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- United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpLo.gov
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
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%y, UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patents and Trademark Office
P.O.Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.USpto.gov

THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS Date:

JERRY T. SEWELL MAILED

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301

NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761 JuL 18 2012
CENTRAL REEXAMINATION USR

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. : 90012149
PATENT NO. : 6779118
ART UNIT : 3993 , ' '

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

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the time for filing a
reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(q)).

\
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC . (For Patent Owner)
2845 Duke Street :
Alexandria, VA 22314 M
’ AILED
JUL 18 201
JERRY T. SEWELL :  (For Third Party CENTRAL
1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 . Requester) REEXAMINATION ypyy

NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

In re: Ikudome et al. :

Ex Parte Reexamination Proceeding : DECISION ON PETITION

Control No.: 90/012,149 : UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.181 & 1.515(c)
Deposited: February 17,2012 :

For: U.S. Patent No.: 6,779,118

This is a decision on the petition filed by the third party requester on April 19, 2012, entitled
“PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION,” [hereinafter “the petition™].
Petitioner seeks review of the Order Denying Request for Ex Parte Reexamination mailed March
20, 2012.

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

The petition is denied.
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Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 Page 2

REVIEW OF RELEVANT FACTS
* U.S. 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 was filed February 17, 2012 and assigned control no. 90/012,149.

e An order denying the request for reexamination was issued on March 20, 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 CRU Director’s review
on petition is de novo. Therefore, the review will determine whether the examiner’s refusal to
order reexamination was correct, and will not necessarily indicate agreement or disagreement
with every aspect of the examiner’s rationale for denying the request.

The Legal Standard for Ordering Reexamination

A review of 35 U.S.C. §§ 302 and 303 reveals that, by statute, ex parte reexamination of a
United States Patent is only authorized when a consideration of prior art consisting of patents or
printed publications establishes that a substantial new question of patentability exists with
respect to one or more claims of that patent. 35 U.S.C. § 302 requires that a request for ex parte
reexamination be based upon prior art as set forth in 35 U.S.C. § 301, that is, prior art consisting
of patents or printed publications, while 37 CFR § 1.510(b)(1) requires that a request for ex parte
reexamination include “a statement pointing out each substantial new question of patentability
based on the cited patents and printed publications.” A substantial question of patentability
(SNQ) is raised by a cited patent or printed publication when there is a substantial likelihood that
a reasonable examiner would consider the prior art patent or printed publication important in
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Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 Page 3

deciding whether or not the claim is patentable. If the prior art patents and printed publications
relied upon in the request raise a substantial question of patentability, then a “substantial new
question of patentability” is present, unless the same question of patentability has already been
decided by a final court holding of invalidity after all appeals, or by the Office in an earlier
examination or in a reexamination of a patent. If a substantial new question of patentability is
found to be raised, an order granting ex parte reexamination of the patent is issued.

Summary of the Prior Prosecution with Respect to the ‘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 He et al. [“He”’] in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,233,686
to Zenchelsky et al. [“Zenchelsky”]. Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 were rejected as obvious over He
in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of admitted prior art [“APA”]. On appeal, the Board
reversed the rejections of claims 1-31, 33-36, 38-41 and 43-46, affirmed the rejections of claims
32,37, 42 and 47, and issued new grounds of rejection of claims 1, 8, 15 and 25 as obvious over
He, Zenchelsky and APA. Claims 32, 37, 42 and 47 depended from claims 1, 8, 15 and 25,
therefore the Board simply said that the independent claims would be rejected over He,
Zenchelsky and APA for the same reasons as the dependent claims. The Board did not issue new
grounds of rejection for the other dependent claims.

Upon return of jurisdiction to the examiner, the patent owner made several amendments. It
cancelled claims 1, 8, 15, 25, 32, 37, 42 and 47, all claims still under rejection after the Board
decision. It kept as original the no-longer-rejected claims 2-7, 9-14 and 24. It amended claims
16-23 and 26-27; these amendments were minor changes to correct typographical errors and to
place some claims in independent form. Other amendments were made that are not relevant to
the instant proceeding. ‘

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

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

* new grounds of rejection are indicated. The remaining prior art of record has been
considered and not found to raise further issues beyond those issues already addressed by
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, claims [2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and
26-27] are [confirmed/patentable].
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Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 Page 4

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

In summary, the rejections based on He in view of Zenchelsky were reversed by the Board.
Rejections based on He, Zenchelsky and APA were affirmed, and new grounds of rejection of
some claims were also instituted by the Board based on this combination. The Board did not
apply this combination to other claims

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

The present request for reexamination proposes that claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 are
obvious over He in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of APA. As noted, these claims
were rejected in the previous proceeding as obvious over He in view of Zenchelsky. The Board
reversed that rejection, finding that the references lacked the “redirection server” of the
independent claims. The Board affirmed rejections of other dependent claims where APA was
added to the combination, finding that APA teaches a redirection server. The Board entered new
grounds of rejection for the independent claims only, rejecting them over He, Zenchelsky and
APA. The Board did not address the merits of claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 individually;
the rejections were reversed due to the reversal as to the independent claims, and the new
grounds were not applied to these claims. The requester argues that He, Zenchelsky and APA
should now be applied to these claims as well.

The reexamination examiner denied the present request seemingly for two reasons. He stated
that the request was premature because the claims, as amended in the previous reexamination,
had not yet published, therefore the request was drawn to these not-yet-existing claims rather
than the claims in effect at the time of the determination, as required by MPEP § 2240(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 over and above such
issues. Id. at 2-3. This would apparently mean that the requester presented the same question of
patentability as addressed in the previous examination.

Petitioner argues that that the request sufficiently addresses the claims of the patent, the claims
that were in effect at the time of the determination as required by 35 U.S.C. § 303 and 37 CFR §
1.515(a). The Director agrees with petitioner. In this case the relevant claims are those that
originally issued in the ‘118 patent, as the 90/009,301 certificate did not issue until after the
determination. Claims 2-7 and 9-14 have not been changed and remain as originally present in
the ‘118 patent. The request addresses those claims, as originally patented, therefore the request
is properly grounded in the statute in that its proposed SNQs “affect[] any claim of the patent” as
required by 35 U.S.C. § 303(a). It likewise addresses “the claims in effect at the time of the
determination” as required by 37 CFR § 1.515(a). The Director therefore does not deny the
request for this reason.
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Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 Page 5

The request also addresses other claims as they were amended in the ‘9301 proceeding. As
stated, the certificate had not yet issued at the time of the determination, so those claims were not
yet in effect at that time. The MPEP, however, recognizes this precise issue, and permits a
requester to address proposed amended claims from other co-pending proceedings “to permit
examination of the entire patent package” so long as the request is otherwise properly based in
the claims in effect at that time. MPEP § 2240(II). The present request satisfies these
requirements, as it is grounded at 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 of the certificate.

Accordingly, the request was not improper for being drawn to claims not in 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 whether it is new.

A clear question of patentability has been raised in light of the prosecution of the ‘9301
proceeding. In that proceeding all of the claims at issue here were rejected as obvious over He in
view of Zenchelsky. The Board addressed only the independent claims, and reversed the
rejections based on the references lacking a feature. The Board however replaced those reversed
rejections with a new rejection, adding APA to the combination. The Board, however never
addressed the dependent claims, including 2-7, 9-14, 16-23 and 26-27. Given that the reversal
was only based on the independent claims, the reversed rejections were basically corrected by
adding APA, and there was no finding of error in the original application of He and Zenchelsky
to the dependent claims, a reasonable examiner would conclude that adding APA would also be
important to the dependent claims. Thus, the requester’s application of He, Zenchelsky and APA
to substantially the same claims raises a question of patentability.

The question then is whether the question of patentability is “new.” A first issue is whether this
combination was considered by the Board as to the dependent claims. The Director finds that
there is no evidence that the Board considered the combination as to the dependent claims. 37
CFR § 41.50(b) permits the Board to set forth a new ground of rejection, but the rule says the
Board “may” include a new ground of rejection, and indeed MPEP § 1213.02 tells us that “the
exercise of authority under 37 CFR 41.50(b) is discretionary.” MPEP § 1213.02 further tells us
that because it is discretionary, “no inference should be drawn from a failure to exercise that

' This analysis was technically unnecessary in light of the de novo review and the denial for other reasons. The
issue was important to address, however, as it appeared to be a primary reason for the examiner denymg the request
and because it was the primary issue addressed in the petition.
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Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 ' Page 6

discretion.” That the Board declined to reject claims 2 et al. under the combination with APA
therefore does not tell us whether the Board actually considered such a rejection.

The final issue is whether the examiner considered the combination. Again, the examiner
explicitly recited in the NIRC, as to the claims at issue here:

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

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

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

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

The purpose of reexamination is to address questions of patentability that were not before the
Office previously, not to question the previous examiner’s judgment. See In re Swanson, 88
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Reexamination Control No. 90/012,149 Page 7

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

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

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

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

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

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

Irem Yéicel
Director, Central Reexamination Unit
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patent No. : 6,779,118
Reexamination Control No. : 90/012,149

Filed : February 2, 2012
Examiner : John Hotaling
Art Unit ; 3992
Confirmation No. : 4719

AUTHORIZATION TO CHARGE DEPOSIT ACCOUNT
ACCOMPANYING
PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION
OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

This authorization to charge Deposit Account No. 503550 accompanies a Petition
under 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.18 for Reconsideration of Denial of Request for
Ex Parte Reexamination.

Neither MPEP 2228 nor 37 CFR 1.515 nor 37 CFR 1.181 specifies a fee that
must accompany the Petition. Accordingly, no fee is being submitted herewith.
However, if any fee is required for the Petition, the Commissioner is authorized to
charge the fee to the undersigned attorney’s Deposit Account No. 503550 associated
with Customer No. 51476.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: April 19, 2012 By: [Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
Customer No. 51476
Registration No. 31,567
Requestor of Record
949-433-2849
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patent No. : 6,779,118
Reexamination Control No. : 90/012,149

Filed : February 2, 2012
Examiner : John Hotaling
Art Unit ; 3992
Confirmation No. : 4719

PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND 1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION
OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

The Requestor of the above-identified ex parte reexamination hereby petitions for
reconsideration of the March 20, 2012 Order Denying Ex Parte Reexamination
("Order").

Requestor filed a Request for Reexamination (the "Request") on February 2,
2012, which identified Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of US Patent No. 6,779,118
for reexamination. The Order found that the request was improper in view of the prior
pending reexamination with Control No. 90/009,301 (the "prior reexamination"). As
stated in the Order:

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

concurrent pending Reexamination proceeding 90/009301. The request

appears to allege an SNQ based on issues currently pending before the
office. While the claims in the pending reexamination appear to have

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

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

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

2240(11).

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

Requestor respectfully disagrees. Although a second reexamination request
must be based on the claims in effect at the time of the 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 claims in effect at the
time of the determination.

Indeed, this must be so because Claims 2-7 and 9-14 were not amended at all
during the prior reexamination. Thus, at a minimum, the Request is based on Claims 2-
7 and 9-14 as they were in effect at the time of the determination, so reexamination is
proper on those claims.

Requestor’'s arguments on Claims 16-24 and 26-27 are permitted as “information
directed to a proposed new or amended claim in the pending reexamination” presented
to “permit examination of the entire patent package.” MPEP § 2240(ll). Furthermore,
Claims 16-24 and 26-27 were only amended in insubstantial ways, so the claims in the
prior reexamination are essentially identical to those in effect at the time of the
determination. Thus, reexamination is also proper on Claims 16-24 and 26-27.

Since Requestor applied the correct claims in the Request for Reexamination,
the Request should be granted and a new reexamination should proceed. Since a
Reexamination Certificate has already issued in the prior reexamination, any
reexamination proceedings based on the present Request should apply the claims as
issued in the Reexamination Certificate. However, Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27
in the Reexamination Certificate are essentially identical to the corresponding claims of
the original patent, so the arguments presented in the present Request apply equally to

render the claims of the Reexamination Certificate unpatentable.

Statement of Facts
On August 17, 2004, US Patent No. 6,779,118 to Ikudome et al. ("the 118
patent”) issued.

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

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

1 Although the Order refers to the “claims in effect at the time of the request,” the
relevant rule refers to the “claims in effect at the time of the determination.” 37 CFR
§ 1.515; MPEP § 2240(ll).
2.
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reexamination on January 6, 2012. Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate No. 8926 in that
reexamination issued on March 27, 2012.

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

Claims 16-24 were dependent claims in the original patent. Independent base
Claim 15 was cancelled in the reexamination. Claims 16-23 were each amended during
reexamination to present each claim as an independent claim that included limitations
from Claim 15. During the course of the reexamination, Claim 15 was amended to
correct the misspelled word “programmed” to “programmed;” to revise the phrase “to
control passing” to “control 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 amended to correct the ungrammatical phrase
“the user access” to “the user accesses” at a second location in each of the claims.

Claim 24 depends from amended Claim 23 and was deemed to patentable
because of the dependence from a patentable claim.

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

Claim 27 was amended to modify the phrase “the location or locations the user
access” to “a location or locations the user accesses.”

The Patent Owner stated that all of the amendments, other than the bodily
incorporation of the text from Claim 15 into dependent Claims 16-24, were made “to
correct minor typographical and grammatical errors,” as set forth on page 10 of the
attached Exhibit A (November 14, 2009 Patent Owner's “Response under 37 CFR
1.111 and Proposed Amendment under 37 CFR 1.530” in Reexamination Proceeding
90/009,301). The Patent Owner also stated that “the original patented claims 15, 18,
21, 26, and 27 are merely ungrammatical,” as set forth on page 8 of attached Exhibit B
(October 4, 2010 Patent Owner’'s “After Final Response under 37 CFR 1.116 and
Proposed Amendment” in Reexamination Proceeding 90/009,301. The bodily
incorporation of Claim 15 into Claims 16-24 did not change the scope of Claims 16-24.

Panasonic-1011
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Thus, except for correction of minor typographical and grammatical errors, amended
Claims 16-24 do not differ from the claims in the original patent.

The present Request for Reexamination was filed February 12, 2012. On March
20, 2012, the present Request was denied in the Order Denying Request for Ex Parte
Reexamination, on the grounds that the Request was not based on the claims in effect
at the time of the request, but rather on the claims as amended during the prior

reexamination.

The Reexamination 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 the prior art cited therein, with or without consideration of other patents
or printed publications. The examiner's determination will be based on the claims in
effect at the time of the determination.”

Regarding the present Request, it is undisputed that the “claims in effect” are the
claims that issued on August 17, 2004, as U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118. The Request was
based on Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of that patent. Therefore, contrary to the
Order’s assertion, the present Request is based on the claims in effect at the time of the
determination. Accordingly, the Request for Reexamination should be granted.

The Order provides no reason to believe otherwise. It states that “the request
appears to allege an SNQ based on issues currently pending before the office,” but it
does not state that the request is based on claims currently pending before the Office.
The Order fails to identify a single difference between the claims in effect at the time of
the determination and the claims requested for reexamination.

The present Request identified Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 for
reexamination. Of the identified claims, Claims 2-7 and 9-14 remained unamended
throughout the prior reexamination, so those claims are exactly identical to the claims in
effect at the time of the determination. Thus, at a minimum, the Request applied Claims
2-7 and 9-14 as they were in effect at the time of the determination, so reexamination
should be granted on those claims.

Panasonic-1011
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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(ll) states:

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

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

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

reexamination may also provide information directed to any

proposed new or amended claim in the pending reexamination, to
permit examination of the entire patent package.
(Emphasis added.)
As explained above, the request for reexamination of Claims 2-7 and 9-14 is
uncontrovertibly based on the “claims in effect at the time of the determination.” Thus,
arguments in the Request regarding Claims 16-24 and 26-27 are proper at least “to
permit examination of the entire patent package,” as explicitly provided for by the
MPEP.

