘an-IP address to the user. Typically, the authentication accounting server204logs the
connection’ in-the database206. Ce
The.‘Auto:Navi componentof the authentication accounting server204then sends both the user'srile
set (contained in database206) and the user's IP address (assigned by the dial-up network;server;
in real time tothe redirection setver208s0 that it can filter the user's IP packets.  seeee ween ~ ~

TheiFéditéction server208programs the rule set and IP address so as to control(filter, block, ‘redirect,
and,the:like) the user's data as a function of the rule set.
Thefellowings an-example of a typical user's rule set, attendant logic and operation: «© *-r s.-=
If the rule set.for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-2) was such as to only allow that user to access’;
the web site www.us.com, and permit Telnet services, and redirect all web access from any.servetsSts
xyz.com to www.us. com, then the logic would be as follows:

tower mar eet: a ~ ~ 
The:database206would contain the following record for user UserID-2: 2 SME TS
ebte co .

Search terms may have been found within the contents of this table. Please see the table in the
seg . oyCate ; Panasonic-1014.ors
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the’Userinitiates a session, and sends the correct user ID and password (UserID--2 and secret) to the
dialssuprjetwork server102. As both the user ID and password arecorrect, the authentication.---weteabsies
accounting server204authorizes the dial-up network server102to establish a session. The. dial-up: Boge.
network’server102assigns UserID-2 an IP address(for example,410.0.0.1) to the user and passes:the.
IP address to the authentication accounting server204. ‘¢

at 1

 

 
eTiatThe: Sedirection server208programsthe rule set and IP address so asto filter and redirect the user's

rlsgetoefol to,,the rule set. The logic employed by the redirection server208to implement.the..

 
) THEN.ok:

: aSst
IFsource.IP-address=10. 0.0.1AND
at eo

( (reduest type=HTTP) AND (destination address=*.xyz.com)
) THEN (rediréct= Www.us. com).5
The.“Fedirection server208monitorsall the IP packets, checking each against therule set. In.thi he
situation; if IP'addressi0.0.0. i(the address assigned to user ID. UserID-2) attempts to senda packet
containing HTTP data (i.e., attempts to connect to port8Qon any machine within the xyz.com domain)
thetraffic is redirected by ‘the redirection server208to www.us.com. Similarly, if the user attempts to
coninect’‘to“afy service other then HTTP at www.us.com or Telnet anywhere, the packetwillsimply.beblockedbythe redirection server208. . ao 

 
 

When the: userlogs ¢out or disconnects from the system, the redirection serverwill remove all©
remaining rule’sets. . :

F Atreee ee cee gyre oaf
The: follaving!‘is another example of a typical user's rule set, attendant logic and operation: ”
 

If the’rile set for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-3) was to force the userto visit the website
wwwiwidgetsell.com;first, then to have unfettered access to other websites, then the logic:would be
as follows: . coe el

i Boy me we

The ‘database206woild contain the following record for user UserID-3;
 

 Search terms:‘may have been found within the contents of this table. Please see the table inthea
original‘document. -
epee!7“eaeaes

*

He
the.user:initiates a.session, and sends the correct user ID and password (UserID-3 and top-secret).to
the: dial--up network server102. As both the user ID and password are correct, the authentication  .
accounting server204authorizes the dial-up network server102to establish a session. The dial-up’ae,
network:server102assigns user ID.3 an IP address (for example,10.0.0.1) to the user and passes
IP addressto the authentication accounting server204. oesVe deete

2 TA gras

 

 

 mm eeeg
ae

The,Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server204sends both the user's.tule:set
ondgheuuser's IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server208.
The.redirection server208programsthe rule set and IP addressso astofilter and redirect the user's.
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1Aletrosrentao0.0.1AND.
ae

(request type= HTTP) THEN (redirect= www.widgetsell.com)
THEN SET NEW RULE cf

vos pe reo& s

IF§‘sourceBoeaddress 10.0.0.1AND
 

(request‘type= HTTP) THENok.
apesipte wep eke

thé,redirection server208monitors all the IP packets, checking each against the rule set. In this,-

 wit -the: user* logs 6out or disconnects from the system, the redirection server will remove all
remaining rule sets.
In an’‘alternate embodiment a user may be periodically redirected to a location, based on‘the number
of other factors, such as the numberof locations accessed, the time spent at a location, thetypes of: xlocatidnsaccessed, and other such.‘factors. . :
A user's account can.“also be disabled after the user has exceeded a length of time. The authenticati
accounting server204keeps track of user's time online. Prepaid use subscriptions can thus be easilymataged,by the authentication accounting Server204.

heat
Inyet:‘another, embodiment, signals from the Internet110side of redirection server208can be, used_to.
modify rule sets being used by the redirection server. Preferably, encryption and/or authentication are
used to ‘verify. that the server or other computer on the Internet110side of redirection server208is:authorized to modifythe rule set or rule sets that are being attempted to be modified. An example:‘oh: a
this embodiment is where it is desired that a user be redirected to a particular website until the:iLLout
a .questionnaire or satisfy some other requirement on such a website. In this example, the redirectig .
server redirects a user to a particular web site that includes a questionnaire. After this web site’) 3f°~
receives:‘acceptable data in all required fields, the web site then sends an authorization to the _
redirection ‘server that deletes the redirection to the questionnaire web site from the rule set for the
user whotosuccessfully completed the questionnaire. Of course, the type of modification an outside
server,‘canmake toarule set on the redirection serveris not limited to deleting a redirection rule, but
can ‘include any other type of modification to the rule set that is supported by the redirection server as”
discussed above. " ; ce heey1 . . 3

 

  
On:ma .

 
 
  

 
 

 It will beclearto one skilled in the art that the invention may be implemented to control (block,“allee ae
andredirect);any type of service, ‘such as Telnet, FTP, WWW and thelike. The invention is easily?s¢2""
programmed:to accommodate new services or networks andis not limited to those services.and™
networks"(e.g., ‘the Internet) now knowin theart.
It vill ‘Iso.be-clear' that the invention may be implemented on a non-IP based networks which
implement other addressing schemes, such as IPX, MAC addresses and the like. While the operatiorial .
environment detailed in the preferred embodiment is that of an ISP connecting users to the Internét;:It. .
will be clear to one skilled in the art that the invention may be implemented in any application wheresSo
control over users' access to a network or network resources is needed, such as a local area network:
wide“area “network and the like. Accordingly, neither the environment nor the communications”.if
protocolsare‘limited ‘to those discussed. :

-AEE2ae,ENGLISH-CLAIMS:
Return-to-Top-of Patent
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. ied #What:As’‘claimed is:

Ae
: tewednet, a Ben

: 1A"system’comprising: vo

“wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and communicates the:ee
“individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned‘net W.iddress to the*’redirection server; and

 

i=‘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.  

 
a :

ae Liat > "Legh doh 2 me ” hos, vy
‘’

3.“TheSystem of claim 1 , wherein the redirection server further blocks the data to and from the users’
computers:as-a function of the individualized rule set. Bbypney mee

 
6. TEemiof claim 1 , wherein the redirection server further redirects the data from the users'
computers£0.multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule set. wae fants3

 
individualized:rule set; a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from users' computers; aemeame
redirection server connected to thedial--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,
themethod comprising the steps of: eo es

re+=e ae ra i.
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“4Aenunicating a first user ID for one of the users' computers and a temporarily assigned
be. network address for the first user ID from the dial-up network serverto the authentication,

a,*paccounting server; owe 
 
 

 

 
‘communicating the individualized rule set that correlates with thefirst user ID and the: :

.“aeeauing oseignee network address to the redirection server from the authentication:*

 
 ‘ee2 eeof claim 8 , further including the step of blocking the data to and from the users' .
computers asa function of the individualized rule set.
 

11.“The method of claim 8 , further including the step of allowing the data to and from the users’,
computers aas:a function of the individualized rule set. cae glee 

 
  iret‘nathod of claim 8 , further including the step of redirecting the data from the users’
computers:to multiple destinations a function of the individualized rule set. 

14.‘The,method of claim 8 , further including the step of creating database entries for a plurality ofthe:
plurality,of users’ IDs, the plurality.of users' ID further being correlated with a common individualized:

 
 

  BeBid .   

 

  
BeWherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at least a PortiontetOfthe:rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and wherein the..
2 { redirection server is configured to allow modification of at least a portion ofthe rule set asa-

“function of some combination oftime, data transmitted to or from the user, or locationthe user, .
. access: s ‘. . wt gyana re

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. :we

behthan,
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18‘the system of claim 15 , wherein the redirection server is configured to allow modification of at
least:a:aportion of therule set as a function of the location or locations the user access. wa 

 
 

19"the‘system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the removal.reinstatementof at least a portion ‘of the rule set as a functionof time.
20. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the removal‘or
reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data transmitted to orfront the
 
21.-The-system of claim 15 , wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the removal: or:
reinstatement of at least a portionof. the rule set as a function of the location or locations the 'uset
access..Pe Rs
22. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection serveris configured to allow the removal.ofTateae
reinstatementof at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some combination of time;;datars
transmitted.to or from the user, or location or locations the user access. vane 7

 

 
 

 23:“The system of claim 15 , wherein the redirection server has a user side that is connected to a
computer.using the temporarily assigned network address and a network side connected to.a computer
network: and wherein the computer using the temporarily assigned network addressis connected| tosthe
computer network through the redirection server. "ae 
 

 received by one or moreof the user side of the redirection server and the networkside of the.'

redirection server. « oa 
aftIn’a System comprising a redirection server containing a user's rule set correlated to a temporarily
assignednetwork address wherein the user's rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions.
used.‘tocontrol data passing between the user and a public network; the method comprising the’stepof: ;

 
 
 
 
 

 

érver has a userside that is connected to a computer using the temporarily assigned network
-addressand a network address and a network side connected to a computer networkand: .,

“whereinthe computer using the temporarily assigned network address is connected to the’ we
“ computer network through theredirection server and the method further includes the step of *:.._receiving instructions by the.redirection server to modify at least a portion of the user's rule;

 

 
26.:“The method of claim 25 , further including the step of modifying at least a portion of the user's Frrule
setas.afunction of one or moreof: time, data transmitted to or from the user, and location¢or mo,
locations the |user access.  Poa

27. The method of claim 25, further including the step of removing or reinstating at least a. partion’athe user's rule set asa function of one or moreof: time, the data transmitted to or from theuserSr
the Jocationor locations the user access. ee
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PTO/SB/57 (02-09)
Approved for use through 02/28/2013. OMB 0651-0064

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unlessit displays a valid OMB control number.