Furthermore, the analysis of Claims 16-24 and 26-27 in the February 2, 2012
Request applies equally to the claims in effect at the time of the determination and the
claims as amended during the prior reexamination. The bodily incorporation of
independent claims was done only to comply with Patent Office procedures, and did not
change the scope of the claims. The Patent Owner admitted that the other
amendments were only “to correct minor typographical and grammatical errors.”
(Exhibit A at 10; accord Exhibit B at 8.) Because of the nature of these amendments,
any arguments raised against the patentability of the amended claims would apply
equally to the claims in effect at the time of the determination. Accordingly, the Request
correctly raised a substantial new question of patentability as to Claims 16-24 and 26-27
as they were in effect at the time of the determination.

For the aforementioned reasons, Requestor properly based the Request on the
claims in effect at the time of the determination. The Order provided no other reason for
denying the request. Accordingly, the Request should be granted.
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Reexamination Should Proceed Based on the Claims As Issued on the

Reexamination Certificate

Although the determination of whether to grant the present Request is based on
the claims in effect at the time of the determination, the subsequent reexamination
should proceed based on the claims as amended during the prior reexamination.
“Where a request for reexamination is granted and reexamination is ordered, the first
Office action and any subsequent reexamination prosecution should be on the basis of
the claims as amended by any copending reexamination or reissue proceeding.”
MPEP § 2243 (Emphasis added).

The reexamination certificate in the prior reexamination was issued on March 27,
2012. Thus, upon granting the present Request for Reexamination, the subsequent
reexamination proceeding should be based on the claims in the reexamination

certificate.

The Arquments 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 claims in effect at the
time of the determination, namely the claims as originally issued with U.S. Patent
No. 6,779,118. However, the arguments presented in the Request apply equally to
those claims as issued in the Reexamination Certificate.

The Request provides arguments for the unpatentability of Claims 2-7, 9-14,
16-24 and 26-27 as originally issued in the 118 patent. Claims 2-7 and 9-14 of the
Reexamination Certificate are identical to Claims 2-7 and 9-14 of the original patent.
Claims 16-24 and 26-27 of the Reexamination Certificate are identical to the respective
claims of the original patent, other than minor spelling and grammatical corrections.
Because the claims of the Reexamination Certificate are essentially identical to the
original claims of the 118 patent, the arguments presented in the present Request
apply equally to both sets of claims.
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Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, Requestor respectfully submits that the Request for
Reexamination was in fact based on the claims in effect at the time of the request.
Accordingly, the Order Denying Ex Parte Reexamination should be reversed.

Authorization to Charge Deposit Account for any Petition Fee
Neither MPEP 2228 nor 37 CFR 1.515 nor 37 CFR 1.181 specifies a fee that
must accompany this Petition. Accordingly, no fee is being submitted herewith.

If any fee is required for this Petition, the Commissioner is authorized to charge
the fee to the undersigned attorney’s Deposit Account No. 503550.
Respectfully submitted,

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

| hereby certify that a copy of the attached PETITION UNDER 37 CFR §§ 1.515(c) AND
1.181 FOR RECONSIDERATION OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR EX PARTE
REEXAMINATION is being served by First Class US Mail on April 19, 2012, on the
current attorneys of record for the Patent Owner:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street
Alexandria VA 22314

By: IJerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
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Ri 34 {66 A02
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Inventor: Koichire lkudome, et al. Art Unit; 3992

Reexamination Froceeding: 0/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609
{hased on U.S. Patent No. 6,779,118)

Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell
For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR 1111
AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.330

Attr: Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexamination” November 14, 2000
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 15, 2009 in the
above-identified ex-parte reexamination proceeding, please amend the preseat claims and add
new claime as proposed below and consider the detailed traversal below, wherein:

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

Amendments 1o the Claims begin on page 3 of this paper.

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 8§ of this paper.

Notice of Concurrent Litigation appears on page 8 of this paper.

Evidence of Service of this Response on the 3™ party requester is found after the last page

of this paper.
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STATUS OF CLAIMS

Clatms 1-27 are subject to reexamination, and are rejected. Claims 1-14, 16, 17, 19, 20,
and 22-25 are not amended. Claims 135, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are proposed to be amended. Claims

28-47 are proposed new claims.

o]
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS

Please amend clagmys 15, 18, 21, 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 set contains at least one of a plurality of

functions used to control data passing between the user and a public netwark;

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at lcast a
portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and
portion of the rale st ag a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or frem the

nset, of jocation the user altempis 1o access.

18. (Cumrently Amended) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured
to allow muodification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or locations

the user atiempts o access.

21. (Cumrently Amended) The system of claim 13, 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 focations the user attenpis 1o access.
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26, (Currently Amended) The method of claim 25, further inclading the step of modifying at
least a portion of the user’s rule set as g function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or

from the user, and location or locations the user atempis to access.
27, (Carrently Amended) The method of claim 25, further including the step of removing or
reinstating at least a portion of the user’s rule set as a function of one or more of> time, the data

transmitted to or from the user and {the] a location or locations the user gitempts to access.

28, {New, proposed) The system of claim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes at least one

rule as a function of a tvpe of 1P (Internet Protocol) service,

29, (New, proposed) The system of ¢laim 1, wherein the individual rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and a standard rude set, and wherein the redirection server is confisured (o

utilize the temporary rule set for an inital period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rule set,

30, (New, proposed’ The svstem of claim 1, wherein the individoal rule set includes at lcast one

rule allowing access based on a request tvpe and a destination address.

31, (New, proposed) The svstem of claim 1. wherein the individual rule set includes at least one

rule redivecting the data 1o a new destination address based on a request Lvpe and an altempted

destination address,

Panasonic-1011
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32. {(New, proposed) The svstem of claim 1, wherein the redirection server is confivured 0

redirect data from the users’ compulters 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

w
o
sﬁ&

33, {(New, proposed) The method of claim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule as a function of a type of 1P (Intemet Protocol) servige,

34, (New, proposed) The method of claun 8. wherein the individual rule set includes an initial

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

atilize the terporary rule set for an initial period of time and to thereafier niilize the standard

rule set.

35, (New, proposed) The method of claim 8, whercin the individual rule set includes at least

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

36, (New, proposed) The method of claim 8, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rale redirecting the data to a new destination address based on a request tvpe and an

attemipted destination address,

37, (New, proposed) The method of claim 8, wherein the redivection server is configured to

redirect data from the users” computers by replacing a first destination address in an 1P (Intermet

Panasonic-1011
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protocol) packet beader by a second destination address as a function of the individualized rule

sef.

35, {(New, proposedy The system of claim 15, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

one rule as a function of a tvpe of IP (Intermet Protocol) service.

39, (New, proposed) The svsiem of claim 13, wherein the individoal rule set includes an initial

tenporary sule set and a standard e set, and wherein the redirection server is confisured to

atilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of Gime and to thereafter wtilize the standard

e set,

40, (New, proposed’ The system of claim 15, wherein the individoal rale set includes at least

one rude allowinge access based on a request type and a destination address.

41, {New, proposed) The system of claim 15, wherein the individual rule set includes at least

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

attempted destination address.

2. _{(New, proposcd) The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is confisured 1o

redirect data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an [P (Intermnet

protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the mdividualized rule

set.

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

one tule as a function of a tvpe of 1P (nteret Protocol) service.

44, (New, proposed) The method of cladm 25, wherein the individual rule set includes an initial

ternporary rule set and a standard rule set. and wherein the redivection server is confivured to

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of time and 1o thereafter utilize the standard

rule set,

43, (New, pronosed) The method of claim 25, wherein the individual rule set mcludes at least

ope rule allowing access hased on a request tvpe and a destination address.

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

one rule redirecting the data {0 a pew destination address based on a request type and an

attempied destination address.

47, {(New, proposed) The method of claim 25, wherein the redirection server is confisured to

redirect data from the gsers” computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP {Internet

arotocol) packet header by a second destinaiion address as g function of the individualized rule

set,

-3
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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS

i Introduction and Discussion of Preliminary Issues
A, introduciion

This Response and Proposed Amendment is filed in reply to the Office Action mailed
September 13, 2009, As the due date for filing 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 copy of this Response is being served on the third party requester pursuant to 37 CFR
1.248 and 37 CFR 1.5530(D).

Clainas 1-27 are subject to reexamination, and are rejected. Claims 1-14, 16, 17, 19, 20,
and 22-25 are not amended. Claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are proposed to be amended. Claims

28-47 are proposed new claims. No new matter is added, nor is the scope of the claims enlarged.

B. Natice of Concurrent Litieation

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

Lindsmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., No. 2:08-cv-D0264-TIW-CE
in the United States District Cowrt 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

Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. SBC Internet Services, Inc., No. 2:08-cv-00385-

TIW in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas.

8
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€, Proposed Rejections from Reguest for Reexamination are Not Used

Fatent 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 introduced new
rejections which were not proposed by the Request for Reexamination,

Specifically, the pending Office Action rejected claims 1-27 under 35 U.S.C. § 103{(a) as
being unpatentable over UL.S. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He ‘4517) in view of U.S.
Patent No. 6,233,686 (hereinafter “Zenchelsky™). As stated on page 2 of the Office Action, He
431 15 newly-cited mt. Patent Owner notes that Zenchelsky was previously cited 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 Reguest for

Reegaminaiion.

9
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I Amendments - New Claims

By this Amendment, claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are amended o correct minor
typographical and grammatical errors, and new claims 28-47 are proposed to be added.

The newly added claims find support throughout the patent specification and claims, as
originally filed. Specific examples of support for each of the new claims are mentioned helow,
although the totality of support for each claim is not necessarily limited to any such specific
suppaort.

New dependent claims 28, 33, 38, and 43 are supported by, at a minimumny, the Prosent
Patent at colummn 2, lines 8-14. New dependent claims 29, 34, 39, and 44 are supported by, at a
minimum, the Present Patent at column 5, Hnes 31-44. New dependent claims 30, 33, 40, and 45
are supported by, al a minimam, the Present Patent at column 6, 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. New dependent claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are supported by, at a minimun, the Present

Patent at column 6, hines 47-49,

M.  Summary of Rejections

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent
No. 0,088,451 (hereinafter “He 4317 in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,233,686 (hereinafter
“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.

10
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IV, Rejection of Claims 1-7

A. Independent Claim 1

Independent claim 1 recites, in part, “wherein the authentication accounting server
accesses the database and communicates the individualized rule sef that correlates with the
first user 1D and the temporanly assigned network address to the redirection server.”

Ag an iflustrative and non-limiting example of claim 1, the Present Patent states {at lines
33-39 of column 4) that the "Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server 204
queries the database for the role set to apply to cach new session, and forwards the rufe 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 61 to column 138, line 1. However, He ‘451, at column 17, line 61 to
column 18, line 1, merely states:

{2y Upon receiving the user request message, the asuthentication server
202 uses the user identifier in the in the message to look up the user
registration database 210 and retrieves a record corresponding to that user
(user record). A response message is prepared by the authentication server
202 and sent back to the user. The response message confaing a general
ticket for the wser to communicate with the credential server 204 for
authentication, {emphasis added)

He 431, at columm 16, lines 52-67, states that a “record” may include the list of “user
credentials”™ reflecting “the most recent changes (o 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 servey
“acvesses the database and communicates the individualized rule set that corvelates with the

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

required by claim 1.

1}
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Further, Patent Owner 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 )

Dependent claim 3 recites, in part, “the redivection server further redireets the data o
and from the nsers’ computers as a function of the individualized rale set.”

As an ilustrative and non-limiting example of claim 3, the present patent states: “[ithe
redirection server programs the rule set and the IP address so as to filter and redirect the user's
packets according to the rule set” (at column 6, lines 37-39)% “dynamically changing rules, to
allow the redirection, blocking, or allowing” {at column 2, lines 62-63); and “pass . .. block . . .
or modify the request according to the redirection information™ (at colunmn 3, ines 18-20).

Further, the Present Patent provides a specific flustrative and non-limiting example of
redirecting a message from a first destination address {or attempted destination address) of
“Exyz.com” to a second destination address {or redivected destination address) of
“www.us.com™ {at colummn 6 line 21, and ai column 6 lines 46-49).

The Office Action, at page 5, asserts that He ‘451 discloses the above feature at column
19, lines 2-11. However, He "481, at cotumun 19, lines 2-11, merely states:

Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list
of user credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list
in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent back in a response

message and will be used for the user {0 commanicate with the network
element access server 206. (emphasis added)

Additionally, He “451, at column 9, lines 38-41, merely discloses “an aceess control list

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

12
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atlowed to access it and the kind of access rights that are allowed o 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 who is allowed access. He 451 does not redireet data.

Further, FIG. 5 of He ‘431 merely discloses a state diagram. Specifically, element 304 is
the “Login™ state, which can transition to three other states:

a} element 306: the “Authorization OK” state;

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

¢} element 310 the “Terminate™ state.

As discussed in the He ‘451 specification st column 26, line 33 1w column 27, line 12,
FIG, § illustrates an exemplary state diagram of an operational flow. There is no disclosure of
redivecting data from a user. Rather, FIG. 5 appears to merely block data from a user when the
“No Match™ state is reached, and also when the “Terminate” state is reached. Further, FIG. 5
also appears to merely allow data {(without redirection} when the “Authorization OK” state is
reached.

Thus, He 451 does not teach or suggest that the redirection server “redirects the data”
as required by dependent claim 3.

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

withdrawn.

C. Dependent Claim 6 (depends from clam D)

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

sel.” Hlustrative examples of redirecting data are discussed above with respect to claim S,
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The Office Action, at page 6, asserfs that He 431 discloses the above feature at FIG. 10,
wherein the phural network elements 104 allegedly represent multiple potential destinations for
interaction based on particular user credentials. However, as discussed ahove with respect to
claim 3, He 451 merely blocks or allows access, and merely determines the kind of access rights
that are allowed to cach user who is allowed access. He ‘451 does not redirect data.

Thus, He 431 does not teach or suggest that “the redirection server further redirects the
data from the users’ computers to mulitiple destinations as 2 function of the individualized
rule set,” as required by dependent claim 6.

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

withdrawi.

Y. Rejection of claims 8-14

A. Independent Claim 8

Independent claim § recites, i part, “communicating the ndividualized rule set that
carrelates with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection
sever from the authentication accounting server,”

As an tllustrative and non-himiting example of claim 8, the Present Patent states (at lines
55-59 of column 4) 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 IF address to the redirection server 208.”

The Office Action, at page 7, asserts that the above feature of claim 8 is disclosed by He
‘451 at colurn 17, line 61 to column 18§, line 1. However, He ‘451, at columm 17, line 61 to

column 18, line 1, merely states:

14
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(2} Upon receiving the user request and retrieves a record corresponding
to that gser (user record). A response message is prepared by the
authentication server 202 and message, the authentication server 202 uses
the user identifier in the in the message to look up the user registration
database 210 sent back to the user. The response message contains a
general ticket for the user o 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 §-14 should be

withdrawn.

B. Dependent Claim 12 {depends rom claim &)

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

"

computers as a function of the individualized rule set.
Ax an lustrative and pon-limiting embodiment of ¢laim 12, the Present Patent states:
“Itthe redirection server programs the rule set and the IP address so as to filter and redirect the

user’'s packets according to the rule set” (at column 6, lines 37-39); “dynamically changing rules,

to altow the redirection, blocking, or allowing” (at column 2, lnes 62-63) and “pass . . .
g g . ;

15

Panasonic-1011
Exhibit A Page 38 of 307



Ri341006 AG2

block . . . or modify the request according to the redirection information” (at column 3, lines {]-
20 203, Further, Present Patent provides a specific illustrative example of redirecting a message
from a destination address of “¥.xyz.com”™ fo a redirected destination address of
“www.us.com” (at column 6 line 21, and at column 6 lines 46-48).
19, lines 2-11. However, He 431, at column 19, lines 2-11, merely states:
Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list
of aser 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
clement access server 200, {emphasis added)

Additionally, He *451, at column 9, lines 38-41, merely discloses “an sceess control list
for each network resource or information . . . shall contain the list of user identifiers who are
allowed to access it and the kind of access rights that are allowed o 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 who is allowed access. He *451 docs not redirect data.