(Also referred to as FORM PTO-1465)

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

Addressto:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Commissionerfor Patents Attorney Docket No.: 10101-002RX
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 Date: February 17, 2072

This is a request for ex parte reexamination pursuant to 37 CFR 1.510 of patent number 6,779,1 16
d Aug. 17, 2004 . The request is made by:

[| patent owner. third party requester.

issue 

The name and address of the person requesting reexaminationis:

Jerry Turner Sewell

1603 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, Tennessee 37203-2761

A check in the amountof $ is enclosed to cover the reexamination fee, 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1);

The Director is hereby authorized to charge the fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1)

to Deposit Account No. ;or
 

c. Paymentby credit card. Payment is being submitted via EFS-Web.

Any refund should be made by LI checkor LJ credit to Deposit Account No.
37 CFR 1.26(c). If payment is made by credit card, refund must be to credit card account.

A copy of the patent to be reexamined having a double column format on oneside of a separate paperis
enclosed. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(4)

[| CD-ROM or CD-R in duplicate, Computer Program (Appendix) or large table
Landscape Table on CD

[| Nucleotide and/or Amino Acid Sequence Submission
If applicable, items a. — c. are required.

a. [| Computer Readable Form (CRF)
b. Specification Sequence Listing on:

i.[] CD-ROM (2 copies) or CD-R (2 copies); or
ii. [| paper

Cc. [| Statements verifying identity of above copies

8. [| A copy of any disclaimer, certificate of correction or reexamination certificate issued in the patentis included.

9. Reexamination of claim(s) 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 is requested.

10. The two patents relied upon are listed on attached form PTO/SB/42,

 

11. [J An English languagetranslation of all necessary and pertinent non-English language patents and/or printed
publicationsis included.

 
Page 1 of 2

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.510. The information F required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public whichisto file (and by the USPTO to
process} an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 18 minutes to complete,
including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on
the amountof 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: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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PTO/SB/57 (02-09)
Approved for use through 02/28/2013. OMB 0651-0064

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Underthe Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

12. The attached detailed request includesat least the following items:

a. A statementidentifying each substantial new question of patentability based on prior patents and printed

publications. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(1)
b. An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested, and a detailed explanation of the pertinency
and mannerof applying the cited art to every claim for which reexamination is requested. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(2).

13. [| A proposed amendmentis included (only where the patent owneris the requester). 37 CFR 1.510(e)

14. a. Itis certified that a copy of this request(if filed by other than the patent owner) has been servedin its entirety on
the patent owner as provided in 37 CFR 1.33(c).
The name and address of the party served and the date of service are:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC

2845 Duke Sireet

Alexandria VA 22314

February 17, 2072Date of Service: ;or

. Aduplicate copy is enclosed because service on patent ownerwasnot possible. An explanation of the efforts
made to serve patent owneris attached. See MPEP 2220.

15. Correspondence Address: Direct all communications about the reexamination to:

[| The address associated with Customer Number: Po
OR

Firm or
individual Name S@fry Turner Sewell

Address

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

CilY Nashville Stale phy ZiP 37903-2764

Country us

Telephone 949433.2849 Email jerry@jtslaw.com
16. The patentis currently the subject of the following concurrent proceeding(s):

[| a. Copending reissue Application No.
b. Copending reexamination Control No. 90/009,30%

[| c. Copending Interference No.
d. Copendinglitigation styled:

see Reguest for Reexamination

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

iderry Turner Sewell/ February 17, 2012
Authorized Signature Date

Jerry Turner Sewell a4 587 [| For Patent Owner Requester
Typed/Printed Name Registration No. For Third Party Requester

 
[Page 2 of 2]
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PATENT

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARKOFFICE

Patentees : Koichiro Ikudome etal.

Pat. No. : 6,779,118

Issued : August 17, 2004

For : USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC

DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Art Unit : 3992

Examiner : Sam Rimell
 

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Commissionerfor Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

DearSir:

Jerry Turner Sewell (“Requestor”) respectfully submits the following request for

ex parte reexamination of U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to Ikudomeetal. (“the ‘118 patent”).

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 302 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.510(b), Requestor provides the following

statement identifying each substantial new question of patentability raised in this

request, identifying the claims for which reexamination is requested, and explaining in

detail the pertinency and manner of applying the cited art to the claims for which

reexamination is requested.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Requestor respectfully submits this request for reexamination of Claims 2-7,

9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to Ikudomeetal. (“the 118 patent”).

A copy of the ‘118 patent is submitted herewith via EFS-Web. As explained in detail

below, the aforementioned claims of the 118 patent are rendered obvious by U.S. Pat.

No. 6,088,451 to He et al. (“He et al.”) in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,233,686 to

Zenchelskyet al. (“Zenchelsky”) and admissions in the Background section of the

118 patent (“Admitted Prior Art’).

This combination of art presents a substantial new question of patentability that

warrants ex parte reexamination. In a currently pending reexamination, No. 90/009,301

(the “Pending Reexamination”), the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences (the

“Board”) entered a new ground of rejection, finding that independent Claims 1, 8, 15,

and 25 (the “independent claims”) were obvious over Heet al. in view of Zenchelsky

and Admitted Prior Art. However, regarding the original dependent claims 2-7, 9-14,

16-24, and 26-27 (the “original dependent claims”),’ the Board held that “the rejection of

the other claims on appeal is REVERSED,” although the rest of the Board decision

suggested that those original dependent claims were unpatentable, as explained in

detail below.

By well understood law, the dependent claims should have fallen with the

independentclaims rejected by the Board. Furthermore, noneof the original dependent

claims include subject matter that would make patentable the otherwise obvious

independent claims. Thus, the record of the Pending Reexamination strongly suggests

that the dependent claims are unpatentable over Heet al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. This presents a substantial question of their patentability.

Furthermore, no party has considered the patentability of these claims in

view of this combination of references. The Examiner never considered whether

those claims were patentable over Heet al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art; Patent

Owner never argued that the claims were patentable over those references; and the
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Board never addressed those claims. Accordingly, the substantial question of the

patentability of the dependent claims presented herein is new and ripe for

reexamination.

ll. CONTENT OF THE REQUEST

In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.510 and MPEP § 2214, Requestor submits the

following in connection with this request for reexamination:

(1) A statement pointing out each substantial new question of patentability is

included in SectionI.

(2)—An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested is

included in Section |. A detailed explanation of the pertinency and manner

of applying the cited priorart is included in Section VI.

(3) Copies of the patents or printed publications relied upon or referred to

above are not included per MPEP § 2218, because Requestoronly relies

on U.S. patents, U.S. patent publications, and/or copending reexamination

proceedings.

(4)|Acopy of the entire ‘118 patent is included with this request.

(5) A certification that a copy of the request has been served on the patent

owneris included in Section VII.

Ill. COPENDING LITIGATION

There are four lawsuits involving the '118 patent:

(1) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. TJ Hospitality Ltd, No. 2:10-cv-

00277 (E.D. Tex. July 28, 2010).

(2)—Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. Cisco Systems, Inc., No. 2:08-cv-

00304 (E.D. Tex. August 4, 2008).

(3) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. SBC Internet Services, Inc., No.

2:08-cv-00385 (E.D. Tex. Oct. 9, 2008).

(4) Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., No. 2:08-cv-

00264 (E.D. Tex. July 1, 2008).

1 Reexamination is not requested on new claims added during the Pending
Reexamination.
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IV. THE 118 PATENT AND THE PENDING REEXAMINATION

The ‘118 patent generally relates to “a database system for use in dynamically

redirecting andfiltering Internet traffic.” Co/. 1 If, 11-13. The request for reexamination

in the Pending Reexamination discusses the subject matter of the patent, so such a

discussion is omitted here. The patent includes 27 original claims, of which Claims 1, 8,

15, and 25 are independent, and Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 are dependent.

Reexamination is requested only on the original dependent claims, becausetheoriginal

independent claims were already considered and found unpatentable in the Pending

Reexamination.

In the Pending Reexamination, the Examinerissued a final rejection on August2,

2010, rejecting all the claims of the ‘118 patent as being obvious overHeetal. in view

of Zenchelsky. Patent Owner appealed to the Board.

In its appeal brief, Patent Owner presented no substantial arguments for any of

the original dependent claims other than Claims 5-6. Instead, the appeal brief merely

stated that those claims were patentable “for the same reasons as” the corresponding

independentclaims,“as well as on their own merits.” Appeal Brief at 23, 26, 29 (Feb.2,

2011).?