Thus, He 451 does not teach or suggest “redirecting the data” as required by dependens
claim 12,

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

withdrawn.

C. Dependent claim 13 {depends from claim §)

Dependent claim 13 recites, in part, “the redircction server further redirects the data
from the users’ computers to muitiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule

set.” Hlustrative examples of redirecting data are discussed above with respect to claim 12.
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The Office Action, at pages & and 9, 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 12, He 451 merely blocks or allows access, and merely determines the
kind of access rights that are allowed to cach 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 “redirects the data
from the users’ computers to multiple destinations™ as required by dependent ¢laim 13,

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

withdrawn,

VI,  Rejection of claims 15-24

Al Independent Claim 13

Amended independent claim 13 recites, in part, “the redirection server s 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 a location that the user
attempts to access.”

As an illustrative and nop-imiting 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 rule may be automnatically
removed [rom the rule set after being invoked a single time. I this example, the rule set is
automatically modified (by removal) as a function of a combination of time and the location that

the user attempts 1O access.
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Similarly, as another Hlustrative and non-limiting example of claim 18, a redirection rule
that will expire after two uses (“expire” and “2x"'} may be decremented (automatically modified)
after the fiust invocation to expire after one more use (Yexpire” and “1x7), and then may be
removed (avtomatically modified again) after the modified rule (*1x7) is invoked.

The Office Action, at page 10, asserts that the above feature of claim 135 is disclosed by
He 451 at colamn 17, Hine 13, and column 17, Hoes 1921, However, He *451, &t column 17,
lines 6-13, moerely states, “Jolther administrative infermation to enhance the effectivencss of
the network 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 appeur to
remain tnchanged, even after the maximum lifetime of the guthentication expires,

First, He *451 merely discloses a system security administrator {a person), and does not
teach or suggest an “antomated modification of at least a portion of the rule set,” as required by
clamm 1.

Second, He *451 merely discloses a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” but does
not ach or suggest “modification™ at least a portion of the rule set as a fanction of “time, dat
transmitted to or from the user, or a location that the nser atiempts to access,” as required by
clamm 1.

Third, even if He *451 discloses modifying at least a portion of the rale set as a fanction
of time (which the Patent Owner does not admit), then He ‘451 still does not wach or suggest
“automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set . . . as a function of some

combination of lime, data transmitted to or from the user, or a location that the user attempts o
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aF

ACCESS.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that He ‘451 does not teach or suggest “automated
madification of at least a portion of the rule set . . . as a function of some combination of
time, data transmitted 1o or from the user, or a location that the user attempts to access,”
as required by claim 135,

Further, Patent Owner submits that dependent claims 16-24 depend from claim 15, and
are patentable for the same reasons as claim 13, as well as on their own merits.

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

withdrawn.

B. Dependent claim 16 {depends from ¢laim 13

Dependent clabm 16 recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured lo allow
modification of at least a portion of the rule sef as a function of time." As discussed above
with respect to claun 13, He 431 does not teach or suggest this featyre.

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

withdrawn.

. Dependent claim 18 {depends from claim 15

Amended dependent claim I8 recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to
allow modification of at least a portion of the rule set ay a function of the location the user
attempts to access.”

The Office Action, at page 11, asserts that the above feature of claim 18 is disclosed by

He "431 at colunm 17, hoes 1921 However, He ‘451, at colomn 17, lines 19-21, merely
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provides a database tool for the security system administrator (a haman) o “create, delete,
disable and modify a user account.”

Thus, He 451 does not teach or suggest modifying the nide sct “ag a function of the
location the user attempts to access,” as required by dependent claim 18,

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

withdrawn,

YII.  Rejection of claimg 23-27

A Independent Claim 25

Independent claim 25 recites, In part, “meodifying at least g 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, lmes 19-21. However, He ‘451, at column 17, lines 19-21, merely states,
*filt is desirable that a database be provided for the system seawrity administrator to create,
delete, disable and medify a user account.™ In other words, He *451 merely modifies, but does
not teach or suggest when this modification ocours,

Thus, He ‘451 does not teach or suggest “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
i1 the redivection server,” as required by independent claim 25,

Dependent claim 26 and 27 depend from independent claimy 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 of claims 25-27 should be withdrawn.
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VI, New Claims (dependent 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 varrower scope than at least one of
the claims of the Present Patent.  Since all of the original claims of the Present Pateni are
patentable for the reasons discussed above, the proposed new claims 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 respeetively from independent
claims 1. 8, 15, and 23, Each of now dependent claims 28, 33, 38, and 43 recites, in part, “the
individual rule set includes at 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 over the cited prior art,

Proposed new dependent claim 29, 34, 39, and 44 depend vespectively from independent
claims 1, 8, 15, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 29, 34, 39, and 44 recites, in par,
“wherein the individual rule set includes an initial temporary rule set and a standard rule
set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to utilize the temporary rule set for an
initial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard rule set.” Patent Owner submits
that this claimed feature s not disclosed by He *451 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new
dependent claims are patentable over the cited prior art.

Proposed new dependent claims 30, 35, 40, and 45 depend respectively from independent
claims 1, 8, 15, and 25, Each of new dependent claims 30, 35, 40, and 45 recites, in part, “the

individual rule set includes at least one rule allowing access based on a request type and a
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destination address.” Patent Owner submits that this claimed feature is not disclosed by He
431 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependent claims are patentable over the cited prior
art.

Proposed new dependent claims 31, 36, 41, and 46 depend respectively from independent
claims 1, 8, 15, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 31, 36, 41, and 46 recites, in part, “the
individual rule set includes at least one rule redirecting data to a new destination address
based on a request type and an attempted destination address.” Patent Qwner submits that
this claimed feature is not disclosed by He ‘451 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependent
claims are patertable over the cited prior art.

Proposed new dependent claims 32, 27, 42, and 47 depend respectively from independent
claims I, 8, 15, and 25. Each of new dependent claims 32, 27, 42, and 47 recites. in part, “the
redivection server is configored to redirect data from the users’ computers by replacing a
first destination address in an IP (Internet protocel) packet header by a secend destination
address as a function of the individualized rule set.” Patent Owner submits that this claimed
feature is not disclosed by He ‘4581 or by Zenchelsky, and thus these new dependent claims are
patentable over the cited prior art, |

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

allowed.

b2
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IX. Conclusion

For at least the above reasons, it i respectfully submitted that patented claims 1-27 are
patentably distinguished over the applied prior art.  Thus, reconsideration and confirmation of
the patenlability of claims 1-27, allowance of new claims 28-47 and an early Notice of Intent to
Issue a Reexamination Cextificate are respectfully solicited.

It is believed that all of the pending issues have been addressed. However, the absence of
a reply 1o a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreenient with or concession
of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above may not be
cxhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or other claims)
that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this reply should be construed as an intent to
concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this reply, and the
amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the claim
prior to its amendment.

Patent Owner has submitted herewith the fees for the newly added claims. 1t is believed
that no other fees are required.  However, should any additional fee or fees be necessary for
consideration of the papers filed herein, please charge any such fee or fees and refund any excess

payments to Deposit Account No. 50-2929, referencing docket no. R1341006.
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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 number.

HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LI1C
2845 Duke Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

TEL: {703) 370-4800
FAX: (703) 370-4809
E-MAIL: patent@hershkovitz.net

R {31006, A02; AFVEG

24
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Respectfully submitted,
Koichiro Tkudome et al.

Abraham Hershkovitz '
Reg. No, 45,294

Ed Garcia-Qtero
Reg. No. 56,009
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Inventor: Koichire kudome, et gl Art Unit; 3992
Reexamination Proceeding: 90/009,301 Confirmation No.: 6609

{based on U.S. Patont No. 6,779,118}
Reexamination Filed: December 17, 2008 Examiner: Sam Rimell
For: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

AFTER FINAL RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR L.116
AND PROPOSED AMENDMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1,530

Attn: Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexamination™
August 20, 2010

Central Reexamination Unit
Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent & Trademark Office
P.O. Box 145¢

Alexandria, Virginia 23313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

This after final Response is in reply 1o the final Office Action mailed Auguost 2, 2010, and
the Personal Interview held on September 21, 2010 v the above-identificd ex-parte
recxamination proceeding. The due date for filng a Response is October 2, 2010
Accordingly, this Response 1s timely filed.

Statement of Interview and an Information Disclosure Statement (1DS) are boeing
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/Arguraents bogin on page 7 of this paper.

Evidence of Service of this Response on the 3™ party roquester is found after the last page

of this paper.
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STATUS OF CLAIMS

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

The amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 were previously sabmitted in the
supplemental Response filed on May 24, 2010, and were nof entered by the Office.  These
amendments are repeated herein. For the conventencs of the Exanuner, Appendix A illustrates
the amendments to clamms 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 relabive to the Response filed on November 14,
2009, Additionally, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amcended to recite “the
mdividualized rule set,” and new claims 38-47 have been amended to recite “the modified rule
set”™ 1o overcome the antecedent basis rejection under 353 USC 112, sccond paragraph,  Duwring
the Personal Interview held on September 21, 2010, the Examiner stated that these minor
amendments probably would be entered if submitted m an after-final Response.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that all of the above amendments should be entered

under 37 CFR 1116 for correction of informalities andfor for simphification of issues for appeal.

b2
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS

Claims §-47 are pending.

Please amend claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 as previously requested in the Response filed
an November {4, 2000, Per 37 CFR 133061} and MPEP 2238, these amendments are made
relative to the parent as of the date of filing the request for examination.

For the convenience of the Examiner, Appendix & itlustrates the amendments o ol
{15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 relative 1o the Response filed on November 14, 2009,

Additionatty, new claims 28-31 and 33-36 have been amended to recite Uthe
individwalized rule set,” and claimy 38-47 have been amended 1o recite “the modified rule set™
to overcame the anfecedent basis rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph.

Thiy Amendment does not raise new issues requiring Jurther consideration relative to the
previous dmendment.  In facs, this Amendment places the proceeding in befter condition for
issuance of a Notice of Intent to Issue Reexamination Cestificate.  In the alternasive, this
Amendment reduces the issues for appeal.  Adccordingly, entry of this Amendment Iy appropriate

and Is urged.

15, (Twice Amended) A systom comprising:
a redirection server [programed] progranumed with a user’s rule set corrclated to a
ternporaniy assigned network address; wherein the role set contains at least one of a plurahity of

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 configured to allow automated modification of at least a
portion of the rule set as & function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the

user, or location the user gecesses,  [access.]
IR, {Twice Amended) The system of claum 13, wherein the redirection server 1s configured to
atlow modification of at least 4 portion of the rule st as a function of the location or locutions

the user accesses,  {access.|

21, (Twice Amended) The system of claim 135, wherein the redirection server i3 configured to
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allow the removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule sot as 8 function of the

location or locations the user acgesses,  [access.}

26, (Twice Amended)  The method of claim 23, further including the step of modifying at least
a portion of the uset’s rule set as s function of one or more of! time, data transmitted to or from

the user, and location or locations the user accesses.  {access ]
27, {Twice Amended)  The method of claim 23, further incloding the step of removing or
reipstating at least a portion of the user's rule set as a function of one or more of! time, the data

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

28 {New) The svstem of clam 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes gt least one

rule as a function of a tvpe of P (Intemet Protocol) service.

29, {New) The system of claim 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes an initial

temporary rule set and & standard rule set, and wherein the redivection server is configured 1o

utilize the temporary rule set for an initial period of ime and to thercafier utilize the standard

rude set,

30, (New)  The system of claim 1. wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule allowing access based on a request type and a destination address,

31, (New) The system of claim 1, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule redirecting the data to a new destination address based on g request type and an atiompied

destination address,

32, {Newl The sysiem of claim 1 wherein the redirection server is confisured to redirect data

from the users’ computers by replacing & frst destination address in an 1P (Intemet protocol)

packet header by a second destination address as 8 function of the iIndividualized rule set

33 _(Newy  The method of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one
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rufe as g function of a tvpe of 1P (Internet Protocol) service,

34. {(Newl The method of cladm &, wherein the individualized rule set includes an indtial

temporary rule set and a standard rule set, and wherein the redipection server s conhewed o

utibize the temporary rule set for an initiad period of time and to thereafter utilize the stundurd

rude set

35, {Newiy  The method of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule allowine access based on a request tvpe and a destination address,

36, (New)  The methed of claim 8, wherein the individualized rule set includes at least one

rule redirecting the data to # new destination address based on a request tvpe and an attempted

destination address.

37, (New) The method of claim 8. wherein the redirection server is confisured to redirect

data from the users’ computers by replacing a fizst destination address inan IP {Intornet

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

38, (New)  The system of claim 15, wherein the modified rule set includes at least one rule as

a function of g type of 1P {Intemmet Protocol) service,

39, (New) The system of claim 15, wherein the modified rule set includes an initigl

temporary rule set and a standard rale set_snd wherein the redirection server is conficured to

utidize the temmporary rule set for an indtial period of time and to thereafter utilize the standard

rule sei.

40, {(New)  The svstem of ¢lain 15, wherein the modified rule sot includes at least one rule

allowing access based on a reguest tvpe and a destination address,

41, {(New) The system of claim 135, 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 attempied

destination address,

42, {Newl. The svstemoof claim 13, wherein the redirection scrver is configured to redirect

data from the nsers’ computers by replaciner a fust destination address in an IP {Internet

protocel) packet header by a sccond destination address as a function of the modified rule set,

43 {Newi  The method of claim 25, wheran the modified rule set includes at least one rule as

a function of a tvpe of IP (Intermet Protocol) service,

44.  {New} The method of claim 25, wherein the madified rule set inclades an initial

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

utilize the temporary rule set for aninitial period of time and to thereafier ulilize the standard

rule sot,

45 (New) The method of claim 23, wherein the modified nde set includes at least one rule

allowing gecess based on a request tvpe and a destination address.

46, {New) The method of claim 23, wherein the modified rule sot includes at least one rule

redirecting the data fo a new destination address based on a request tvpe and an attempied

destination address,

47, {New) The method of claim 25, wherein the redirection server is configured to redirvect

data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address inan IP (Interet

pratocol) packet header by g second destination address as a function of the individualized rule

sel

)
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REMARKS

1. lutroduction and Discussion of Preliminary Issues

A, Introduction

This after final Response i3 in reply to the final Office Action maded on Aagust 2, 2010
tn the above-identified ex-parre reexamination proceeding,

Claims 1-47 are sobject to reexamination, and are rejected.  Claims 2847 are proposed
new claims which were presented in the Responsce filed on November 14, 2009,

The amendments to clams 15, 18, 21, 26, sand 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 mdividualized
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.  No new matler 15 added,
nor is the scope of the claims enlarged.

A copy of this Supplemental Response is being served on the third party requester

pursuant to 37 CFR 1248 and 37 CFR 1.550(f).

B. AH Amendments should be entered under 37 CFR 1,116

Patent Owner respectfully submits that these amendments should be entered under 37
CER 1116 as placing the proceeding in better condition of a Notice of Intent to Issue
Reexamination Certificate, or for simplification of issues for appeal.  During the Porsonal
Interview held on September 21, 2010, the Examiner stated that these amendments probably
would be entered if submitted in an after-final Response.

Patent Owner provides Appendix A iHustrating the amendments to claims 15, 18, 21, 26,
and 27 velative to the Response filed on November 14, 2009, This Appendix should reduce the
burden on the Examiner in determining whal the differences are between the two amendments,

Additionally, amendments to now claims 28-31, 33-36, and 3¥%-47 arc provided herein
merely to overcome a 35 USC 112, second paragraph indefiniteness rgjection by resolving
antecedent basis 1ssues.

Thus, Patent Owner respectfully subnuts that all of the above amendments be perniitted,

and should be entered ander 37 CFR 1.116(b).
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C. Amendments regarding “the user access”™ (should yead “the user aceesses™)

As patended, claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 cach recited, “the user access.”  In order to
clarify this ungrammatical term, the Response filed on November 14, 2009 amended these

*3

claims to recite “the user attempts to access,”  Upon further review, Patent Owner subnuts that
it is even more clear to amend these claims to recite “the user accesses.”

To keep the vecord clear, Patent Owner respectfully directs the Examiner’s attention to a
court order {(Case 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CE, Document 492, 1ssued on 06/30/10, MEMORANDUM
OPINION AND ORDER) which is being provided separately in an Informwtion Disclosure
Statement (IDS). A copy was reccived by the Firm of the undersigned on September 22, 2010,
The court order, at pages [8-19, discusses the teros “locabion the user access” from original
patented claim 15, and states that claim 15 15 indefinite.  The Examiner is invited to roview the
memorandum in its entirety.

Patent Owner submits that original patented claims 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27 are mercly
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 aliernate embodiment a user may be periedically redirected to a
location, based on the number of other factors, such as the number of
locations accessed, the time spent at a location, the types of locations
accessed, and other such factors.

D, Interview Summary mailing date is not corvect

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the Interview Summary contains a typographical
ervor regarding the mailing date.  Specifically, a Personal Interview was held on November 12,
2009, The laterview Summary cover page (form PTO-90C) asserts a mailing date of
November 9, 2009, which precedes the date of the interview,  Patent Owner respecttully
submits this i3 a clear typographical error, and that the mailing date 18 November 12, 2009, or

fater.
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18 SIGNAL FLOW CHART (illustrating signal flows of claim D-GENERAL

A signal flow chart is attached as Exhibit A, Exhibit A is g “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 fo the version presented at the recent Personal Interview:  the
letter “D has been inserted into element 204 (AUTHENTICATION AND ACCOUNTING
SERVER) for identification, and the reexamination number and the docket number have been
mserted to identify the document,

During the Personal Interview, one Exaniner correctly pointed out that claim 1 docs not
expressly require that signal path G flow through Dial-up Network Server B, The flow of
signal path G through Dialaup Network Server B is exemplary, and signal path G may bypass
Network Server B.

Patent Qwner's representatives wish to make one additional comment regarding this
figure, which might not have been clearly stated doring the Personal Interview. Path G
complex, and not all possibilities from claim 1 arc expressly illustrated.  Specifically, claim 1
recites, 1 part, “processed by the redirection server according fo the individualized role set.”™  In
the signal flow chart, Path G is represented by a dashed line from Computer 100 to Redirection
Server C, and then a series of rectangles {or a thick dashed line) labeled “G™ from Redirection
Server € to Public Network 110 to indicate the processing by Redirection Server € has been
performed upon the signal.

The processing s “according to the mdividualized rale set,” according to claim 1. The
processing may be, for example, redivecting.  In this case, the processed signal would be a
redivected signal, as illustrated by 7 from Redirection Server € to Public Network 110 in signal
How chart Exhibit AL

The specification, at 4:59-66, provides the clearest doscription of the redivection
functionality of the redivection server, and rocites, in part, “ftjhe redivection server 208
receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed {0 implement the rule set for the
IP address, as well as . .. performing the physical vedireetion of data packets based on the
rule 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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1L -DETAILED

The following clearly maps the language of claim 1 to the featares of the signal How
chart (Exhibit A). Claim 1 recties, in full (with line breaks and labels A-G added for
convenience):

. A system comprising:

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

B} a dial-up network server that receives user 1Ds from users’ computers:

)y & redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public
network, and

D} an authentication accounting server connected to the databasce, the dial-up
network server and the redirection server;

)Y wherein the dial-ap network server communicates a first user ID for one of
the users’ computers and a temporarily assigned network address for the first user
ID to the authentication accounting server;

F} wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and
communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user 11 and
the temporarily assigned nctwork address to the redirection server; and

() wheremn data directed toward the public network from the one of the usery’
computers are processed by the redirection server according fo the individuahized
rule set.
Patent Owner subimnits 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 FIG. 2. Now

cach feature will be individually mapped in detail to the signal flow chart.

A) a_database with entries correlating each of a plurality of sser IDs with an

individualized rule set;

Database A (206) tHustrates the above database. Signal flows D1 and ¥F1 are discussed
below with respect to Authentication and Accounting Server D (heremnafter “Authentication

Scrver P for the sake of brovity) and feature F below.

10
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B) a dial-up network server that receives user 1Ds from users' compuiers:

Dial-Up Network Server B {102) receives user 1Ds from users’ computers via signal path
B (the dotfed line from Users” Computers (100) to Dial-Up Server B). Note that arvow heads
tnglicate a direction of flow in the signal paths.

Stgnal paths C1, D2, E, and G are discussed below.

) a_redirection server counected to the dial-up network server and a public

network, and
Redirection Server C (208} 1
connected to the Dial-Up Server B via path C1, and

connected to Pablic Network {110) via path C2,

1)) an _authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up

network server and the rediveetion server:

Authentication Server D is:
connected to Database A via path D1,
connected to Dial-Up Networking Server B via path D2, and

connected to Redirection Server C via path D3,

E) wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user 1D for one of

the users' computers and 3 temporarily assiened network address for the first user

ID to the anthentication accomting servers

Dial-Up Network Server B communicates s fivst user 1D for one of the users” computers
{100} and a temporarily assigned notwork address for the fivst user ID to the Awthentication

Server D via signal flow E.

) 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

11
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The Authentication Server D accesses the Database A via signal path F1, and
communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user 1D and the temporarily

assigned network address to the Redirection Server € via signal path F2.

G) wherein data divected toward the public network from the one of the users'

computers are processed by the redirection server accerding fo the individualized

rule set.

Data is divected toward the Public Network 110 from one of the users” computers 100 via
signal path G (and perhaps G7). This data s “processed” by the Redirection Server C according
to the individualized rule set.  Processing was discussed above in detail, and this discussion is
repeated immediately below for the sake of completeness and detail.

The signal path G may flow through the Dial-up Network Server B {as shown), or may
flow around the Dral-up Network Server B

Path G is complex, and not all possibilities from claim 1 are expressly illustrated.
Specifically, claim 1 recites, in pari, “processed by the redirection server according to the
mdividualized rule set.”  In the signal flow chart, Path G is represented by a dashed line from
Computer 100 to Redirection Server €, and then a series of rectangles (or a thick dashed line)
fabeled “G™ from Redirection Server € 1o Public Network 110 to indicate the processing by
Redirection Server C has been performed upon the signal.

The processing s “according to the mdividualized rale set,” according to claim 1. The
processing may, for example, redivect the data in signal path G.

The specification, at 4:39-66, provides the clearest description of the redirection
functionality of the rodivection server, and recites, in part, “jtihe redirection server 208
receives the IP address and rule set, and is programmed to implement the rule set for the
1P address, as well as . . . performing the physical redivection of data packets based on the
rule sets.”

In other words, the redirvection server of claim 1 must be capable of redirecting,
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1V.  Detailed Discussion of He *451 (primary applied reference)

U8, Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafter “He *4317) provides a security systenyvmethod for
network  clemoent  access  in an entorprise  notwork.  Secunity  is enforced  using
Credential/Privileges control for cach individual wser, and a user may be granted or denied
access to specific clements within an enterprise.  FIG. 10 of He 451 is provide immediately

below for convenience.

FIG 10 OF He *451

SO R
oo g
SN

SSNIIAN

Element 106 of FIG. 10 of He 451 is a local network, and is pot a public network as
required by paragraph ¢) of claim 1. For example, He 451, at 4:31-32, staies, “the
mierconnection notwork 1067 Further, He 451, at 4:49, states, “local access control.”
Additionally. sce “Enterprise Network™ at 4:33,

In He “451, the user has to send 8 message to the credential server (18:57-58).  Then the
credential server sends a credential ticket back to the user (19:5-8).

He 451 requires a user to go through the following steps in order to gain access credential to a
network element. The following figure was created by the Patent Owner to tllustrate the steps of

He *451, based on the specification of He 451,
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STEPS OF He "451

-Step 1:

wJa
L

User (102} sends a message to auvthentication server (202) to get a general ticket (17

through 18:2).

Step 2:
User (102) sends message to the credential server {(204) to get a credential ticket {18:57
through 19:8).

Step 3

User (102) sends a message to the network element access server to get a ticket to access to
specific network element (104) (20:28-35),
Step 4:
Then User (102} accesses to the spectfic network element {104) with the ticket oblained at step
3 (2132-37) It is the specific network element that makes the decision as o act on user’s
request or stop based on the ticket supplied by the user (HE, fig ).
These steps of He ‘431 illustrate a conventional client-server arrangoment.  After
sending a credential ticket back to the user, the credential server (204) (the Examiner
improperly equated this credential server with a redirection server) is pot invelved in the

communications between a user (162) and a network element (184). Thercfore, there 18 no

14
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way for credential server (204) to process date directed toward the pubhic network from one of
the user’s computors, as required by paragraph g) claim 1. Other features of claim | are also

not disclosed by He "451, as discussed in detal below,

V. Summary of Rejections

Claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as
being indefinite regarding antecedent basix,  Patent Owner has amended these claims to
overcome this rejection, as discussed above.

Claims 1-31, 33-36, 3%-41, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 11.8.C § 103(a) as being
unpatentable over ULS. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hercinafier “He 4517 in view of US. Patent No.
6,233,686 {(heremafter “Zenchelsky™).  Patent Owner respectfully disagrees, as explained m
detail below.

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 are rejected ander 35 ULS.CL § 163(a) as being unpatentable
over He “451, in view of Zenchelsky, snd further in view of alleged admitted prior art
{“Background of the Invention” at cohwmn 1, Hnes 33-57 of the Present Patent, hereinafter
“AAPA™Y. 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 below in detail.

YL Rejections under 35 USC 112, second paragraph

Claims 28-31, 33-36, and 38-47 are rejected under 35 USC 112, sccond paragraph, as
being indefinite regarding antecedent basis.  Patent Owner has amended these claims to

overcome this rejection, as discussed above,

Y. Rejection under 35 USC 103(a) of claims 1-31, 33-36. 38-41, and 43-46
Clatms 1-31, 33-36, 3R8-41, and 43-46 are rejected under 35 US.C. § 103(a) as being

unpatentable over ULS. Patent No. 6,088,451 (hereinafier “He "4517) in view of U.S. Patent No.
6,233,680 (heremafter “Zenchelsky™).  Patent Owner respectfully disagrees, as explained
below.

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

15
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A, Independent Claim 1

Independent claim 1 recites, in foll {with line breaks and labels A-G added for
gonverience);
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 server that receives user IDs from users’ computers;

() a redircction server connceted to the dial-up network server and a public
network, and

D} an avthentication sccounting server connected to the database, the disl-up
network server and the redirection server;

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

Fy wherein the authentication accounting scrver accesses the database and
communicates the imdividualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID and
the femporanly assigned network address to the redirection server; and

(G} wherein data directed toward the public network from the one of the users'
computers are processed by the redirection server according to the individualized
rule set.

Patent Owner will distinguish multiple features of ¢laim 1 over the combination of He
‘4351 and Zenchelsky, one feature at a time. While the most distinguishing featores are discussed

below, other distinguishing features also exit,

ia. Define “redirection server” — Personal Interview

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the “redirection server” feature of claim s pot
disclosed by the combination of He “451 and Zenchelsky.

During the recont Personal fnterview, it became clear that the Examingr was not asserting
that the prior art disclosed a redirection function.  Rather, the Examiner was asserting that a
redivection server did not necessarily have to be capable of performing redirection, but

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

16
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modifyfredivect.  This interpretstion was not clear from any of the Office Actions.  Patent
Owner respectfully disagrees.

Patent Owner’s representatives submit that the redivection sorver of claim 1 must be
capable of performing redivection,

The specification, st 4:59-65, provides the clearest description of the redirection
functionality of the redirection server, and recites, m part, “{tlhe redirection server 208
recgives the IP address and rule set, and Is programmed o 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,

ih. Define “redirection server” — Court Interpretation
The Court Order (Case 2:08-0v-00264-DF-CE, Document 492, issued on 06/30/10,
MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER, a copy of which was received by the Firm of the

undersigned on September 22, 2010) appears to be consistent with Patent Owner’s interpretation
of the redirection server of claim 1. A review of the Court’s interpretation may prove
beneticial.

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
dvnamically changing rules to allow the redirection, blocking, or allowing of specific data raffic
Jor specific users, as a function of database entries and the user’s activity.”  (Present Patent,
2:01-65, emphasis added by Court).

The Order, at page 11, asserts that other text i the specification confirms this
functionality, and quotes the specification gxactly as follows, “The redirection server . . . is
programmed to implement | . . checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets . ..
[and] performing the physical redirection of packets . . . .7 (Prosent Patent, 4:539-65, the
bracketed term “fand]” inserted by the Court). It is impertant fo wete that the Court
intentionally inserted the bracket bracketed term “land]” to clarify that the redirection

server is programimed to perform redirection,

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

17
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togically located between the user’s compuater and the network that controls the user’s sccess 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 1t go without saying).

Thus, the Order appears to recognize that the redirection function is a mandatory {and the

expressly named or nominal} function of the redirection server,

¢, Define “redircction server” — normnal function

Yatent Owner further respectfully submits that names bave meaning.  As such, a server
that s named a redirection server must have, by the plain meaning of words, a redirection
function. Redirection 1s, literally, the noounal meaning of a redivection server.  This argument

is consistent with the Court’s interpretation.

1d. Exampie of “redirection”

The Present Patent, at 6:21, and at column 6:46-49, provides an illustrative and non-
limiting cxample of redirecting a message from a fst destination address (or attempted
destination address, or target address) of “F.xyzecom” to a second destination address {or

redirected destination address) of “www.us.com.™

ie. Distinguish “redirection” over applicd art

The final Office Action, at page 5, asserts that the redirection server of claim 1 s
disclosed by credential server 204 of FIG 10 of He 451, However, He “451, at column 12, line
65 o column 13, line 42, merely states:

2.2.2. Credential Server

The credential server 204 1s responsible for controlling network user
credentials or privileges, which is essential for effective network access
control. In addition, the credential server 204 provides the means for the
central administration and management of user credentisls for effective
and cfficient administration, the same as the authentication server 202.

The authentication server 202 only authenticates the user identity o
network elements. However, the ultimate access decision may also depend
on some user account information other than merely the user identity.
Thus, it is necessary to mmplement this extra level of control on the
essential user account information, called user credentials, for effective
access control to network resources and information. This control is based
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on the suspicion that authenticated users may sot be honest about thetr
personal credentials in order to gain access to network resources and
information that otherwise would not be allowed to them. User
credentialiprivifege control is an integral part of the user sign-on process
that feads to the final access decisions to grant or to deny user access
requests for network resources and information.  {emphasis added)

The credential server of He 451 mercly 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. Sec the above detailed discussion of He 451 for additional
details.

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

server” feature of claim 1.

2 Ristinguish. “redirection_server connected to the dial-up network server

and & public network”

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the “redirection server connected to the dial-up
network server and a public petwork” feature of claim | i3 not disclosed by the combmation
of He *431 and Zenchelsky.

As an illustrative and non-limiting example of this feature of claim 1, FIG. 2 of the
Present Patent illustrates dial up network server 102 connected to redivection server 208 which,
i turn, 18 connected to internet 110

Arguendo, even if the credential server 204 in FIG. 10 of He "451 disclosed a redivection
server {which Patert Owner does not admit), this credential server of He “431 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. asgserts that the above recited featare of
claim 1 15 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.  FElement 106 of He *451 is a local network, and 18 not a public network.,  He 451,
at column 4, line 31-32, states, “the interconnection network 10677 Further, He *451, at column
4, hine 49, states, “local access control”  Sec the above detailed discussion of He 451 for

additional details.
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Thus, He "451 does not teach or suggest the “redirection sorver connected to the dial-up

network server and a public network™ feature of claim 1.