The Board, in its decision of August 23, 2011, only considered the patentability of

the independent claims. Although it disagreed with the Examiner and found the

independentclaims patentable over He et al. and Zenchelsky, the Board continued and

entered a new ground ofrejection, finding the independent claims obvious over Heetal.

in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art from the background section of the

118 patent. Board Decision at 10 (August 23, 2011) (hereinafter Decision). In

particular, the Board found, with regard to the feature of a redirection serverin Claim 1,

that “those in the art were familiar with redirection (and how to doit) at least in a world-

wide web context,” jd. at 9, and that “redirection would have been an obvious extension

2 During prosecution of the Pending Reexamination, the Patent Owner added numerous
new claims. The new claims are not at issue in the present request for reexamination,
so they are not discussed here.
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of blocking,” id. at 10. Regarding Claim 25, the Board further found that the blocking of

websites “as a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the

user, or location the user accesses” would have been obvious. /d. at 9.

The Board did not addressthe original dependentclaimsin its decision. Indeed,

the Board introduced the appeal by noting that Claim 1 was “broadly representative of

the claims on appeal.” /d. at 2. Because the Board found Claim 1 unpatentable, this

strongly suggested that the original dependent claims were also unpatentable.

Nevertheless, the Board’s holding stated, with regard to the original dependentclaims,

that “the rejection of the other claims on appeal is REVERSED.” /d. at 10.

In summary, neither the Examiner nor the Patent Owner nor the Board gave any

reasons why the original dependent claims were patentable over He et al. in view of

Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.?

V. THE SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY HAS NOT BEEN

HERETOFORE CONSIDEREDIN ANY PRIOR PROCEEDING

MPEP §2242(I) states:

For “a substantial new question of patentability” to be present,it is

only necessary that:...(B) the same question of patentability as to the

claim has not been decided by the Office in a previous examination or

pending reexamination of the patentor in a final holding of invalidity by the

Federal Courts in a decision on the merits involving the claim.

Requestor believes that a substantial new question of patentability is presented as to

original dependent Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27, by the combination of Heetal.,

Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art. This is so despite the fact that the Board

considered this same combination of references with respect to independent Claims 1,

15, and 25, because neither the Examiner nor the Patent Owner nor the Board

considered the combination of references with respect to the original dependent

3 Although Claims 5 and 6 were separately argued by the Patent Owner,it is sufficiently
clear that the patentability of those claims was not considered by the Board. The Board
decision never explicitly addressed the Patent Owner’s arguments for Claims 5 or6,
and the only functionality added by Claims 5 and 6 relates to redirection functionality,
which the Board already found to be an “obvious extension”ofprior art.

-7-
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claims. For at least these reasons, the question of whether the original dependent

claims are patentable in view of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art has never

been considered. Accordingly, the substantial question of patentability presented herein

is new.

A. In Order for the Board to Consider Patentability of a Dependent Claim, the

Patent Owner Must Separately Arque the Dependent Claim

It is long-standing law that when an appellant does not separately argue the

patentability of dependent claims, then those dependent claims stand orfall together

with the independentclaims.

This rule is acknowledged in the Patent Office’s rules and procedures. 37 C.F.R.

§ 41.37(c)(1)(vii) (2004) (“Notwithstanding any other provision of this paragraph, the

failure of appellant to separately argue claims which appellant has grouped together

shall constitute a waiver of any argumentthat the Board must consider the patentability

of any grouped claims separately.”); id. (“A statement which merely points out what a

claim recites will not be considered an argumentfor separate patentability of claim.”); id.

(“Any claim argued separately should be placed under a subheading identifying the

claim by number. Claims argued as a group should be placed under a subheading

identifying the claims by number.”); MPEP § 1205.02 (8th ed. Rev. 8, July 2010)

(discussing an example where each claim must have its own subheading when being

argued separately under 37 C.F.R. § 41.37(c)(1)(vii).

Years of case law further support the position that unargued dependent claims

stand orfall with the independent claims, in the contexts of both the Board and the

Federal Circuit. In re McDaniel, 293 F.3d 1379, 1382-1385 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (affirming

Board’s decision that group of claims fell together when representative claim of the

group was properly rejected); In re Nielson, 816 F.2d 1567, 1572 (Fed. Cir. 1987)

(affirming Board’s holding that dependent claims stood orfell with independentclaim);

In re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 1986) (“The three claims depending from

claim one are not argued separately and therefore stand orfall with that claim.”); /n re

Sernaker, 702 F.2d 989, 991 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (“Since neither of the parties argue

separately the patentability of each of the rejected claims, the dependent claims will

-8-
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stand orfall with [the] independent claims...”); In re Kaslow, 707 F.2d 1366, 1376

(Fed. Cir. 1983) (“Since the claims are not separately argued, they all stand orfall

together.”); In re Burckel, 592 F.2d 1175, 1178-79 (C.C.P.A. 1979) (“[A]ppellant has

chosen not to argue separately the patentability of each of the rejected claims.

Therefore, [the] dependent claims...will stand or fall with [the independent claim].”)

(citing In re Hellsund, 474 F.2d 1307 (C.C.P.A. 1973); In re Herbert, 461 F.2d 1390

(C.C.P.A. 1972)); see also In re Dance, 160 F.3d 1339, 1340 n.2 (Fed. Cir. 1998)

(stating that all claims stand or fall together with the independent claim because the

applicant did argue the merits of the dependent claims separately or attempt to

distinguish them from the priorart).

Further, it is insufficient to just include the claims under separate heading and

“merely ‘point out what the claims recite and then assert that there [was] no

corresponding combination of steps taught or suggested in the applied references.”

In re Lovin, 652 F.3d 1349, 1356 (Fed. Cir. 2011) (quoting the Board’s decision for the

application at issue); accord 37 C.F.R. § 41.37(c)(1)(vii) (2004).

B. The Patent Owner Waived Separate Arguments for the Original Dependent

Claims, and the Board Did Not Actually Consider Separate Arguments

The Examiner rejected the claims of the ‘118 patent during the Pending

Reexamination over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky. The Examiner did not apply the

Admitted Prior Art in the rejections prior to the appeal to the Board. Thus, the Examiner

never considered the question of whether the claims were patentable over that

combination of references.

The Patent Owner made no independent arguments for the original dependent

claims other than Claims 5-6, in its appeal of the final rejection in the Pending

Reexamination. Appeal Brief at 23, 26, 29. Thus, in accordance with the law recited

above, Patent Owner waived any separate arguments for patentability as to the original

dependentclaims.

The Board found the independent claims to be obvious in view of Heetal.,

Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art. Decision at 8-10. Furthermore, the Board

observed that that Claim 1 was “broadly representative of the claims on appeal.”

-9-
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Id. At2. Taken together, and given the long-standing law that dependent claims not

independently argued will stand or fall with the independent claims, the analysis in the

Board decision strongly suggests that the original dependent claims are unpatentable.

Nevertheless, the Board’s final holding stated, with regard to the original

dependent claims, that “the rejection of the other claims on appeal is REVERSED.”

Id. at 10. This apparently suggested to the Examiner that the Board confirmed the

patentability of the original dependentclaims, and resulted in a Notice of Intent to Issue

a Reexamination Certificate dated January 6, 2012, that indicated that the original

dependentclaims were patentable.

The Board’s holding appears to be in tension with the Board’s analysis with

respect to the original dependent claims. The Board’s decision begins on page 1 with

the following statement:

DECISION ON APPEAL

37 C.E.R. § 41.50(a) and (b)

The appellant (LWT) seeks review under 35 U.S.C. 134(b) of the final

rejection of claims 1-47 in its Ikudomepatent.’ Therejection is AFFIRMED

in part and REVERSEDin part with a new groundofrejection.

This statement conflicts with the stated holding at the end of the opinion.

Despite the resulting ambiguity regarding whether the original dependent claims

fell with the corresponding independentclaims,it is clear that the Board did not consider

whetherthe original dependent claims were patentable on their own merit over Heetal.

in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

C. The Examiner did not Consider the Patentability of the Dependent Claimsin

View of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art Before Issuing the

Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate

In the January 6, 2012 Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination

Certificate, the Examiner stated as the reason for confirming the patentability of the

-10-
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dependent claims is the Board Decision reversing the Examiner’s rejection of the

claims. For example, with respect to Claims 2-7 and 9-14, the Examinerstates:

The Board of Appeals and Interferences Decision of August 23, 2011

indicate the proposed rejection of these claims has been reversed

(decision at page 10). No proposed new grounds of rejection are

indicated. The remaining prior art of record has been considered and not

found to raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by

the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, claims 2-7

and 9-14 are affirmed.

The Examiners stated reasons for affirming the patentability of dependent

Claims 16-23, dependent Claim 24 and dependent Claims 26-27 include the same

wording. It appears that the Examiner's sole basis for affirming the patentability of

dependent Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 is a determination that the reversal of the

rejection of those claims by the Board mandated an allowanceof the claims in view of

the art considered by the Board in the Decision. In particular, the Examiner did not

consider the patentability of the claims in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art. Rather, the Examiner only considered the remaining prior art of record prior to

issuing the Notice of Intent.

Accordingly, the question of whether the original dependent claims are

patentable in view of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art was never argued by

the Patent Owner, was not considered by the Board and was not considered by any

examinerin the Patent Office. Accordingly, the patentability of the original dependent

claims over Heet al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior art is a new question ripe

for consideration in this requested reexamination.

VI. THE CLAIMS OF THE 7118 PATENT ARE OBVIOUS OVERHE ETAL.IN VIEW

OF ZENCHELSKY AND ADMITTED PRIOR ART, THUS RAISING A SUBSTANTIAL

NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY

For at least the reasons presented below,the original dependent claims of the

"118 patent are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103. Thus, Requestor has raised a

substantial new question of patentability.

-14-
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A. Claims 2-7 Are Obvious over Heet al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art

Claims 2-7 are rendered obvious by Heet al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements

common to claims 2-7 (namely, the elements of Claim 1) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 2-7

overcomethe obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 1 are obviousin view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 1 are incorporated into dependent Claims 2-7, Requestoris

including the following discussion regarding the obviousnessof the elements of Claim 1

to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 2-7.

1. Elements Commonto Claims 2-7 and Taught by Heetal.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 2-7. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system comprising:

A database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an

individualized rule set: He et al. teaches a database 210 in Figure 10, and that “The

authentication server 202 can maintain a database of records for the user accounts in

the registration database 210. Each record of a user account generally comprises the

following information:...The user identifier...The list of user credentials.” Col. 16

I 50-61. The list of user credentials correspondsto the individualized rule set.

A dial-up network server that receives user IDs from users’ computers: He

et al. teaches a dial up server 1002 in Figure 10, and that “The user uses a user

element 102 and initiates the authentication process by requesting to send a request

message to the authentication server 202. The request message contains the user

identifier presented to the authentication server 202 for user network authentication.”

Col. 17 Il. 55-60.

12-
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A redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public

network: Heet al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10, that connects to the

dial up server 1002 and to a public network 106. Although Heet al. may not disclose

redirection (as discussed in detail below), the credential server correspondsin all other

respects to the redirection server.

An authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up

network server and the redirection server: Heet al. teaches an authentication server

202 in Figure 10 that connects to the dial up server 1002 and to the credential server

204 via the public network 106.

Wherein the dial-up network server communicatesa first user ID for one of

the users’ computers...for the first user ID to the authentication accounting

server: He et al. teaches that “(1) The user dials into the dial-up server. The server

authenticates the user based on anyone of the available mechanisms in the module.

(2) The dial-up server invokes the Kerberos client process and uses the useridentifier

and password to authenticate the user to the network.” Co/. 31 //. 1-9. He et al. further

teaches that “The authentication server 202 is responsible for the authentication of

network users to network elements, and vice versa.” Col. 11 /L 54-56. Thus, He etal.

teaches that the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of the

users’ computers to the authentication accounting server.

Wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and

communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID...to

the redirection server: He et al. teaches that “Upon receiving the user request

message, the authentication server 202 uses the useridentifier in the message to look

up the userregistration 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 userto

communicate with the credential server 204.” Col. 17 |. 61-co/. 18 |. 1. Thus, Heetal.

teaches that the authentication accounting server accesses the database. Heetal.

teaches that credentials are passed from database 210 to credential server 204, so

-13-
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He etal. teaches that the authentication accounting server communicates the

individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID to the redirection server.

Wherein data directed toward the public network from the one of the users’

computers are processed by the redirection server according to the

individualized rule set: He et al. teaches that “By presenting the correct secret key to

the local access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the network.

The correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the process of

decrypting the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the message

that allows the user to proceed with the network access control process to access

network resources and information.” Col. 18 //. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that data

directed toward the public network from the one of the users’ computers are processed

by the redirection server according to the user credentials, which correspond to the

individualized rule set.

2. Elements Commonto Claims 2-7 and Taught by Either Zenchelsky or

Admitted Prior Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements commonto Claims 2-7,

but these elements would have been obviousto one of ordinary skill in the art in view of

either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:

Wherein the dial-up network server communicates...a temporarily assigned

network addressfor the first user ID to the authentication accounting server and

wherein the authentication accounting server... communicates...the temporarily

assigned network address to the redirection server: Zenchelsky establishes the

well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

I. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination addresses encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 //. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary

IP address to a user node and to additionally encode communications packets with

source and destination address as necessary to facilitate communication through a

switched packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

14-
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A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying accessto the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

For at least the foregoing reasons, the limitations common to Claims 2-7 are

rendered obvious by Heetal. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 2-7

No additional limitation in any of Claims 2-7 renders any of those claims

patentable overthe limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 2: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, Heet al. teaches that the redirection server further provides control over a

plurality of data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the

individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that “Based on the user identifier, the

credential server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration

database 210 and enclose thelist in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent

back in a response message and will be used for the user to communicate with the

network element access server 206.” Col. 19 //f. 2-11. The credential server

corresponds to the redirection server and the user credentials correspond to an

individualized rule set, so He et al. teaches that the redirection server provides control

overdata to and from users’ computers as a function of an individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 3: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further blocks the data to and

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

explained with respect to Claim 2, He et al. teaches that the credential server 204

retrieves user credentials which correspond to an individualized rule set that controls

access to the network elements 104. Thus, the network elements 104 which cannot be

accessed in accordance with the user credentials are inherently blocked from access.
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He et al. also teaches that “Any attempts by the user to try to make any changesto the

ticket, intentional or unintentional, will be detected by the network element access

server when it is used for communications with the server 106 and, therefore, would

void the ticket and make it useless. This is to prevent the user from modifying the list of

certified user credentials as well as other information in the ticket to gain unauthorized

network accessrights.” Col. 19 /L. 24-31.

Regarding Claim 4: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further allows the data to and

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

explained with respect to Claim 2, the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials

which correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to the network

elements 104. Data exchange occurs between accessed network elements 104.

Regarding Claim 5: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches that the redirection server further redirects the

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

In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been

obvious at the time of the invention to modify He etal. to perform redirection as well as

permitting or denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the

Background section of the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious

extension of the use of a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted

Prior Art renders obvious that the redirection server further redirects the data to and

from the users’ computersas a function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 6: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches that the redirection server further redirects the

data from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a function of the

individualized rule set. In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated

that it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to modify He et al. to

perform redirection as well as permitting or denying access to the user, based on

Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of the ‘118 patent. The Board stated

that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of a control to block the user.”

-16-

Panasonic-1011

Page 274 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 275 of 307

Patent No.: 6,779,118
Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious that the redirection server

further redirects the data to and from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a

function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 7: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the database entries for a plurality of the plurality of

users’ IDs are correlated with a commonindividualized rule set. He et al. teaches

that user credentials “may also be established based on the current obligations or roles

the user plays in the network. For example, the organization that consists of a

department numberand a location code canreflect the current responsibility the users

have in their job and, therefore, can be used as the user credentials to determine the

access rights for the users to access network elements.” Co/. 13 // 34-40. Since

multiple users may have the samerole in the network, Heetal. at least renders obvious

that the database entries for a plurality of user ID’s may be correlated with common

user credentials, which correspond with individualized rule sets.

B. Claims 9-14 Are Obvious overHeet al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art

Claims 9-14 are rendered obvious by He etal., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements

commonto claims 9-14 (namely, the elements of Claim 8) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 9-14

overcomethe obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 8 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 8 are incorporated into dependent Claims 9-14, Requestoris

including the following discussion regarding the obviousnessof the elements of Claim 8

to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 9-14.

1. Elements Commonto Claims 9-14 and Taught by Heetal.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 9-14. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.
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He et al. teaches a system comprising:

a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an

individualized rule set: He et al. teaches a database 210 in Figure 10, and that “The

authentication server 202 can maintain a database of records for the user accounts in

the registration database 210. Each record of a user account generally comprises the

following information:...The user identifier...The list of user credentials.” Col. 16

I 50-61. The list of user credentials correspondsto the individualized rule set.

A dial up network server that receives user IDs from users’ computers:

He et al. teaches a dial up server 1002 in Figure 10, and that “The user uses a user

element 102 and initiates the authentication process by requesting to send a request

message to the authentication server 202. The request message contains the user

identifier presented to the authentication server 202 for user network authentication.”

Col. 17 If. 55-60.

A redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public

network: He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10 that connects to the

dial up server 1002 and a public network 106. Although He et al. may not disclose

redirection (as discussed in detail below), the credential server correspondsin all other

respects to the redirection server.

An authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up

network server and the redirection server: He et al. teaches the authentication

server 202 in Figure 10, that connects to the dial up server 1002 and the credential

server 204 via the public network 106.

With respect to the system, Heet al. teaches a method comprising the steps of:

Communicating a first user ID for one of the users’ computers...from the

dial-up network server to the authentication accounting server: He et al. teaches

that “(1) The user dials into the dial-up server. The server authenticates the user based

on anyoneof the available mechanisms in the module. (2) The dial-up server invokes

the Kerberos client process and uses the useridentifier and password to authenticate

the user to the network.” Col. 31 /f 1-9. He et al. further teaches that “The

authentication server 202 is responsible for the authentication of network users to
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network elements, and vice versa.” Col. 11 //. 54-56. Thus, He et al. teaches that the

dial-up network server communicatesa first user ID for one of the users’ computersto

the authentication accounting server.

Communicating the individualized rule set that correlates with thefirst user

ID...to the redirection server from the authentication accounting server: Heetal.

teaches that “Upon receiving the user request message, the authentication server 202

uses the useridentifier 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.” Col. 17 /. 61-col. 18 /. 1. Thus, He et al. teaches that the authentication

accounting server accesses the database. He et al. teaches that credentials are

passed from the database 210 to the credential server 204, so Heet al. teaches that the

authentication accounting server communicates the individualized rule set that

correlates with the first user ID to the redirection server.

Processing data directed toward the public network from the one of the

users’ computers according to the individualized rule set: He et al. teaches that

“By presenting the correct secret key to the local access control system, the user

authenticates his/her identity to the network. The correctness of the user-supplied

secret keyis verified through the process of decrypting the response message. It is the

ability to retrieve the ticket in the message that allows the user to proceed with the

network access control process to access network resources and information.” Col. 18

IL. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that data directed toward the public network from the

one of the users’ computers are processed by the redirection server according to the

user credentials, which correspondto the individualized rule set.