3. Distinguish _the_authentication accounting server_accesses_the database

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

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

Independent claim 1 recites, in part, “wherein the authentication accounting server
accesses the database and communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the
first user 1D and the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server.”

As an ilustrative and non-limiting example of claim 1, the Present Patent states that the
“Auto-Navi component of the authentication sccounting server 204 queries the database for the
rule sct 1o apply to cach new session, and forwards the rule sct and the currently assigned 1P
address to the redivection server 208.7 (4:35-39)  Also see the above detailed discussion of the
cxemplary signal flow chart (Exhibit A) for claim 1. Specifically, in Exhibit A, the
Authentication Server D communicates the individualized ruale set o the redirection server
C through signal path ¥2,

The final Office Action, at page 6, asserts that the sbove feature of claim 1 is disclosed
by He 451 at 17:61-66, 17:67 through 181, and 19:2-7.

However, He 4351, at 17:61 to IR:1, mercly states:

{2) Upon receiving the user request message, the avthentication server
202 pses the pser identifier in the message to look ap the user registration
databasc 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 wser. The response message contains a genoral
ticket for the user to comumunicate with the credential scrver 204 for
auythentication.  {emphasis added)

However, the above portion of He “451 authentication server merely sends the response
message back to the user, not to credential server, In other words, He'd51 does not teach
signal path F2.

Additionally, He ‘451, gt column 16, lines 52-67, states that a “record” may include the
list of “pser credentials™ reflecting “the most recent changes to the privilege set for the user”
He "451, at column 19, lines 2-8, merely states:

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

20

. Panasonic-1011
Exhibit B Page 68 of 307



R1341066 A0 Us 6,774 118 Beexamination No, 80/008,301

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

However the credeniial ticket 15 not an individualized rule set. Thus, He “431 does not

139

teach or suggest that the autheutication saccounting server “accesses the database and
communicates the individualized rule set that corrclates with the first user 1D and the
temporarity assigned network address to the redivection server,” as required by clainy 1.

Additionally, the final Office Action, at the top paragraph of page 27, asseris “claim
1 does not explicitly indicate which structure (the server or the database) is passing the rule
set to the redircction server, nor is there an indication in claim 1 that the rule set is passed
divectly from authentication server to redirection server.  Claim 1 appears to allow the role set
to reach the redirection server from either the authentication server or from the database”

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the above interpretation of the final Office Action
18 contrary to the clear language of c¢laim 1. Claim 1 states, “the authentication aceounting
server accesses the database and communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with
the first user ID and the temporanly assigned network address to the redirection server.”
More concisely and more clearly, claim 1 states, “the authentication accounting server accesses
the database and communicates . . . to the redivection server.”

Clearly the authentication accounting scrver of claim 1 iy accessing the database, and
then the authentication accounting server is also commuanicating to the redirection server.  The

L3

term “accosses the database and communicates”™ cleardy and unambigrously modifics the torm
“the authentication server.”  In other words, claim 1 requires that the anthentication accounting
server communicates the individualized rule set to the redivection server.  See the signal flow
chart (Exhibit A) for additional details.

In order 1o reach the interpretation of the final Office Action (at the top paragraph of page
27}, claim 1 would have to be substantially amended as follows:  “the authentication accounting

server accesses the database and either the authentication server or the database communicates...

to the redirection server.”
Patent Owner respectfully submiis that the final Office Action interpretation {(at
page 27} would require amendment of the claim language by insertion of seven words as

shown above, and therefore is pot a reasonable interpretation of the clear claim language,
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Thus, He "451 does not teach or suggest the above recited feature of claim 1.

4a, Distinguish “data_direcied toward the public network from the one of the

users’ computers are processed by the redirection. server according fo the mdividualized

rle set”

Independent claim 1 recifes, in part, “data directed toward the public network from the
one of the users’ computers arc processed by the redirvection server according to the
individualized rule set.”

As discussed above, this feature of claim 1 is represented, in one example, by signal flow
G of Exhibit A,

He *451 does not disclose the programmed redirection function of the “processed by the
redirection server” feature of claim 1,

Additionally, claim 1 expressly requires that “data directed toward the publie network
.o+ are processed by the redircction server”

In contrast to clum 1, the credential server of He “451 mercly receives a message from
User (102}, and then sends a credential ticket back to the user.  Neither the message from the
user, nor the credential ticket to the user, disclose data directed toward the public network.
He'451 does not teach any server that processes data divected toward the public network from
the one of the user’s computers,

£

In fact, He "431 does not even teach or suggest “a public network,”™ as required by claim
1. Element 106 of He "451 is a locyl notwork, and is pot a public network., He “431, at
column 4, line 31-32, states, “the interconnection network 1067  Further, He 4351, at column 4,
Hne 49, states, “local sccess control.”  Sce the sbove detailed discussion of He 451 for
additional details,

In summary, Patent Owner respectfully submits that He 431 does not teach or suggest
any of the above discussed features of claim 1, Further, the other applied art does not reracdy
the deficioncios of He "451.

Thus, the rejection of ¢laim 1 should be withdrawn.  Further, Patent Owner submits that
dependent claims 2-7 and 28-32 depend from claim 1, and are patentable tor the same reasons as
clatm 1, as well as on their own merits,

Thercfore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 1-7 and 28-32 should be
Therefore, Patent O brits that i fel 1-7 and 28-32 showld b

. Panasonic-1011
Exhibit B Page 70 of 307



R1341066 A0 Us 6,774 118 Beexamination No, 80/008,301

withdrawn.

B. Dependent Claim 8 (depends from claim 1)

Dependent claim 3 recrtes, In part, “the redirection server further redirects the data to

3%

angl from the users” computers as a function of the individualized rule sct.

As an tustrative and non-limiting example of claim S, the present patent states: “{tihe
redirection server programs the rule set and the 1P address so as to filter and redirvect the user’s
packets according to the rule set™ (6:37-39); “dynamically changing rules, to allow the
redirection, blocking, or allowing”™ (2:62-63); and “pass . . . block . . . or modify the request
according to the redirection information™ (3:8-20).

Further, the Present Patent provides a specific illustrative and non-limuting example of
redirecting a message from a first destination address (or attempted destination address) of
¥Exvz.com™ to g second destination address (or redirected destination address) of
“www.ous.com™ (at column 6 line 21, and at column 6 hines 46-49),

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

redirection server of claim 1 is_programmed to_perform redirection, snd He “451 does not

disclose the capabibity of performing redirection.
Even if the claim 1 feature “redirection server” is disclosed by a server merely having a
functionality of blocking (which Patent Owner does not admit), dependent claim S oxpressly

requires that “the redirection server further redirects the data.”  Thus, elaim 5 expressiy

The final Office Action, at page 7, asserts that He ‘431 discloses the above feature at
colunm 19, lines 2-11.  However, He "451, at columm 19, lines 2-11, merely states:
Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list
of user credentials from the registration database 210 and eaclose the list
in a credential ticket.  The credential ticket 1s sent baek in a response
message and will be used for the user o communicate with the network
clement access server 206, (emphasis added)
Additionally, He "451, at column 9, lnes 38-41, merely discloses “an access control list
for each network resource or information . . . shall contain the list of vser wdentifiers who are
allowed fo access it and the kind of access rights that are allowed to cach user”  In other words,

He ‘451 merely determines the kind of access rights that are allowed to each user who is allowed
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access,  He “451 does not teach how o redivect data divected toward public network from
one of a user's computer. In fuct, He "451 does not disclose any type of redirection at all.

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 s own mens.

C. Dependent Claim 6 (depends from claim 1)

Dependent claim 6 recites, in part, “the redirection scrver further redirects the data
from the users’ computers to multiple destinations ss a function of the individualized rule
set.”  Hlustrative examples of redirecting data are discussed above with respect to claim 5.

The final Office Action, at pages 7 and 28, asserts that He ‘451 discloses the above
feature at FIG. 10, wherein the phwral network clements 104 allegedly represent nmultiple
potential destinations for interaction based on particular user credentials,

First, ay discussed above with respect to claim §, He "431 merely determines the kind of
access rights that are allowed to cach user who s allowed access. He "431 does not redirect
the data in any way.

Second, claim 6 expressly redirects the data to “multiple destinations as a function of the
mndividuahzed rule set”™  For example, the individualized rule sof may redirect a message to a
first redirected address and then to a second redirected address, resulting in pultiple destinations
as a function of the individuslized rule set.  In other words a single individualized rule set
results 10 redirections to multiple destinations.

Thus, He ‘451 docs not teach or suggest that “the redivection server further redirects the
data directed toward the public network from the users” computers fo muliiple destinations as a
function of the individualized rule set,” as required by dependent claim 6.

Patent Owner respectiudly submits that the other applied art (Zenchelsky and AAPA)
docs not remedy the deficiencies of He 451,

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

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on s own mens.

D. New Dependent Claim 28 (depends from claim 1)
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New dependent claim 28 recites, in part, “wherein the individualized rule set includes at
least enc 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 fonctionality of the system onless the role s
executed” and therefore this rule 1s given no patentable weight, citing In re Ngal 367 F3d 1336
USPQ 2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004).  Patent Owner respectfully disagrees.

Dependent claim 28 depends from claim 1, which recites, in part, “authentication
accounting server . . . communicates the individualized rule set” and “processed by the
redirection server according to the individualized rule set.”

Thus, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the authentication accounting server must
be configured to be capable of communicating the mdividualized rule set meluding “at least one
rule as a function of a type of IP (Internct Protocol) service,” and this first configuration feature
changes the structure and/or changes the functionality of the authentication accounting server.

Additionally, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redivection server must be
configured to process the data “according to the individualized rule set,” and therefore this
sccond configuration feature changes the structure and/or the functionality of the redirection
server.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 2% should be

withdrawn for the same reasons a5 base claim 1, ag well a8 on i#1s own menits.

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

New dependent claim 29 recites, 1 part, “the individualized rule set includes an initial
temporary rule set and o standard rule set, and wherein the redirection server is configured to
atihze the teraporary rule sot for an mtial peviod of time and to thercafter utihze the standard
rufe set.”

The final Office Action, at page I8, assorts that the “wser credentinl” of He ‘451
corresponds to a rule, and that switching from a first rule of a fipst user to a sccond rule of a
second user discloses the above recited feature of claim 29, Patent Owner respectiully
disagrees.

Claim 29 requires that “the individualized rule set includes an initial temporary rule set

and a standard vule set.”  There 18 no such individuabized rale set (including an mitial tempovary

9
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rufe set and » standard role set) disclosed by He "451.  Note that both the inifial toemporary rule
set and the standard rule set belong to (are included by) the individuslized rule set. Thus, the
two different rule seis from He “451 cach belong to difforent users {the first user and the second
user), and do not belong to an individualized rule set. 1o other words, an mdividualized rule set
18 not a first rule set for a first user and a second rule set for a second user.

Therefore, Patent Owner sebmits that the rejection of dependent claim 29 shoudd be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim i, as well as on Hs own merits,

F. New Dependent Claim 30 (depends from claim 1)

New dependent claim 30 recites, in part, “the individualized rule set includes at feast one
rule atlowing access based on a request type and a destination address.”

The final Office Action, at page 18, asserts that a rule “does not change the structure of a
physical systers, and also does not change the fonctionality of the systern anfess the rale i
executed” and therefore this rule is given no patentable weight, citing In re Ngai 367 F3d 1336
USPQ 2d 1862 (Fed. Cir. 2004).  Patent Owner respectiully disagrees.

Dependent claim 30 depends from clatm 1, which recites, in part, “aunthentication
accounting server . . . communicates the individualized rule set” and “processed by the
redirection sexrver 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 rule as a function of a type of IP (nternet Protocol) service,” and this first configuration
feature patentably changes the strocture andior changes the fanctionality of the suthentication
gccounting server.

Additionally, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redirection server must be
sccond configured to process the data “according to the individualized rule set,” and therefore
this second configuration festure patendably changes the stracture andfor the functionality of the
redirection server.

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 30 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim 1, as well as on s own mens.

G. New Dependent Claim 31 (depends from elaim 1)
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New dependent claim 31 rocites, in part, “wherein the individualized rule set ncludes at
least 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, snd also doos not change the functionality of the system undess the rule is
executed” and therefore this nule 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, 1n part, “authentication
accounting server . . . eommunicates the individualized rule set” and “processed by the
redirection server according to the individualized rule set.”

Thus, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the authentication asccounting server must
be first configured to be capable of communicating the individualized rule sct including “at least
one rule as a fanction of a type of IP (Internet Protocol) service,” and this first configuration
feature patentably changes the structure anddor changes the functionality of the authentication
accounting server.

Additionally, Patent Owner respectfully submits that the redivection server must be
second configured to process the data “according to the mdividualized rule set,” and therefore
this sccond 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 should be

withdrawn for the same reasons as base claim i, as well as on s own merits.

H. Independent Claim 8

Independent claim R recites, in full;

In a systom conprising a database with entries correlating cach of a plurslity of
user IDs with an mndividualized rule set; a dial-up network server that 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 o the database, the dial~ap network server and the redirection server,
the method comprising the steps ofd
communicating a {irst user 1D for one of the users’ computers and a
temporarily assigned network address for the fiest user 1D from the dial-up
network server to the authentication accounting server;
communicating the individoalized nule set that correlates with the
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first aser 1D and the terporandy 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,

Independent claim R recites features similar to independent elaim 1, and is patentable
over the applied art for reasons similar to those of independent claim 1 with respect to the siailar
featares, as well as on its own merits.

For example, independent claim 8 recites, “communicating the individualized rule set
that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned network address to the
redirection server from the authentication accounting server.”

The Office Action, at page 8, asserts that the above recited feature 18 disclosed by He
451 at 17:61-66, and 17:67 to 181, 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 reguest
message from the User {(102), and send a credential ticket back to the User (102). This i
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
deficiencies of He “451. Thus, Patent Owaer submits that the rejection of independent claim 8
should be withdrawn,

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

reasons as base claim K, as well as on their own merits.

1. Dependent claims 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, st a nunimum, reasons sinufar fo clatras 2-7, as well as the same reasons

as base claim &, and as well as on thelr own merits.

d. New dependent claims 33-36 (depending from claim 8)

New dependent claims 33-36 recite features similar to those of new dependent 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 R, and as well as on their own merits,

3
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K. Independent elaim 18

Independent claim 15 recites features similar to those of independent claim 1, and is
patontable over the cited art for reasons similar to those of independent claim 1 with respect to
the sunilar features, as well as on s own merits

Amended independent clasm 15 recites, in part, “a redirection server programacd with g

user’s rule set correlated to a tempovanly assigned network address™ and “the redirection server

is configured to asllow automated modification of at least a portion of the rule set . . . as a
fanction of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or a location
that the user accesses.”  The specification at 4:59-66, “The redirection server ....dynamically
changing the rule sets based on condition™ provides clear description.

As an illustrative and non-hmiting example of clamm 15, sec the Present patent at 7:48 to
811 regarding antomatically deleting a redivection rule after 8 guestionnaire has been
successfully completed.

The final Office Action, at pages 10 and 11, asserts that the above feature of claim 15 is
disclosed by He 451 at 17:13, and 17:19-21.  However, He “431 merely discloses a system
security adnmunistrator (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 sef)” as required by claim 135,
Requiring a person is inconsistent with the avtomation feature of claim [35.

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 eccur
on the rule sef programmed in the redirection sexver {not i the database).

Specifically, in He *451, the avthentication server (202) generates a general ticket, and
the credential server {(204) generates a credential ticket, The “"maxamum lifetime” 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 untit the system administrator uses the database tool to manoslly
change the value of the maximum lifetime of cach authentication, as stored administrative
tnformation.  This administrative information appears to be general purpose mformation, which
is applied to the system.  In any case, the “maximum lifetime™ of He ‘451 is pot
automatically medified. Further, Ho 451 does not disclose modifying rule sets while the user’s

rule sel remains correlated to the ternporanity assigned network address.