2. Elements Common to Claims 9-14 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements commonto Claims 9-14,

but these elements would have been obviousto one of ordinary skill in the art in view of

either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:
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Communicating...a temporarily assigned network addressforthefirst user

ID from the dial-up network server to the authentication accounting server and

communicating...the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection

server from the authentication accounting server: Zenchelsky establishes the well

known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

I. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination address encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 //. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary

IP address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source

and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched

packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying accessto the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

Thus, for at least the foregoing reasons, the limitations common to Claims 9-14

are rendered obvious by Heet al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior

Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 9-14

None of the additional limitations of Claims 9-14 render any of those claims

patentable overthe limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 9: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, Heet al. teaches the step of controlling a plurality of data to and from the

users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that

“Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list of user

credentials from the registration database 210 and enclosethelist in a credential ticket.

-20-

Panasonic-1011

Page 278 of 307



Panasonic-1011 
Page 279 of 307

Patent No.: 6,779,118
Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

The credential ticket is sent back in a response message and will be used for the user

to communicate with the network element access server 206.” Col. 19 //. 2-11. The

credential server corresponds to the redirection server and the user credentials

correspond to an individualized rule set, so He et al. teaches the step of controlling data

to and from users’ computers as a function of an individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 10: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of blocking the data to and from the users’

computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As explained with respect to

Claim 9, He et al. teaches that the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which

correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to the network elements

104. Thus, the network elements 104 which cannot be accessed in accordance with the

user credentials are inherently blocked from access. Heet al. also teaches that “Any

attempts by the user to try to make any changes to the ticket, intentional or

unintentional, will be detected by the network element access server whenit is used for

communications with the server 106 and, therefore, would void the ticket and makeit

useless. This is to prevent the user from modifying the list of certified user credentials

as well as other information in the ticket to gain unauthorized network accessrights.”

Col. 19 Il. 24-31.

Regarding Claim 11: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches the step of allowing the data to and from the users’

computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As explained with respect to

Claim 9, the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an

individualized rule set that controls access to the network elements 104. Data

exchange occurs between accessed network elements 104.

Regarding Claim 12: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches the step of redirecting the data to and from

the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying accessto the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
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the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

the step of redirecting the data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the

individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 13: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches the step of redirecting the data from the

users’ computers to multiple destinations a function of the individualized rule set.

In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been

obvious at the time of the invention to modify He etal. to perform redirection as well as

permitting or denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the

Background section of the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious

extension of the use of a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted

Prior Art renders obvious the step of redirecting the data to and from the users’

computers to multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 14: The method of claim 8, in addition to the limitations

rendered obvious as explained above, Heet al. teaches the step of creating database

entries for a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID further

being correlated with a commonindividualized rule set. He et al. teaches that user

credentials “may also be established based on the current obligations or roles the user

plays in the network. For example, the organization that consists of a department

numberand a location code can reflect the current responsibility the users have in their

job and, therefore, can be used as the user credentials to determine the accessrights

for the users to access network elements.” Col. 13 /L. 34-40. Since multiple users may

have the samerole in the network, Heetal. at least renders obvious the step of creating

database entries for a plurality of user ID’s may be correlated with common user

credentials, which correspond with individualized rule sets.

C. Claims 16-24 Are Obvious overHeet al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art

Claims 16-24 are rendered obvious by Heetal., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements
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commonto claims 16-24 (namely, the elements of Claim 15) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 16-24

overcomethe obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 15 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 15 are incorporated into dependent Claims 16-24, Requestoris

including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of

Claim 15 to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 16-24.

1. Elements Commonto Claims 16-24 and Taught by Heetal.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 16-24. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system comprising:

a redirection server programmed with a user’s rule set: He et al. teaches a

credential server 204 in Figure 10, and that “Based on the useridentifier, the credential

server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration database 210

and enclose the list in a credential ticket.” Co/. 19 /f. 2-5. Alternatively, providing

access by the credential server to the database containing the rule set can constitute

being programmedwith the rule set.

wherein the rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions used to

control data passing between the user and a public network: Heet al. teaches a

“list of user credentials. This list shall reflect the most recent changesto the privilege

set for the user. The privilege set can be built on previous achievements or credit

history.” Col. 16 //. 61-64. As explained previously, the user credentials correspond to a

rule set. He et al. also teaches that “By presenting the correct secret key to the local

access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the network. The

correctness of the user-supplied secret keyis verified through the process of decrypting

the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the message that allows

the user to proceed with the network access control process to access network

resources and information.” Col. 18 if, 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that passing
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between the user and the public networkis controlled according to the user credentials,

which correspond to the rule set.

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated

modification of at least a portion of the rule set: He et al. teaches that “It is

desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to

create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-

friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently

manage user accounts.” Co/. 17 //. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server

configured to allow automated modification of a portion of a rule set.

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated

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

combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or location the user

access/sic]: He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for

the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account.

Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security

administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /I. 19-23.

Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow automated modification

of a portion of a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each

authentication,” col. 17 |. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be modified,

the length of the “lifetime” can be modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be

made at any time, the modification can occur “as a function of time”. The “data

transmitted” and “location” are optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable

weight in the current claim (MPEP 2106, Section C). It is also noted that the phrase

“some combination” does not necessarily require two or more of the elements to be

present. For example, a subcombination could be a combination that invokes only one

of the elementsrecited.

2. Elements Commonto Claims 16-24 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common_to

Claims 16-24, but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in

the art in view of either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:
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a user’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network address:

Zenchelsky establishes the well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to

user at session login. Col. 1, //, 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well

known nature of having source and destination address encoded into communication

packets as necessary to facilitate communication between source and destination.

Col. 1 Il. 60-64. It would have been obvious to oneof ordinary skill in the art to modify

He et al. to provide a temporary IP address to a user node and additionally encode

communications packets with source and destination address as necessarily to facilitate

communication through a switched packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying accessto the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

For at least the foregoing reasons,the limitations common to Claims 16-24 are

rendered obvious by Heetal. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 16-24

None of the additional limitations of Claims 16-24 render any of those claims

patentable overthe limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 16: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time. He etal.

teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security

administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should

provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively

and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /f. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a

redirection server configured to allow modification of a portion of a rule set. Heetal.

also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” co/. 17 /. 13, and since any
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portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be modified.

Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any time, the modification can

occur“as a function of time.”

Regarding Claim 17: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data

transmitted to or from the user. Heet al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database

tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and

modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the

system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.”

Col. 17 If. 19-23. The system administrator must provide data in order to effect these

modifications. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow modification of a

portion of the rule set as a function of data transmitted from a user, namely the system

administrator.

Regarding Claim 18: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow

modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or

locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database

tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and

modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the

system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.”

Col. 17 If. 19-23. The administrator must access the location of the database tool to use

the tool. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow modification of a portion of a

rule set as a function of a location accessed by a user, namely the system

administrator.

Regarding Claim 19: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removalor reinstatementof at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.

He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system

security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool
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should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to

effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 if. 19-23. Thus, He etal.

teaches a redirection server configured to allow removal or reinstatementof a portion of

a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17

|. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the

“lifetime” can be modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any

time, the modification can occur “as a function oftime.”

Regarding Claim 20: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the

data transmitted to or from the user. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a

database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts.” Col. 17 /L 19-23. The system administrator must provide data in order to

effect these modifications. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow removalor

reinstatement of a portion of the rule set as a function of data transmitted from a user,

namely the system administrator.

Regarding Claim 21: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the

location or locations the user access/sic]. He et al. teachesthat “It is desirable that

a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts.” Col. 17 /f. 19-23. The administrator must access the location of the

database tool to use the tool. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow

removalor reinstatement of a portion of a rule set as a function of a location accessed

by a user, namely the system administrator.
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Regarding Claim 22: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the

removalor reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some

combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or location or locations

the user access /sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be

provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a

user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system

security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17

I. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow removal or

reinstatement of a portion of a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of

each authentication,” col. 17 /. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be

removed or reinstated, the length of the “lifetime” can be removed or reinstated.

Alternatively, since the removal or reinstatement can be made at any time, the removal

or reinstatement can occur “as a function of time”. The “data transmitted” and “location”

are optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable weight in the current claim

(MPEP 2106, Section C). It is also noted that the phrase “some combination” does not

necessarily require two or more of the elements to be present. For example, a

subcombination could be a combination that invokes only one of the elements recited.

Regarding Claim 23: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server has a user side that is

connected to a computer and a network side connected to a computer network

and wherein the computer is connected to the computer network through the

redirection server. He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10 that

connects to a dial-up user through the dial-up server 1002. Thus, He et al. teaches a

redirection server, namely a credential server, with a user side connected to a

computer. He et al. also teaches that the credential server 204 is connected to the

interconnection network 106. Thus, He et al. teaches the redirection server having a

network side connected to a computer network.

Furthermore, He et al. teaches that “User credential/privilege control requires that

the credential server 204 be relied upon to provide and certify the user credential
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information to be presented to a network element 104 for the local access control

system to make further access decisions on network resources and_information.”

Col. 18 il. 34-38. Thus, He et al. teaches that the computer is connected to the

computer network, namely the network elements, through the redirection server.

Although Heet al. may not teach that the redirection server is connected to a

computer using the temporarily assigned network address, Zenchelsky renders

obvious a temporarily assigned network address. Zenchelsky establishes the well

known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

I. 30-35. col. 1. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination address encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 //. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary

IP address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source

and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched

packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

Regarding Claim 24: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, He et al. teaches that instructions to the redirection server to modify the

rule set are received by one or moreof the userside of the redirection server and

the network side of the redirection server. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that

a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts.” Col. 17 //. 19-23. A system security administrator is a type of user, and

He et al. shows users presenting input to the network, in Figure 10. Accordingly,

instructions transmitted from a network administrator originate at terminal 102 and

proceed through the user side elements 1002, 1004 as well as the network side

element 106.
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D. Claims 26-27 Are Obvious overHeet al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art

Claims 26-27 are rendered obvious by Heet al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements

commonto claims 26-27 (namely, the elements of Claim 25) were obvious in view of the

above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 26-27

overcomethe obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in

Claim 25 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because

the elements of Claim 25 are incorporated into dependent Claims 26-27, Requestoris

including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of

Claim 25 to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 26-27.

1. Elements Commonto Claims 26-27 and Taught by Heetal.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 26-27. These

arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system that comprises:

A redirection server containing a user’s rule set: He et al. teaches a

credential server 204 in Figure 10, and that “Based on the useridentifier, the credential

server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration database 210

and enclosethelist in a credential ticket.” Co/. 19 //, 2-5. When the credential server

204 retrieves the user credentials, it contains that particular rule set. Alternatively,

providing access by the credential server to the database containing the rule set can

constitute the server containing the rule set as a result of direct access.

Wherein the user’s rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions

used to control data passing between the user and a public network: Heetal.

teaches a “list of user credentials. This list shall reflect the most recent changesto the

privilege set for the user. The privilege set can be built on previous achievements or

credit history.” Co/. 16 /L 61-64. As explained previously, the user credentials

correspond to a rule set. He et al. also teaches that “By presenting the correct secret
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key to the local access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the

network. The correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the

process of decrypting the response message.It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the

message that allows the user to proceed with the network access control process to

access network resources and information.” Co/. 18 /f, 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches

that passing between the user and the public network is controlled according to the user

credentials, which correspondto the rule set.

Modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set while the user’s rule set

remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network addressin the redirection

server: Heetal. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the

system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account.

Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security

administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /I. 19-23.

Thus, Heet al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow modification of a portion

of a rule set.

Wherein the redirection server has a user side that is connected to a

computer and a network side connected to a computer network wherein the

computer is connected to the computer network through the redirection server:

He et al. teaches the credential server 204 in Figure 10 that connects to a dial-up user

through a dial-up server 1002. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server, namely a

credential server, with a user side connected to a computer. Heet al. also teachesthat

the credential server 204 is connected to an interconnection network 106. Thus, He et

al. teaches the redirection server having a network side connected to a computer

network.

Furthermore, Heet al. teaches that “User credential/privilege control requires that

the credential server 204 be relied upon to provide and certify the user credential

information to be presented to a network element 104 for the local access control

system to make further access decisions on network resources and_information.”

Col. 18 il. 34-38. Thus, He et al. teaches that the computer is connected to the

computer network, namely the network elements, through the redirection server.
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The method further includes the step of receiving instructions by the

redirection server to modify at least a portion of the user’s rule set through one or

more of the user side of the redirection server and the network side of the

redirection server: He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be

provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a

user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system

security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17

I. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches receiving instructions by the redirection server to

modify a portion of a user’s rule set. Figure 10 illustrates that users present input to the

network, and a network administrator is also a user. Accordingly, instructions

transmitted from a network administrator originate at a terminal 102 and proceed

through the user side elements 1002, 1004 as well as the network side element 106.

2. Elements Commonto Claims 26-27 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common_to

Claims 26-27, but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in

the art in view of either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:

A user’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network address and

that the redirection server is connected to a computer using the temporarily

assigned network address and a network address: Zenchelsky establishes the well

known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,

I. 30-35. Zenchelsky further teaches the well known nature of having source and

destination addresses encoded into communication packets as necessary to facilitate

communication between source and destination. Col. 1 //. 60-64. It would have been

obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Heet al. to provide a temporary IP

address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source

and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched

packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

Note that a computer address is not a physical object, and thus is not physically

connectedto anything.
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A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending

Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the

time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying accessto the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of

the ‘118 patent. The Board stated that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of

a control to block the user.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious

a redirection server that performs redirection.

For at least the foregoing reasons,the limitations common to Claims 26-27 are

rendered obvious by Heetal. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 26-27

None of the additional limitations of Claims 26-27 render any of those claims

patentable overthe limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 26: in addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, Heet al. teaches the step of modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule

set as a function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or from the user,

and location or locations the user access/sic]. He et al. teachesthat “It is desirable

that a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,

disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface

to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user

accounts.” Col. 17 /L. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches modifying a portion of a rule set.

He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17 /. 13, and

since any portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be

modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any time, the

modification can occur “as a function of time”. The “data transmitted” and “location” are

optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable weight in the current claim

(MPEP 2106, Section C).

Regarding Claim 27: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained

above, Heet al. teaches the step of removing orreinstating at least a portion of the

user’s rule set as a function of one or more of: time, the data transmitted to or

from the user, and a location or locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches
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that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security

administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should

provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively

and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /f. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a

redirection server configured to allow removalor reinstatementof a portion of a rule set.

He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17 /. 13, and

since any portion of the user account can be removedor reinstated, the length of the

“lifetime” can be removed or reinstated. Alternatively, since the removal or

reinstatement can be madeat any time, the removal or reinstatement can occur “as a

function of time”. The “data transmitted” and “location” are optional recitations, and thus

do not carry patentable weight in the current claim (MPEP 2106, Section C).

Vil. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Requestor hasidentified a substantial new question of

the patentability of Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of the '118 patent based on He et

al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. The references render Claims 2-7, 9-

14, 16-24, and 26-27 obvious, thus raising a substantial question of patentability. The

question of patentability is new because no party in the Pending Reexamination has

considered the dependent claims with respect to the aforementioned art. Accordingly,

Requestor requests that a reexamination be ordered for Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and

26-27 of U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to Ikudomeetal.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: February 17, 2012 By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
Registration No. 31,567
949-433-2849
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Vill. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.510(b)(5) and 37 C.F.R. § 1.33(c), | hereby certify that on

February 17, 2012, a complete copy of this ex parte reexamination request, including

the accompanying transmittal and all exhibits, are being served via First Class U.S. Mail

upon the current attorneys of record for the Patent Owner:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria VA 22314

By: /Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
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USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA
REDIRECTION SYSTEM

RELATED APPLICATION

This application claimspriority of U.S. Provisional Appli-
cation No. 60/084,014 filed May 4, 1998, the disclosure of
which is incorporated fully herein by reference.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates to the field of Internet

communications, more particularly, to a database system for
use in dynamically redirecting and filtering Internettraffic.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

In prior art systems as shown in FIG. 1 whenan Internet
user establishes a connection with an Internet Service Pro-

vider (ISP), the user first makes a physical connection
between their computer 100 and a dial-up networking server
102, the user provides to the dial-up networking servertheir
user ID and password. The dial-up networking server then
passes the user ID and password, along with a temporary
Internet Protocol (IP) addressfor use bythe user to the ISP’s
authentication and accounting server 104. A detailed
description of the IP communications protocol is discussed
in Internetworking with TCP/IP, 3rd ed., Douglas Comer,
Prentice Hall, 1995, which is fully incorporated herein by
reference. The authentication and accounting server, upon
verification of the user ID and password using a database
106 would send an authorization message to the dial-up
networking server 102 to allow the userto use the temporary
IP address assigned to that user by the dial-up networking
server and then logs the connection and assigned IP address.
For the duration of that session, whenever the user would
make a requestto the Internet 110 via a gateway 108, the end
user would be identified by the temporarily assigned IP
address.

The redirection of Internettraffic is most often done with

World Wide Web (WWW)traffic (more specifically, traffic
using the HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol)). However,
redirection is not limited to WWW traffic, and the concept
is valid for all IP services. To illustrate how redirection is

accomplished, consider the following example, which redi-
rects a user’s request for a WWW page(typically an html
(hypertext markup language) file) to some other WWW
page. First, the user instructs the WWW browser(typically
software running on the user’s PC) to access a page on a
remote WWW server by typing in the URL (universal
resource locator) or clicking on a URLlink. Note that a URL
provides information about the communications protocol,
the location of the server(typically an Internet domain name
or IP address), and the location of the page on the remote
server. The browser next sends a request to the server
requesting the page. In response to the user’s request, the
web server sends the requested page to the browser. The
page, however, contains html code instructing the browserto
request some other WWW page—hencethe redirection of
the user begins. The browser then requests the redirected
WWW page according to the URL contained in the first
page’s html code. Alternately, redirection can also be
accomplished by coding the page such that it instructs the
browser to run a program, like a Java applet or the like,
which then redirects the browser. One disadvantage with
current redirection technologyis that control of the redirec-
tion is at the remote end, or WWW server end—andnotthe
local, or user end. That is to say that the redirection is
performed by the remote server, not the user’s local gateway.
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Filtering packets at the Internet Protocol (IP) layer has
been possible using a firewall device or other packetfiltering
device for several years. Although packet filtering is most
often used to filter packets coming into a private network for
security purposes, once properly programed, they canfilter
outgoing packets sent from users to a specific destination as
well. Packetfiltering can distinguish, andfilter based on, the
type of IP service contained within an IP packet. For
example, the packetfilter can determine if the packet con-
tains FTP(file transfer protocol) data, WWW data,or Telnet
session data. Service identification is achieved by identify-
ing the terminating port number contained within each IP
packet header. Port numbers are standard within the industry
to allow for interoperability between equipment. Packet
filtering devices allow network administratorsto filter pack-
ets based on the source and/or destination information, as
well as on the type of service being transmitted within each
IP packet. Unlike redirection technology, packet filtering
technology allows control at the local end of the network
connection, typically by the network administrator.
However, packet filtering is very limited becauseit is static.
Once packet filtering rule sets are programedinto a firewall
or other packetfilter device, the rule set can only be changed
by manually reprogramming the device.