29
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Thus, Patent Owner submits that He 451 docs not teach or suggest “automated
modification of at least a portion of the rule set . . . as a function of some combination of
time, data transmitted to or from the user, or a location that the user accesses,” as required
by clamm 15,

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the
deficiencies of He 451,

Further, Patent Owner submits that dependent claims 16-24 and 38-42 depend from claim
15, and arc patentable for the same reasons as claim 13, as well as on their own merils,

Therefore, Patent Owner submits that the rejections of claims 15-24, and 3%-42 should be

withdrawn.

L. Dependent claims 16-24 (depending from claim 15}

Dependent claims 16-24are patentable over the applied art for the same reasons as base

claimy 15, and as well as on their own merits.

M. Dependent claim 16 {depending from claim 13)

Dependent claim 16 recites, In part, “the redivection server is configured to allow

meodification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of fime.”  As discussed above

with respect to claim 15, He "451 does not teach or soggest sutomatic modification, and certainly
does not teach automatic medification as a function of time.  Patent Owner respectfully submits
that the other applicd art does not remedy the deficiencies of He "451.

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

withdrawn.

N. Dependent claim 17 {(depending from ¢laim 15)

Dependent claim 17 recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to allow
medification of at lcast a portion of the tule set as a function of the data transmitted to or
from the user.”

The final Office Action, at page 12, asserts that this feature is optionally recited in claim
15, and can be interpreted as an optional recitation in & claim dependent on claim 15, Patent

Owner respectfully disagrees.

30
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Even if this featuwre is optional in clam 15 (“some combination of . | 7), this feature in
dependent claim 17 must be given patentable weight.,  Claim 17 feature requires “modification .
. as a function of the data transmitted to or from the user.”  In other words, the term “to or
from the user” 18 mandatory, although which specific option {{o the user, or from the user) is
optianal.

The final Office Action, at page 17, also states that this featare is disclosed by He “451 at
17:19-21, wherein data input by a system administrator can modify the rule set. Patent Owner
respecttulty subrmits that the data input by a systern adnunistrator via a database tool sct to
modify the database does not disclose “modification of at least @ portion of the rule set ay a
function of the data transmitted to or from the user.”

The data transmutted to or from the user m dependent claim!7 finds antecedent basis n
the “data passing between the user and a public network™ as recited by amended base claim 15,

In contrast to claim 17, He "451 merely discloses data mput by a system adnunistrator via
a database tool set to modify the database {data input directed towards a local database),  Patent
Owner respectfislly submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He
451

Thus, Patent Owner submiis that the rejection of dependent claim 17 should be
withdrawn.

Q. Dependent claim 18 {depending from claim 15

Dependent claim 18, recites, in part, “the redirection server 1s configured o allow
modification of at least a portion of the nide set as a function of the location or locations the
user accesses.”

The final Office Action, at pages 12 and 13, asserts that the sbove recited feature of claim
18 is disclosed by He ‘451 at 17:19-21, wherein data being supphicd by the systom administrator
modifies a rule set by delction, and the location of the admimistrator is the location ai which
modification 1s permitted.  Patent Owner respectfully disagrees.

The claim 18 term “location or location the user accesses” refers to target locations m the
sense of target URLs (uniform resource locators), or target addresses of target websites in the
public network. I contrast to claim 18, He 451 the location of the adnunistrator appears o be

the location from which the user begins his communications.
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Therefore, He “451 does not teach or soggest the above recited foature of claim 18,
Patent Owner respectiully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of
He *451.

Thus, Patent Owner submils that the rejection of dependent claim 18 should be

withdrawn.

P. Dependent claim 19 {(depending from claim 15)

Dependent claim 19, recites, in part, “the redirection server is configured to allew the
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 18
disclosed by the administrator of He 451 creating or delcting sny portion of the user account,
which inherently occurs over some given period of time.  Patent Owner respectfully disagrees.

Dependent claim 19 requires “allowing . . . as a function of time”  In contrast to claim
19, the He “451 administrator appears to create or delete at any time, without respect to the time,
and independent of the time.  Thus, He "451 does not disclose the function of allowing any
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.  Patent
Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the deficiencies of He
451,

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 19 should be

withdrawn.

Q. Dependent claims 20-22 (depending from claim 15}

Patent Qwner respectfully submits that dependent claims 20-22 are patentable over the
applied art for reasons similar to those of dependent claims 16-19 as discussed above, as well as
on their own merits.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other apphied art does not remedy the
deficiencies of He "451. Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent clamms 20~

22 should be withdrawn.

R. New dependent claims 38-41 (depending from claim 13)

New dependent 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 minirourm, reasons similar to claims 28-31, as
well as the same reasons as base claim 15, and as well as on their own merits.
S,

Independent claim 25

Independent claim 23 recites foatures simidar 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 stmilar featares, as well as on s own merits.

Independent claim 25 recites, in full:

In a system comprising a redirection server containing a user's rule set
correlated to a temporanly assigned network address wherein the user's rule set
contains at least one of a plumlzt}, of functions used to control data passing
between the user and a public network; the method comprising the step of!

modifving at least a portion of the user's rule set while the user’s rule set
remains corrclated to the temporarily assigned network address in the redirection
server; and

wherein the redirection server has a user side that 18 connected to a
computer using the temporanly 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 af least a portion of the
user's roele set through one or more of the user side of the redirection server and
the network side of the redirection server.

For example, the claim 25 foature of “modifying at least a portion of the user's rule sei
while the user’s rule set remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address in
the redirection server” is not disclosed by the apphied art.  Note that any modifications by the
administrator in He 431 using the database tool are performed upon the database, and not upon
the user’s rule set in the redirection server. Further, He 431 does not disclose modifying rule sets
while the user’s rule set rematns correlated to the temporarily assigned network address.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other applied art does not remedy the
deficiencies of He *451,

Further, Patent Owner respectfully submits that dependent claims 26, 27, and 43-47 are
patentable for, at a minimum, the same reasons as base claim 28, as well as on their own menits,

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of claims 25-27 and 43-47 should be withdrawn.

)
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T. Dependent claim 26 {(depending from claim 25)

Dependent claim 26, recites, in part, “modifying at least a portion of the user’s rale set as
a Tunction of one or more of! time, data transmitted to or from the user, and location or locations
the user accesses.”

As discussed above with respect to dependent claims 16-21, the applied art does not
disclose any “as a function of” modification of the user’s rule sct.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 26 should be

withdrawn.

L Dependent claim 27 {depending from claim 25)

Dependent claim 27, recites, in part, “romoving or reinstating at least g portion of the
user's rule set as a funetion of one or more of: time, the data transmitted to or from the user and
the {ocation or locations the user access.”

As discussed above with respect to dependent claims 16-21, the applied art does not
disclose any “as a function of " modification of the user’s rule sct.

Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claim 27 should be

withdrawn.

V. New dependent claims 43-46 (depending from claim 25

New dependent claims 43-46 recite features similar to those of new dependent 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 23, and as well as on their own merits.

VUL Rejections under 38 USC 103{s) of claims 32, 37, 42. and 47

Clairas 32, 37, 42, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103{0) as being unpatentable
over He 451, in view of Zenchelsky, and further in view of alleged admitted prior art
{(“Background of the Invention” at column 1, hines 53-37 of the Present Palent, heremnatior
“AAPA”).  Patent Owner respectiully disagrees.

Claims 32, 37, 42, and 47 depend respectively from imndependent claims 1, 8, 15, and 25,

and each of claimg 32, 37, 42, and 47 recttes, in part, “the redirection server is configured to
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redirect data from the users’ computers by replacing a first destination address in an IP
{Internet protocol) packet header by a second destination address as a function of the
individualized rule set.”

The Office Action, al page 23, asserts that the above recited feature is disclosed by
Applicant’s Admitted Prior Art LAAPR), as discussed in 1:40-47 of the Prosent Patent,

Patent Owner respectfully submits that Column I of the BACKGROUND OF THE
INVENTION section of the Present Patent doss discuss the concept of redirection, but Patent
Owner does not admit that redirection in the particolar combination claimed 1s known prior agt,

Additionally, nowhere in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION is there any
disclosure of replacing a first destination address by a second destination address “as a function
of the individualized rule set,” as required by dependent claims 32, 37, 42, and 47.

Patent Owner respectfully submits that the other apphicd art does not remedy the
deficiencies of AAPR.  Thus, Patent Owner submits that the rejection of dependent claims 32,

37, 42, and 47 should be withdrawn.

IX.  Conclusion

For at least the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-47 are patentably
distinguished over the applied prior art.  Thus, reconsideration and confirmation of the
patentability of claims 1-27, allowance of new claims 28-47, and an carly Notice of Intent to
Issue a Reexamnation 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, issuc or comment does not signity agreement with or
concession of that rejection, wssue or comment.  In addition, because the arguments made above
may not be oxhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending clams {(or
other claims) that have not been expressed.  Finally, nothing in this reply should be construed as
an intent to concede any issue with regard to any clafm, except as specifically stated in this reply,
and the amendment of any claim docs not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability of the

claim prior to its amendment.
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Patent Owner has submitted herewith the fees for the newly added claims. It is believed
that no other foes are required.  However, should any additional fes or fees be necessary for
cousideration of the papers filed herein, please charge any such foe or foes and refund any oxcess
payments to Deposit Acconnt No. 53-2929, referencing docket no. R1341006.

Should the Examiner have any questions or conuncats rogarding this matter, the

undersigned may be contacted at the below-listed telephone number,

Respectfully subrattied,
Koichiro Ikudome et al.

{Abe Hershkovitz!
Abraham Hershkovitz
Reg. No. 45294

Ed Garcia-Otero
Reg. No. 536,669

Appendix A: Clamm amendments of claims 15, 18,21, 26, and 27
{rclative to the Response filed November 14, 2009}

Exhibit A: Updated Signal Flow Chart

October 4, 2010

HERSHKOVITZ & ASSOCIATES, LLC
2843 Duke Styeet

Alexandria, VA 22314

TEL: (703} 370-4800

FAX: (703) 370-4809

E-MAIL: patemti@hershkovitz.net

RIIO0S,A DS AHEG
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APPENDIX A: CLAIM AMENDMENTS OF CLAIMS 15, 18, 21, 26, and 27

RELATIVE TO THE RESPONSE FILED NOVEMBER 14, 2009

For the sake of clarity and for the convenience of the Examiner, thiv appendix tracks the

changes of clatms 15, I8, 21, 26, and 27 relative to the Response filed Novesher 14, 2000,

15, (Twice Amended) A system comprising:

a redirection server programmed with a user'’s rule set correlated to a femporandy
assigned network address; wherein the role set contains at least one of a plurality of functions
uscd to control data passing between the user and a public network:

wherein the redirection server is configured to sllow antomated modification of at least a
portion of the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and

whereln the redivection server s configured to allow automated modification of at leasta
portion of the rule set as a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the

user, of location the user gecesses.  [attempis to access. ]

I8, {(Twice Amended) The system of claim 135, wherein the redircction server is configured to
allow modification of at least a portion of the rule st as a function of the locatien or locations

the user accesses.  [atiompts to access.

21, {Twice Amended)  The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server 18 configured to

allow the removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the
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tocation or locations the user acgosses,  [attempis to sccess. ]
26, (Twice Amended)  The method of claim 25, further including the step of modifying at lcast
a portion of the uset’s rule set as s function of one or more of! time, data transmitted to or from

the user, and location or focations the user accesses.  {attempts to access.]

27. {Twice Amended}  The method of claim 23, further including the step of removing or
reinstating at loast 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 agcesses.  [atterapts to

access. |
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R1341066 A0 Us 6,774 118 Beexamination No, 80/008,301

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that the attached after final Response Under 37 CFR 1,116 and
Propesed Amendment under 37 CFR 1530 (including Appendix A and Exhibit A) is being
served by first class mail on the third party requester st the third party requestor’s address:

JERRY TURNER SEWELL
PO, BOX 10999
NEWPORT BEACH, CA  92658-3015

{Abe Hershkovitz! October 4, 2010
Abe Hershkovitz Pate
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 DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO.J
90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118 v R1341006C 4719
40401 7590 03/20/2012 | _ ~ EXAMINER - |

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street ,
Alexandria, VA 22314 L ARTUNIT | PAPERNUMBER |

1

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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' ‘ UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

A
k)

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

VAN WS O.gOV

DO NOT USE IN PALM PRINTER

(THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS)

Jerry Turner Sewell
1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Nashville, TN 37203-2731

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. 90/012,.149.

PATENT NO. 6779118.

ART UNIT 3992.

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

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the time for filing a
reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(g)).

PTOL-465 (Rev.07-04) P 1011
anasonic-
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Control No. Patent Under Reexamination
. , . 90/012,149 6779118
Order Granting / Denying Request For : T
Ex Parte Reexamination Examiner n
JOHN HOTALING 3992

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address--

The request for ex parte reexamination filed 17 February 2012 has been considered and a determination
has been made. An identification of the claims, the references relied upon, and the rationale supporting the

determination are attached.
Attachments: a)[_] PTO-892, b) PTO/SB/08, c)_] Other:

1.0 The request for ex parte reexamination is GRANTED.
RESPONSE TIMES ARE SET AS FOLLOWS:

For Patent Owner's Statement (Optional): TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication
(37 CFR 1.530 (b)). EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE GOVERNED BY 37 CFR 1.550(c).

For Requester's Reply (optional): TWO MONTHS from the date of service of any timely filed
Patent Owner's Statement (37 CFR 1.535). NO EXTENSION OF THIS TIME PERIOD IS PERMITTED.
If Patent Owner does not file a timely statement under 37 CFR 1.530(b), then no reply by requester

is permitted.
2.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 MONTH from the mailing date of this communication (37
CFR 1.515(c)). EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE SUCH A PETITION UNDER 37 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 ( ¢ ) will be made to requester:

a) Xl by Treasury check or,

b) (] by credit to Deposit Account No. , or
c) [ by credit to a credit card account, unless otherwise notified (35 U.S.C. 303(c)).

cc:Requester ( if third party requester )
Part of Paper No. 20120315

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-471 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action in Ex Parte Reexamination

Panasonic-1011
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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 request for

reexamination and prior art cited therein for the reasons set forth below.

2240 (1) SECOND OR SUBSEQUENT REQUEST FILED DURING REEXAMINATION

If a second or subsequent request for ex parte reexamination is filed (by any party) while a first ex
parte reexamination is pending, the presence of a substantial new question of patentability depends on
the prior art (patents and printed publications) cited by the second or subsequent requester. If the
requester includes in the second or subsequent request prior art which raised a substantial new question
in the pending reexamination, reexamination should be ordered only if the prior art cited raises a
substantial new question of patentability which is different from that raised in the pending reexamination
proceeding. If the prior art cited raises the same substantial new question of patentability as that
raised in the pending reexamination proceedings, the second or subsequent request should be
denied.

Where the request raises a different substantial new question of patentability as to some patent
claims, but not as to others, the request would be granted in part; see the order issued in reexamination
control number 90/007,843 and 90/007,844. '

The second or subsequent request for reexamination may *>provide information raising< a
substantial new question of patentability with respect to any new or amended claim which has been
proposed under 37 CFR 1.530(d) in the first (or prior) pending reexamination proceeding. **>However, in
order for the second or subsequent request for reexamination to be granted, the second or subsequent ~
requester must independently provide a substantial new question of patentability which is different from
that raised in the pending reexamination for the claims in effect at the time of the determination. The
decision on the second or subsequent request is thus based on the claims in effect at the time of the
determination (37 CFR 1.515(a)). If a “different” substantial new question of patentability is not provided
by the second or subsequent request for the claims in effect at the time of 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 Palrte Reexamination request was proposed on 2/17/12 requesting that
claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, 26, and 27 are obvious over He et al in view of Zenchelsky and
Admitted Prior Art. The proposed SNQ stems from a Board decision in a concurrent
pending Reexamination proceeding 90/009301. The request appears to allege an SNQ
based on issues currently pending before the office. While the daims in the pending
reexamination appear to have been amended and a NIRC is pending, these claims
have not yet published. Therefore the request appears to be premature and not clearly

based on the claims in effect at the time of the request as required by MPEP 2240 (l1).

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 above that currently pending before

the office. Accordingly, the request is denied.

All correspondence relating to this ex parte reexamination proceeding should be directed:

By Mail to: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit
Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent & Trademark Office
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 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Registered users of EFS-Web may alternatively submit such correspondence via the electronic
filing system EFS-Web, at https:/sportal.uspto.gov/authenticate/authenticateuserlocalepf.html.
EFS-Web offers the benefit of quick submission to the particular area of the Office that needs to
act on the correspondence. Also, EFS-Web submissions are “soft scanned” (i.e., electronically
uploaded) directly into the official file for the reexamination proceeding, which offers parties the
opportunity to review the content of their submissions after the “soft scanning” process is
complete. '

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to the Central Reexamination
Unit at telephone number (571) 272-7705.

Signed: : Conferees:

/John M Hotaling I/

Primary Examiner /FOF/

Central Reexamination Unit '
Alexander Kosowski

AU 3992 Supervisor 'Q\)\(

(571) 272 4437 Art Unit 3992

Panasonic-1011
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Doc Code: IDS

Document Description: Information Disclosure Statement filed
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 unless it displays a valid OMB contral number.

Docket Number (Optional) Patent Number
10101-002RX 6,779,118
37 CFR 1.501 Applicant
INFORMATION DISCLOSURE CITATION | kudome etal. ’
IN A PATENT Issue Date Art Unit
(Sheet_1 of 1 ) August 17, 2004 3621
U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS
EXAMINER DOCUMENT NUMBER DATE NAME CLASS SUBCLASS FILING DATE
INITIAL IF APPROPRIATE
jmh |6,088,451 %00 | He etal. 380 |25 06/28/1996
Jmh ys 6233686 B1 oy | Zenchelsky et al. 713|201 01/17/1997
FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS
DOCUMENT NUMBER DATE COUNTRY N CLASS SUBCLASS TRANSLATION
YES NO
OTHER DOCUMENTS (Including Author, Title, Date, Pertinent Pages, Etc.)
EXAMINER /John M Hotal ing T I/ DATE CONSIDERED 3 /16 /2 012

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
1o 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: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

if you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0-9199 and select option 2.
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Search Notes Application/Control No. ng)l(i:;ri\rt‘(:t)il(l::tent under
LT ——
Examiner Art Unit
JOHN HOTALING 3992
SEARCHED ' (INCLUDlilEGAggAHR"é?lTSE-fRATEGY)
Class Subclass Date Examiner ] - —

Search of patented file 6779118

prosecution history 3/15/2012 JMH

INTERFERENCE SEARCHED

Class Subclass Date Examiner

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No. 20120315
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Reexamination - | Application/Control No. Applicant(s)/Patent Under
Reexamination
90/012,149 6779118
Certificate Date Certificate Number
Requester Correspondence Address: (] patent Owner X Third Party
Jerry Turner Sewell
1803 Broadway, Apt. 301
Nashville, TN 37203-2731
LITIGATION REVIEW [X JIMHI 3115112
(examiner initials) (date)
Case Name Director Initials
2:10cv277 Closed , AN Y

2:09¢cv26 Closed

2:08cv385 Closed

2:08cv304 Closed

2:08¢cv264 Open

COPENDING OFFICE PROCEEDINGS

TYPE OF PROCEEDING

NUMBER

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

DOC. CODE RXFILJKT
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

| REEXAM CONTROL NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | PATENT NUMBER |
90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118
CONFIRMATION NO. 4719
40401 REEXAM ASSIGNMENT NOTICE
Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street LT UL
Alexandria, VA 22314 000000052949355

Date Mailed: 03/06/2012

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST

The above-identified request for reexamination has been assigned to Art Unit 3993. All future correspondence to
the proceeding should be identified by the control number listed above and directed to the assigned Art Unit.

A copy of this Notice is being sent to the latest attorney or agent of record in the patent file or to all owners of
record. (See 37 CFR 1.33(c)). If the addressee is not, or does not represent, the current owner, he or she is
required to forward all communications regarding this proceeding to the current owner(s). An attorney or agent
receiving this communication who does not represent the current owner(s) may wish to seek to withdraw pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.36 in order to avoid receiving future communications. If the address of the current owner(s) is
unknown, this communication should be returned within the request to withdraw pursuant to Section 1.36.

cc: Third Party Requester(if any)
JERRY T. SEWELL

1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301
NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

/sdstevenson/

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX No. 571-273-9900

page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

| REEXAM CONTROL NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | PATENT NUMBER |
90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118
CONFIRMATION NO. 4719
JERRY T. SEWELL REEXAMINATION REQUEST
1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 NOTICE

NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

LT R T

00529
Date Mailed: 03/06/2012

NOTICE OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST FILING DATE

(Third Party Requester)

Requester is hereby notified that the filing date of the request for reexamination is 02/17/2012, the date that the
filing requirements of 37 CFR § 1.510 were received.

A decision on the request for reexamination will be mailed within three months from the filing date of the request
for reexamination. (See 37 CFR 1.515(a)).

A copy of the Notice is being sent to the person identified by the requester as the patent owner. Further patent
owner correspondence will be the latest attorney or agent of record in the patent file. (See 37 CFR 1.33). Any

paper filed should include a reference to the present request for reexamination (by Reexamination Control
Number).

cc: Patent Owner

40401

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

/sdstevenson/

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX 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 22313-1450
WWW.uSpto.gov
l APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE ] FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. ] " CONFIRMATION NO. ]
90/012,149 02/17/2012 6779118 10101-002RX 4719
40401 7590 03/06/2012 [ EXAMINER J
Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Street
Alexandria, VA 22314 1 ART UNIT | PapeRNUMBER |

DATE MAILED: 03/06/2012

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

PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03)
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R, UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patents and Trademark Office
P.O.Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.USpt0.gov

| MAILED
THIRD PARTY REQUESTER'S CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS : Date:
JERRY T. SEWELL MAR 0 6 2012
1803 BROADWAY, APT. 301 CENTRAL REEXAMINATION UNTT

NASHVILLE, TN 37203-2761

EX PARTE REEXAMINATION COMMUNICATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

REEXAMINATION CONTROL NO. : 90012149
PATENT NO. : 6779118
ART UNIT : 3993

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

Where this copy is supplied after the reply by requester, 37 CFR 1.535, or the time for filing a
reply has passed, no submission on behalf of the ex parte reexamination requester will be
acknowledged or considered (37 CFR 1.550(g)).
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Control No. Patent For Which Reexamination

. . is R ted
Ex Parte Reexamination Interview 90/012,149 8779.118
Summary — Pilot Program for Waiver of | Examiner Art Unit

Patent Owner’s Statement

.- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address. --

All participants (USPTO official and patent owner):
(1) Alicia Kelley-Collier CRU Paralegal (3)

(2) Abraham Hershkovitz - 45,194 )

Date of Telephonic Interview: March 1, 2012.

The USPTO official requested waiver of the patent owner's statement pursuant to the pilot program for waiver of
patent owner's statement in ex partfe reexamination proceedings.”

D The patent owner agreed to waive its right to file a patent owner's statement under 35 U.S.C. 304 in the event
reexamination is ordered for the above-identified patent. :

X] The patent owner did not agree to waive its right to file a patent owner’s statement under 35 U.S.C. 304 at this -
time. - .

The patent owner is not required to file a written statement of this telephone communication under 37 CFR 1.560(b) or
otherwise. However, any disagreement as to this interview summary must be brought to the immediate attention of
the USPTO, and no later than one month from the mailing date of this interview summary. Extensions of time are
governed by 37 CFR 1.550(c).

*For more information regarding this pilot program, see Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner's Statement in Ex

Parte Reexamination Proceedings, 75 Fed. Reg. 47269 (August 5, 2010), available on the USPTO Web site at '
http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/notices/2010.jsp. e

[[] USPTO personnel were unable to reach the patent owner.

The patent owner may contact the USPTO personnel at the telephone number provided below if the patent owner
decides to waive the right to file a patent owner’s statement under 35 U.S.C. 304.

/A. Kelley-Collier/ . (571) 272-6059
Signature and telephone number of the USPTO official who contacted or attempted to contact the patent owner.

cc: Réquester (if third party requester)

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Paper No.
PTOL-2292 (08-10) Ex Parte Reexamination Interview Summary — Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner’s Statement
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Patent Assignment Abstract of Title

Total Assignments: 2
Application #: 02295958 Fillng Dt: 04/21/1999 Patent #: 6779118 Issue Dt: 08/17/2004
PCT #: NONE Publication #: NONE Pub Dt:
Inventors: KOICHIRO IKUDOME, MOON TAl YEUNG
Title: USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM
Assignment: 1
Reel/Frame: 910062 / C040 Recelved: 07/06/1999 Recorded: 06/29/1999 Mailed: 09/01/1959
[ Y TOF A DRS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).
Assignors: [XUDOME, KOICHIRO Exec Dt: 06/15/1999
YEUNG, MOON TA] Exec Dt: 06/15/1999
Assignee: AGRIC WEB SYSTEMS
3452 EAST FOOTHILL BOULEVARD, SUITE 300
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91107
Correspondent: CHRISTIE, PARKER & HALE, LLP
WESLEY W. MONROE
P.0. BOX 7068
PASADENA, CA 91109-7068
Assignment: 2 )
Reel/Frame: 021185 /0416 Received: 07/02/2008 . Recorded: 07/02/2008 Mailed: 07/02/2008
[ y Y OF A IRS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).
Assignor: AURIOQ SYSTEMS, INC, Exec Dt: 06/25/2008
Assignee: LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC
3452 E. FOOTHILL BLVD.
SUITE 320
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91107
Correspondent: CLARK D. GROSS
12424 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, STE. 1200
LOS ANGELES, CA 90025

Pages: 3

Pages: 12

Search Resuits as of. 03052012 1210 PM

if you have any comments or questions concerning the data displayed, contact PRD / Assignments at 571-272.3350. v.2.2.1
Web irterface last modified: Jan 26, 2012
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Best Available Copy
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oo thlgatlon Search Report CRU 3999

Reexam Control No. 90/012, 149+ SO

-+

To Exammer | From: Alicia Kelley-Collier

,Locatlon CRU, Location: CRU 3999 .
Art Unit: 3999 _ MDE 5A74 '
Date: 3/1/12 : Phone: (571) 272-6059

.Case Serlal Number 90/012 149 | alicia.kelley@uspto.gov

Search Notes

SN

U.S. Patent No 6 779 118

!
e s

2)1 performed a search on. the patent in Lexrs CourtLink for any open dockets or closed cases.

3HI perforrn’ed“a search in Lexis in the Federal Courts and Administrative Materials databases for any cases found.

L E-..'.ﬂ‘_a..r - C e

4)1 performed a search in Lex1s in the IP Journal and Periodicals database for any articles on the patent

S5)I performed a search in Lexis in the news ‘databases for any articles about the patent or any articles about
htlgatlon on thrs patent

- cen - .- o

thlgatlon was, found for thls Patent

.:,-

2: lOcv277 Closed

. '_..,.3 l,t_.~ g Y L e g P

2:09¢v26 - Closed - e
2:08cv385 " Closed .

2'080v304 Closed o -

2: 08cv264'j,,;; 'Open 9/15/10 MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination. 10/27/10 ORDER granting
546 Motion to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent-In-Suit (D.1. 546) and Linksmart's Notice of Non-

Opposition.’-»2/2/12 NOTICE FROM CLERK re Unopposed MOTION to Stay and Unopposed MOTION to Lift
Stay Clerk is going to terminate the motion to stay and modify entry to reflect that it is only 1 motion which to hﬁ
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Best Available Copy
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Westlavv.

s [ Z0COuR SV

- . . Date of Printing: Mar 01, 2012»? 1 '
‘ - ‘ KEYCITE

H US PAT 6779118 USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM, Assngnee' Aurlq
Systems, Inc. (Aug 17, 2004)

: ‘ History
e T : o Direct History
__=>_ _ : 1 USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM, US PAT 6779118, 2004 o s 3
. # WL 1841593 (U.S. PTO Utility Aug 17, 2004) T
e Construed by
MW 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 o
[ ] " . 3 LinkSmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., 2010 WL 3816679 (E.D.Tex. Sep Y
02, 2010) (NO. 208CV264)

Report and Recommendation Adopted by

H. . - 4 Lmksman Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., 2010 WL 3816677 (E.D.Tex. Sep v
% 27,2010) (NO. 208CV264)

Court Documents
_ Trial Court Documents (U.S.A.)

"E.D. Tex Trlal Pleadmgs

5 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plamtlff v. 1. -MOBILE USA, INC.; 2. *
.. L .. P Wayport,Inc.; 3. AT&T, Inc.; 4. AT&T Mobility, LLC; 5. Lodgenet Interactive Corp.; 6. Ibahn- L
« .- --- = General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10.
BT Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 3538408 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1, 2008)
o Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial (NO. 08CV00264)

6 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, etal.,,
Defendants., 2008 WL 4355636 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Aug. 21, 2008) Linksmart ereless )
Technology, LLC'S Reply to Ethostream, LLC'S Counterclaim (NO. 208CV00264)

"~ 7 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, etal., - i 38 .
Defendants., 2008 WL 4355637 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Aug. 29, 2008) Answer and Coun- L; vt 220

~ terclaim (NO. 208CV00264) CER s
© 7 "7 8 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. (1) T-MOBILE USA, INC., (2) .57 .=
s w ¢ Wayport, Inc., (3) AT&T, Inc., (4) AT&T Mobility, LLC, (5) Lodgenet Interactive Corp., (6)

& © 2012 Thomson Reuters. All rights reserved.
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- - . Best Available Copy

ibahn General Holdmgs 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, }\ 2)
.- * 2008) Defendant ibahn General Holdings Corp.'s Answer and Counterclaims to Llnksmart oS
S e -«f- Wireless Technology, LLC's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) B o
» 2% r e, M09 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; Waypo- ~ *"°
© . 1t, Inc.; At&t, Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC; Lodgenet Interactive Corporation; Ibahn General
Holdmgs Corp.; Ethostream LLC; Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks,
Inc.; Aptilo Networks, Inc.; Freefi Network, 2008 WL 5369920 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. . ... ..
12 2008) Defendant Aptllo Networks, Inc.'s Answer, Affirmative Defenses and Counter-
A . claims to Plaintiff's. Complaint for Patent Infringement (NO. 208-CV-264TJW-CE)
Seean TLT10 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA, INC.; 2.
'  Wayport, Inc; 3. AT&T, Inc.; Jury 4. AT&T Moblllty, LLC; 5. Lodgenet Interactlve Corp 6.
. Ibahn General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu ::
.~ Corp:; 10. Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Apt, 2008 WL 5369909 (Trial Pleading) (E D.Tex. Sep. 15,
% 2008) Defendant Marriott Internatlonal Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaims to Linksmart
- Wireless Technology, LLC's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE)
.. : 11 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al.,
“ewi# o5 Defendants., 2008 WL 5369910 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Wayport, Inc.'s An- -,
S ’ 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 WL 5369911 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Barnes & .
, Noble Booksellers, Inc. Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)
-+;13 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al,, -
<& Defendants., 2008 WL 5369912 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Mcdonald's Corp.'s "~ -~
Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) :
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-
B swer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE)
R 15 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., etal., .
. ' Defeéndants., 2008 WL 5369914 (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-TIW-CE) : “r'-
LT T 16 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC; et al.,’
e -7 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-
DB s 9o fendants., 2008 WL 5369922 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 15, 2008) Defendant Mail Boxes SRR
. .5 c Etc., Inc.'s Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint (NO. 208-CV- 00264 TIW) EEREEN

v ' .18 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC; Waypo- ,' -
- rt,Inc.; AT&T, Inc.; AT&T Mobility, LLC; Lodgenet Interactive Corporation; Ibahn General
. Holdmgs Corp.; Ethostream LLC; Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks,
. _ ...z Inc;Aptilo Networks, Inc.; Freefi Network, 2008 WL 5369915 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep 32
pm e adg 19, 2_'008) Ramada Worldwnde, Inc.'s Answer to Complaint and Counterclaims (NO. AT

i
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i - 208-CV-00264- TJW-CE) :

19 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al Rt :
.. Defendants., 2008 WL 5369916 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 19, 2008) Pronto Networks, - _‘P‘; s
,f; Inc.'s Answer, Defenses, and Counterclaims to the Complaint (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) % g gl
20 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. 1. T-MOBILE USA, INC,; 2.