Packet filter devices are often used with proxy server
systems, which provide access controlto the Internet and are
most often used to control access to the world wide web.In

a typical configuration, a firewall or other packetfiltering
devicefilters all WWW requests to the Internet from a local
network, except for packets from the proxy server. That is to
say that a packetfilter or firewall blocksall traffic originating
from within the local network which is destined for con-

nection to a remote server on port 80 (the standard WWW
port number). However, the packetfilter or firewall permits
suchtraffic to and from the proxy server. Typically, the proxy
server is programed with a set of destinations that are to be
blocked, and packets destined for blocked addresses are not
forwarded. When the proxy server receives a packet, the
destination is checked against a database for approval. If the
destination is allowed, the proxy server simply forwards
packets betweenthe local user and the remote server outside
the firewall. However, proxy servers are limited to either
blocking or allowing specific system terminals access to
remote databases.

A recent system is disclosed in U.S. Pat. No. 5,696,898.
This patent discloses a system, similar to a proxy server,that
allows network administrators to restrict specific IP
addresses inside a firewall from accessing information from
certain public or otherwise uncontrolled databases (i.e., the
WWW/(nternet). According to the disclosure, the system has
a relational database which allows network administrators to

restrict specific terminals, or groups of terminals, from
accessing certain locations. Similarly limited as a proxy
server, this invention can only block or allow terminals’
access to remote sites. This system is alsostatic in that rules
programmed into the database need to be reprogramming in
order to change which locations specific terminals mayaccess.

SUMMARYOF THE INVENTION

The present invention allows for creating and implement-
ing dynamically changing rules, to allow the redirection,
blocking, or allowing, of specific data traffic for specific
users, aS a function of database entries and the user’s
activity. In certain embodiments according to the present
invention, when the user connects to the local network,as in
the prior art system, the user’s ID and password are sent to
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the authentication accounting server. The user ID and pass-
word are checked against information in an authentication
database. The database also contains personalized filtering
and redirection information for the particular user ID. Dur-
ing the connection process, the dial-up network server
provides the authentication accounting server with the IP
address that is going to be temporarily assigned to the user.
The authentication accounting server then sends both the
user’s temporary IP address and all of the particular user’s
filter and redirection informationto a redirection server. The

IP address temporarily assigned to the end useris then sent
back to the end user for use in connecting to the network.

Once connected to the network, all data packets sentto, or
received by, the user include the user’s temporary IP address
in the IP packet header. The redirection serveruses thefilter
and redirection information supplied by the authentication
accounting server, for that particular IP address, to either
allow packets to pass through the redirection server
unmolested, block the request all together, or modify the
request according to the redirection information.

When the user terminates the connection with the

network, the dial-up network server informs the authentica-
tion accounting server, which in turn, sends a messageto the
redirection servertelling it to remove any remainingfiltering
and redirection information for the terminated user’s tem-

porary IP address. This then allows the dial-up network to
reassign that IP address to another user. In such a case, the
authentication accounting server retrieves the new user’s
filter and redirection information from the database and

passes it, with the same IP address which is now being used
by a different user, to the redirection server. This new user’s
filter may be different from the first user’s filter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a typical Internet Service
Provider environment.

FIG. 2 is a block diagram of an embodimentof an Internet
Service Provider environment with integrated redirection
system.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
INVENTION

In the following embodiments of the invention, common
reference numerals are used to represent the same compo-
nents. If the features of an embodimentare incorporated into
a single system, these components can be shared and per-
form all the functions of the described embodiments.

FIG. 2. showsa typical Internet Service Provider (ISP)
environment with integrated user specific automatic data
redirection system. In a typical use of the system, a user
employs a personal computer (PC) 100, which connects to
the network. The system employs: a dial-up network server
102, an authentication accounting server 204, a database 206
and a redirection server 208.

The PC 100 first connects to the dial-up network server
102. The connection is typically created using a computer
modem, however a local area network (LAN) or other
communications link can be employed. The dial-up network
server 102 is used to establish a communications link with

the user’s PC 100 using a standard communications proto-
col. In the preferred embodiment Point to Point Protocol
(PPP) is used to establish the physical link between the PC
100 and the dial-up network server 102, and to dynamically
assign the PC 100 an IP address from a list of available
addresses. However, other embodiments may employdif-
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ferent communications protocols, and the IP address may
also be permanently assigned to the PC 100. Dial-up net-
workservers 102, PPP and dynamic IP address assignment
are well knownin theart.

An authentication accounting server with Auto-Navi com-
ponent(hereinafter, authentication accounting server) 204 is
used to authenticate user ID and permit, or deny, access to
the network. The authentication accounting server 204 que-
ries the database 206 to determine if the user ID is autho-

rized to access the network.If the authentication accounting
server 204 determines the user ID is authorized, the authen-
tication accounting server 204 signals the dial-up network
server 102 to assign the PC 100 an IP address, and the
Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server 204 sendsthe redirection server 208 (1) the filter and
redirection information stored in database 206 for that user

ID and (2) the temporarily assigned IP address for the
session. One example of an authentication accounting server
is discussed in U.S. Pat. No. 5,845,070, which is fully
incorporated here by reference. Other types of authentica-
tion accounting servers are knownin the art. However, these
authentication accounting servers lack an Auto-Navi com-
ponent.

The system described herein operates based on user Id’s
supplied to it by a computer. Thus the system does not
“know” who the human being “user” is at the keyboard of
the computer that supplies a user ID. However, for the
purposes of this detailed description, “user” will often be
used as a short hand expression for “the person supplying
inputs to a computer that is supplying the system with a
particular user ID.”

The database 206 is a relational database whichstores the

system data. FIG. 3 shows one embodimentof the database
structure. The database, in the preferred embodiment,
includes the following fields: a user account number, the
services allowed or denied each user (for example: e-mail,
Telnet, FTP, WWW),and the locations each user is allowed
to access.

Rule sets are employed by the system and are unique for
each user ID, or a group of user ID’s. The rule sets specify
elements or conditions about the user’s session. Rule sets

may contain data about a type of service which may or may
not be accessed, a location which may or may not be
accessed, how long to keep the rule set active, under what
conditions the rule set should be removed, when and howto
modify the rule set during a session, and the like. Rule sets
may also have a preconfigured maximum lifetime to ensure
their removal from the system.

The redirection server 208 is logically located between
the user’s computer 100 and the network, and controls the
user’s access to the network. The redirection server 208

performsall the central tasks of the system. The redirection
server 208 receives information regarding newly established
sessions from the authentication accounting server 204. The
Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server 204 queries the database for the rule set to apply to
each newsession, and forwardsthe rule set and the currently
assigned IP address to the redirection server 208. The
redirection server 208 receives the IP address and rule set,
and is programed to implement the rule set for the IP
address, as well as other attendant logical decisions suchas:
checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets
as a function of the mle sets, performing the physical
redirection of data packets based on the rule sets, and
dynamically changing the rule sets based on conditions.
When the redirection server 208 receives information
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regarding a terminated session from the authentication
accounting server 204, the redirection server 208 removes
any outstanding rule sets and information associated with
the session. The redirection server 208 also checks for and

removes expired rule sets from timeto time.
In an alternate embodiment, the redirection server 208

reports all or some selection of session information to the
database 206. This information may then be used for
reporting, or additional rule set generation.

System Features Overview

In the present embodiment, each specific user may be
limited to, or allowed, specific IP services, such as WWW,
FTP and Telnet. This allows a user, for example, WWW
access, but not FTP access or Telnet access. A user’s access
can be dynamically changed by editing the user’s database
record and commanding the Auto-Navi component of the
authentication accounting server 204 to transmit the user’s
newrule set and current IP address to the redirection server
208.

A user’s access can be “locked” to only allow access to
one location, or a set of locations, without affecting other
users’ access. Each time a locked user attempts to access
another location, the redirection server 208 redirects the user
to a default location. In such a case, the redirection server
208 acts either as proxy for the destination address, or in the
case of WWW traffic the redirection server 208replies to the
user’s request with a page containing a redirection com-
mand.

A user mayalso be periodically redirected to a location,
based on a period of time or some other condition. For
example, the user will first be redirected to a location
regardless of what location the user attempts to reach, then
permitted to access other locations, but every ten minutes the
user is automatically redirected to the first location. The
redirection server 208 accomplishes such a rule set by
setting an initial temporary rule set to redirectall traffic; after
the user accesses the redirected location, the redirection
server then either replaces the temporary rule set with the
user’s standard rule set or removes the rule set altogether
from the redirection server 208. After a certain or variable

time period, such as ten minutes, the redirection server 208
reinstates the rule set again.

The following steps describe details of a typical user
session:

Auser connects to the dial-up network server 102 through
computer 100.

The user inputs user ID and password to the dial-up
network server 102 using computer 100 which for-
wards the information to the authentication accounting
server 204

The authentication accounting server 204 queries data-
base 206 and performs validation check of user ID and
password.

Upon a successful user authentication, the dial-up net-
workserver 102 completes the negotiation and assigns
an IP address to the user. Typically, the authentication
accounting server 204 logs the connection in the data-
base 206.

The Auto-Navi componentof the authentication account-
ing server 204 then sends both the user’s rule set
(contained in database 206) and the user’s IP address
(assigned by the dial-up network server 102) in real
timeto the redirection server 208 so thatit can filter the

user’s IP packets.
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The redirection server 208 programsthe rule set and IP
address so as to control(filter, block, redirect, and the
like) the user’s data as a function of the ruleset.

The following is an example of a typical user’s ruleset,
attendant logic and operation:

If the rule set for a particular user(i.e., user UserID-2) was
such as to only allow that user to access the web site
www.us.com, and permit Telnet services, and redirect all
web access from any server at xyz.com to www.us.com,then
the logic would be as follows:

The database 206 would contain the following record for
user UserID-2:

ID UserID-2
Password: secret
FEE
#i## Rule Sets ###
FEE

#service rule expire
http Wwww.us.com 0
http *. xyz.com=>Wwww.us.com 0

the user initiates a session, and sends the correct user ID
and password (UserID-2 and secret) to the dial-up
network server 102. As both the user ID and password
are correct, the authentication accounting server 204
authorizes the dial-up network server 102 to establish a
session. The dial-up network server 102 assigns
UserID-2 an IP address (for example, 10.0.0.1) to the
user and passes the IP address to the authentication
accounting server 204.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 sends both the user’s rule set and the
user’s IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server
208.

The redirection server 208 programsthe rule set and IP
address so as to filter and redirect the user’s packets
according to the rule set. The logic employed by the
redirection server 208 to implementthe rule set is as
follows:
IF source [P-address=10.0.0.1 AND

( (request type=HTTP) AND (destination address=
www.us.com) ) OR (request type=Telnet)

) THENok.
IF source [P-address=10.0.0.1 AND

( (request type=HTTP) AND (destination address=
* xyz.com)

) THEN(redirect=www.us.com)
The redirection server 208 monitors all the IP packets,

checking each against the rule set. In this situation, if IP
address 10.0.0.1 (the address assigned to user ID UserID-2)
attempts to send a packet containing HTTP data (ie.,
attempts to connect to port 80 on any machine within the
xyz.com domain) thetraffic is redirected by the redirection
server 208 to www.us.com. Similarly, if the user attempts to
connect to any service other then HTTP at www.us.com or
Telnet anywhere, the packet will simply be blocked by the
redirection server 208.

When the user logs out or disconnects from the system,
the redirection server will removeall remaining rule sets.

The following is another example of a typical user’s rule
set, attendant logic and operation:

If the rule set for a particular user(i.e., user UserID-3) was
to force the user to visit the web site www.widgetsell.com,
first, then to have unfettered access to other web sites, then
the logic would be as follows:
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The database 206 would contain the following record for
user UserID-3;

ID UserID-3

Password: top-secretHER
### Rule Sets ###
HER

#service rule expire
http *=>www.widgetsell.com 1x

the user initiates a session, and sends the correct user ID
and password (UserID-3 and top-secret) to the dial-up
network server 102. As both the user ID and password
are correct, the authentication accounting server 204
authorizes the dial-up network server 102 to establish a
session. The dial-up network server 102 assigns user ID
3 an IP address (for example, 10.0.0.1) to the user and
passes the IP address to the authentication accounting
server 204.

The Auto-Navi componentof the authentication account-
ing server 204 sends both the user’s rule set and the
user’s IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server
208.

The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to filter and redirect the user’s packets
according to the rule set. The logic employed by the
redirection server 208 to implement the rule set is as
follows:
IF source [P-address=10.0.0.1 AND

(request type=HTTP) THEN (redirect=
www.widgetsell.com)

THEN SET NEW RULE
IF source [P-address=10.0.0.1 AND

(request type=HTTP) THENok.
The redirection server 208 monitors all the IP packets,

checking each against the rule set. In this situation, if IP
address 10.0.0.1 (the address assigned to user ID UserID-3)
attempts to send a packet containing HTTP data (ie.,
attempts to connect to port 80 on any machine) thetraffic is
redirected by the redirection server 208 to www.widgetsell-
.com. Once this is done, the redirection server 208 will
remove the rule set and the user if free to use the web
unmolested.

Whenthe user logs out or disconnects from the system,
the redirection server will removeall remaining rule sets.

In an alternate embodiment a user may be periodically
redirected to a location, based on the number of other
factors, such as the numberof locations accessed, the time
spent at a location, the types of locations accessed, and other
such factors.

A user’s account can also be disabled after the user has

exceeded a length of time. The authentication accounting
server 204 keeps track of user’s time online. Prepaid use
subscriptions can thus be easily managed by the authenti-
cation accounting Server 204.

In yet another embodiment, signals from the Internet 110
side of redirection server 208 can be used to modify rule sets
being used by the redirection server. Preferably, encryption
and/or authentication are used to verify that the server or
other computer on the Internet 110 side of redirection server
208 is authorized to modify the rule set or rule sets that are
being attempted to be modified. An example of this embodi-
ment is where it is desired that a user be redirected to a

particular web site until the fill out a questionnaire or satisfy
some other requirement on such a website. In this example,
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the redirection server redirects a user to a particular website
that includes a questionnaire. After this web site receives
acceptable data in all requiredfields, the web site then sends
an authorization to the redirection server that deletes the

redirection to the questionnaire website from the rule setfor
the user who successfully completed the questionnaire. Of
course, the type of modification an outside server can make
to a rule set on the redirection server is not limited to

deleting a redirection rule, but can include any other type of
modification to the rule set that is supported by the redirec-
tion server as discussed above.

It will be clear to one skilled in the art that the invention

may be implemented to control (block, allow and redirect)
any type of service, such as Telnet, FTP, WWW andthelike.
The invention is easily programmed to accommodate new
services or networksandis notlimited to those services and

networks (e.g., the Internet) now knowin the art.
It will also be clear that the invention may be imple-

mented on a non-IP based networks which implementother
addressing schemes, such as IPX, MAC addresses and the
like. While the operational environment detailed in the
preferred embodimentis that of an ISP connecting users to
the Internet, it will be clear to one skilled in the art that the
invention may be implemented in any application where
control over users’ access to a network or network resources

is needed, such as a local area network, wide area network
and the like. Accordingly, neither the environment nor the
communications protocols are limited to those discussed.

Whatis claimedis:

1. Asystem 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 networkserver andthe redirection
server;

wherein the dial-up network server communicatesa first
user ID for one of the users’ computers and a tempo-
rarily assigned network address for the first user ID to
the authentication accounting server;

wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the
database and communicates the individualized rule set

that correlates with thefirst user ID and the temporarily
assigned network addressto the redirection server; and

wherein data directed toward the public network from the
one of the users’ computers are processed by the
redirection server according to the individualized rule
set.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further provides control over a plurality of data to and from
the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule
set.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further blocks the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized ruleset.

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 ruleset.

5. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further redirects the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized ruleset.

6. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further redirects the data from the users’ computers to
multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule
set.
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7. The system of claim 1, wherein the database entries for
a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs are correlated with
a commonindividualized rule set.

8. In a system comprising a database with entries corre-
lating each of a plurality of user IDs with an individualized
rule set; a dial-up network serverthat receives user IDs from
users’ computers; a redirection server connected to the
dial-up network server and a public network, and an authen-
tication accounting server connected to the database, the
dial-up network server and the redirection server, the
method comprising the steps of:

communicating a first user ID for one of the users’
computers and a temporarily assigned network address
for the first user ID from the dial-up network server to
the authentication accounting server;

communicating the individualized rule set that correlates
with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned
network address to the redirection server from the

authentication accounting server;

and processing data directed toward the public network
from the one of the users’ computers according to the
individualized rule set.

9. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
controlling a plurality of data to and from the users’ com-
puters as a function of the individualized rule set.

10. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
blocking the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

11. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
allowing the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

12. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
redirecting the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

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

14. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
creating database entries for a plurality of the plurality of
users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID further being correlated
with a common individualized ruleset.

15. A system comprising:

a redirection server programed with a user’s rule set
correlated to a temporarily assigned network address;

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

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow
automated modification of at least a portion of the rule
set correlated to the temporarily assigned network
address; and wherein the redirection server is config-
ured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of some combination of time, data
transmitted to or from the user, or location the user
access.

16. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification ofat 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 least a portion of the
rule set as a function of the data transmitted to or from the
user.

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

10

18. 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
access.

19. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.

20. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data
transmitted to or from the user.

21. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or
locations the user access.

22. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of some
combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or
location or locations the user access.

23. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
has a user side that is connected to a computer using the
temporarily assigned network address and a network side
connected to a computer network and wherein the computer
using the temporarily assigned network address is connected
to the computer network through the redirection server.

24. The system of claim 23 wherein instructions to the
redirection server to modify the rule set are received by one
or more of the user side of the redirection server and the
network side of the redirection server.

25. In a system comprising a redirection server containing
auser’s rule set correlated to a temporarily assigned network
address wherein the user’s rule set contains at least one of a

plurality of functions used to control data passing between
the user and a public network; the method comprising the
step of:

modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set while the
user’s rule set remains correlated to the temporarily
assigned network address in the redirection server; and
wherein the redirection server has a user side that is

connected to a computer using the temporarily assigned
network address and a network address and a network

side connected to a computer network and wherein the
computer using the temporarily assigned network
address is connected to the computer network through
the redirection server and the method further includes

the step of receiving instructions by the redirection
server to modify at least a portion of the user’s rule set
through one or more of the user side of the redirection
server and the network side of the redirection server.

26. The method of claim 25, further including the step of
modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set as a
function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or from
the user, and location or locations the user access.

27. The method of claim 25, further including the step of
removing or reinstating at least a portion of the user’s rule
set as a function of one or moreof: time, the data transmitted
to or from the user and the location or locations the user
access.
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