" Wayport, Inc.; 3. AT&T, Inc.; 4. AT&T Mobility, LLC; 5. Lodgenet Interactive Corp.; 6. Ibahn
R General Holdings Corp.; 7. Ethostream, LLC; 8. Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; 9. Netnearu Corp.; 10.
S+ im0 Pronto Networks, Inc.; 11. Aptilo N, 2008 WL 5369917 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Sep. 22,” "~ - =
) 2008) Defendant Freefi Networks. Inc.'s Answer and Counterclaims to Original Complamt
-(NO.208CV00264TIW) .. »

' 21 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA INC,, etal.,"

' NETWORKS INC and Nomadix, Inc., Third- Party Defendants 2009 WL 5819738 (Trial - -~ 385
' Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Nov. 13, 2009) Third Party Complaint of Best Western Internatlonal B
Inc. (NO. 208CV00264)
" .. 22 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et. al.,
... Defendant., 2009 WL 5819739 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. Nov. 20, 2009) Ramada Worldwnde, .
_ 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) ?
= 24 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al
Defendants., 2010 WL 3050903 (Trial Pleading) (E.D.Tex. May 7, 2010) Best Western Interna— o
"' tional, Inc.'s First Amended Answer, Defenses and Counterclalms (NO. i
-+ 208-CV-00264-TIW-CE)
: © 25 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al.,
“esiweee =« 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 .
. . 17,2010) First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western International, Inc. (NO. o
©.208- CV 00264- DF CE 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026- DF-CE) &

.. E.D.Tex. Expert Testlmony - : w-' ikl
T . *426 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al e
wr i . Defendants, And Related Counterclaims., 2008 WL 8039590 (Expert Report and Afﬁdavn)

(E.D.Tex. 2008) Declaration of Tal Lavian, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless

f, - Technology, LLC's Response to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of 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) .
" .27 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., etal., .

" Defendants., 2010, WL 3711476 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 14,2010) Declar- 1IoR

o ation of Kevm Jeffay, Ph.D. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, R

LT T ¥ 208-CV-00385- DF-CE, 209-CV- 00026-DF-CE) . I =i
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, 28 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plamtlff v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, Waypo- S
.0, Inc., At&t, Inc., At&t Mobility, LLC, Lodgenet Interactive Corporation, Ibahn General Hold- i, 3
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)
T . 29 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al,,
B ‘_"‘ T T Defendant., 2010 WL 3711477 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30, 20]0) Declara-
A tion Of Tal Lavian, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC'S
.7 Reply Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF- CE
i 208-CV-00385- DF-CE 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

Co E D Tex Trlal Motlons, Memoranda And Affidavits ‘:'“ &
RN '.‘ %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

2008) Defendant At&T Mobility LLC's Motion to Dismiss (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE)

Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc.; Et Al., De- . .t ..
_fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a -
AT&T Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 721149 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Afﬁ-i
davit) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 23, 2009) Joint Motion to Consolidate (NO. 208-CV- 00264OTJW-CE

208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026-TJW-CE)
T 32 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
Até&t Internet Services, Defendants;, 2009 WL 721433 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affi-. :
davit) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 23, 2009) Joint Metion to Consolidate (NO. 208-CV-00264- TJW-CE’" R ’ ’
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-TJW, 209-CV-00026-TJW-CE) T
%33 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al
Defendants 2009 WL 714069 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D. Tex Feb 27
o - 2009) Plamtlff Lmksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Motion for Default Judgment
- -~-j'~,~ --+ - Against Hot Point Wireless, Inc. and Second Rule LLC (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE) :
RPN ;34 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al,”
. Defendants. Best Western International, Inc., Third-Party Plaintiff, v. Bestcomm Networks Inc.
and Nomadix, Inc., Third-Party Defendants., 2010 WL 974673 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and
Affidavit) (E.D. Tex Feb. 25, 2010) Third- Party Defendant Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strlke
or Dismiss Third-Party Complamt of Best Western International, Inc. (NO. oy
A 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026- DF-CE)
oo ‘35 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155255 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Mar 19
. 2010) Plamtlff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Opening Claim Construction Brief . i
B _j“"‘ 5 " (NO.208CV00264) - RS
' -*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 Aﬂ'rdavrt) (E. D Tex. Mar 31,2010) Best Western International's Op- - AL
position to Nomadix's Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third Party Complaint (NO.
208CV00264)

'37 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al
Defendants. BEST WESTERN INTERNATIONAL, INC., Third-Party Plaintiff, v. BESTCOMM R
NETWORKS, NOMADIX, INC., Third-Party Defendants BESTCOMM NETWORKS, INC.,. :

K Third-Party Defendant, v NOMADIX INC., Third-Party Defendant., 2010 WL 2155257 (Trlal

T P Motion, Memorandurg and Affidavit) (E.D. Tex Apr. 16, 2010) Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to DIS-

- miss Bestcomm Networks Inc.'s Crossclaims (NO. 208CV00264) :

38 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al. e

'~ Defendants., 2010 WL 2155258 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr 16’ W aE
2010) Claim Construction Brief of Defendants (NO. 208CV00264) T

39 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al

- .. Defendants., 2010 WL 2155259 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr 19

el L. 2010) Best Western's Supplemental Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208CV00264) s L

40 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC, etal., . o
Defendants., 2010 WL 2155260 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr 29 Sy sy
2010) Defendants Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support

" . of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief (NO. 208CV00264)
R .41 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al ,‘f
. .:. -' rsg, Defendants., 2010 WL 2155261 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr 30,15 ¢
“%" 2010) Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brief
 (NO. 208CV00264)

; 42 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al.,

TLree 9 Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050762 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and

W™ .. . Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 7, 2010) iBAHN's Claim Construction Surreply Brief (NO. . -,'} )

Tk .208-CV-00264- DF-CE 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF- CE) SITRR

43 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al.,
5 Defendants. And Rélated Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050763 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and

e e enf Afﬁdavrt) (E.D.Tex. May 11, 2010) Clalm Construction Sur-Reply Brief of Defendants (NO ; g

' 3. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208- CV 00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026- DF—CE) o

" 44 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al.,

Defendants., 2010 WL 3050764 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. May 17,
2010) Defendants Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indeﬁmteness ol
under 35 U.S.C. | 112, 2 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, =

P

e 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209 CV-00026-DF-CE) :
45 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al

~ Defendants. And Related Counterclaims., 2010 WL 3050765 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and
Afﬁdavrt) (E.D.Tex: May 17, 2010) Plamtlff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Re-
sponse to Defendants' Motlon to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal LA Vian Ad-
dressing the Declaration of Dr. Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,
208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)
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T . 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) Plamtlff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Re-
S sponse to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indefinite- .
mfeal, Lewe. nessunder 35 U.S.C. | 112,12 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, ot
;:". '_jj. - 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) A
§' 0t 1 .47 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC., et al
e e Defendants 2010 WL 3050767 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Jun 2;%
. 2010) Defendants Reply in Support of Their Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of In-
validity for Indefiniteness under 35 U.S.C. | 112, i2 (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,
I 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) : it
';’218 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al T
* 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, ‘ ‘f‘- TR
. 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 WL 4927710 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Oct 7,7 oo
» 2010) Defendant Choice Hotels International, Inc.'s Reply in Support of Its Motion for-
£.- Summary Judgment of 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) * .- o
. -51 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et al., 2010WL D
T 4024690 (Exhibit) (E. D.Tex. Mar. 31, 2010) Nomadix, Inc. Reseller Agreement (NO A
' 208CV00264) Tk

v

s
- - %

E,D Tex; Eupert Resumes

A y 52 Kevin Jeffay, cumculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC V. T-Mobile USA,

- Inc. et al, 2010 WL 5779215 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 18, 2010) Expert Re-
.., Sume of Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208CV00264) :
o 53 Tal Lavian, Ph. D., curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC v. T-Mobile .
50 USA, Inc, etal, 2010 WL 3515006 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. May 23, 2010) Ex- »‘
Ceeedn Jat o pert Resume of Tal Lawan (NO. 208CV00264) :

_ED. Tex Trlal Fllmgs . B ’ b
S} 154 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al IR <
’ 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 Servnces Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147057 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 1 2009)
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' Jomt Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, - " ¥

" 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) -
. '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- e
fendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Services, Inc. D/B/A .
: AT&T Internet Seryices; Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147069 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Jun. 1 2009) 2
% - Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
; ‘a' 208-CV-00385-DF;CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) :

¥ . eeat

- Defendants; Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC Plamtlff V. ClSCO Systems, Inc , et al De- " 7
-fendants; Lmksmart 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,
3. 208:CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) e e
. 57 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. et al., 2010 WL
AR 1733529 (Trial Filing) (E.D.Tex. Feb. 19, 2010) Claim Construction Chart (NO. 208CV00264)‘:
~« -+ 7 - 5§ LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al. , 2010 WLt
S 3053062 (Trial Fxlmg) (E.D.Tex. May 14, 2010) Agreed Constructions (NO. 08CV00264) :

. E'D Te Verdlcts, Agreements and Settlements

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 Holdmgs

. Corp,; Ethostream LLC Hot Point Wireless, Inc.; Netnearu Corp.; Pronto Networks, Inc.; Freefi

“#7" Networks, Inc.; Merakl, Inc. Second, 2008 WL 5533263 (Verdlct Agreement and Settlement) ;

o “ (E,D,Tex. Dec. 9, 2008) Jury (NO. 208CV00264) ‘

60 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al
. -: " . Defendants; Lmksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. Cisco Systems, Inc., et al De -

.. " fendants; Lmksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, Plaintiff, v. SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a o

% AT&T Internet Serv1ces Defendants;, 2009 WL 3147112 (Verdict, Agreement and Settlement)

g -(E.D:Tex. Jun. 1 , 2009) Joint Case Management Report (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE,

o 208-CV-00304-DF—CE, 208-CV-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

Dockets (U.S.A.)

) X R
61 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. ET AL, NO.
<28 08<;v00264 (Docket) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1, 2008)

‘ - Expert Court Documents (U.S.A.)
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Defendants And Related Counterclaims., 2008 WL 8039590 (Expert Report and Afﬁdawt)su‘q-::’% 2 Sl
* (E.D:Tex. 2008) Declaration of Tal Lavuan, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless " -

" Technology, LLC's Response to Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of In-
validity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S. (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
- 208-€V-00385-DF-CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE) s
. 63 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, Plamtlff v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al

' “ation of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D. (NO. 208-CV_00264-DF-CE,-208-CV-00304-DF-CE,
- 208-CV-00385-DF}CE, 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)

1t, Inc., At&t, Inc., At&t Mobility, LLC, Lodgenet Interactlve Corporatron Ibahn General Hold- %" -

ings Corp., Ethostream LLC, Hot Point Wireless Inc., Netnearu Corp., Pronto Networks, Ic.; Ap-

tilo Networks, Inc., Freefi Networks,, 2010 WL 3842257 (Expert Deposition) (E.D.Tex. Apr 22

2010) (Deposition of Kevin Jeffay, Ph.D.) (NO. 208-CV-00264-TJW-CE) :

7765 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al x

S :?‘: Defendant., 2010 WL 371 1477 (Expert Report and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr. 30, 2010) Declara—

O ,-,:j tion Of Tal Lavian, Ph.D. in Support of Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC'S : -
o - Reply Claim Construction Brief (NO. 208-CV-00264-DF-CE, 208-CV-00304-DF-CE, . o

" 208- CV 00385- DF CE 209-CV-00026-DF-CE)  ~ i ik

66 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC, Plaintiff, v. T-MOBILE USA, INC,, et al
Defendants., 2010 WL, 2155260 (Trial Motion, Memorandum and Affidavit) (E.D.Tex. Apr 29
2010) Defendants Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support
of Plaintiff's Claim Constructlon Reply Brief (NO. 208CV00264)

Defendants ,2010 WL 2155261 (Trial Monon Memorandum and Affidavit) (E. D Tex. Apr 30
L 2010) Plalntlff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Reply Claim Construction Brlef N
et (NO 208CV00264) -
D.T .'Expert Resumes
" . 68 Kevin Jeffay, curriculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC V. T-Mobile USA,
= Inc. et al, 2010 WL 5779215 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. Jan. 18, 2010) Expert Re
sume of Kevin Jeffay (NO. 208CV00264)
- 69 Tal Lavian, Ph.D. cumculum vitae filed in Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLCv. T-Moblle
- USA‘ Inc., et al, 2010 WL 3515006 (Court-filed Expert Resume) (E.D.Tex. May 23, 2010) Ex- SR
pert Resume of Tal Lavian (NO. 208CV00264) ; f‘;i

i

4

‘i

i 70 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. ET AL, NO. -
" 2:08¢v00264 (Docket) (E.D.Tex. Jul. 1, 2008)
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Patent Family

-~ 71 AUTOMATIC DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM FOR INTERNET COMMUNICATION, Co
< % Derwent World Patents Legal 2000- 072306+ ‘-".", T

8 ;?. s u :': "‘ _ Assignments X
72 Actlon ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS)
Number of Pages 012 (DATE RECORDED: Jul 02, 2008) -

L Patent Suit(See thAIert Entries),

v Patent Suit(See thAlert Entries),
.. Request for Re-Examination, (OG DATE: Dec 02, 2008)
= . Patent Suit(See LitAlert Entries),

Docket Summaries o

79 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY LLC v. TJHOSPITALITY LTDET AL, (E. D TEX.
Jul 29, 2010) (NO. 2:10CV00277), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)

% “ (ED,TEX. Jan 21, 2009) (NO. 2:09CV00026), (28 USC 1338 PATENT INFRINGEMENT) -
L 81 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. SBC INTERNET SERVICES, INC., .,
- (E.D.TEX. Oct 09, 2008) (NO. 2: 08CV00385), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)' 5
R ‘82 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. CISCO SYSTEMS, INC. ET AL, .
T D77 (EDITEX. Aug 04,2008) (NO. 2:08CV00304), (35 USC 271 PATENT INFRINGEMENT) ™~/ %
L e _783 LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC v. T-MOBILE USA, INC. ET AL, (ED.TEX.

- Jul 01, 2008) (NO. 2:08CV00264), (15 USC 1126 PATENT INFRINGEMENT)

¢ ad Litigation Alert CoE e
84 Derwent LitAlert P2010 36-12 (Jul 29, 2010) Action Taken: 15 USC 1126 - COMPLAINT FOR
. PATENT INFRINGEMENT ,
-85 Derwent LitAlert P2009 07-58 (Jan 21, 2009) Action Taken: Complaint
.86 Derwent LitAlert P2009 06-09 (Aug 04, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint

‘.,}"87 Derwent LitAlert P2008-47-12 (Jul 01, 2008) Action Taken: Complaint BRI

Prior Art (Coverage Begins 1976)

.88 METHOD OF PROVIDING TEMPORARY ACCESS OF A CALLING UNIT TO AN AN- .
~#+ ONYMOUS UNIT, US PAT 6157829Assignee: Motorola, Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 2000) * NI

v S . e
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5845070Assignee: Auric Web Systems, Inc., (U.S. PTO Utility 1998)
490 SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR DATABASE ACCESS CONTROL, US PAT 5696898A551gnee'!
Lucent Technologles Ing., (U.S. PTO Utility 1997)
2 +91 SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR PROVIDING PEER LEVEL ACCESS CONTROL ON A NET-. :
R WORK US PAT 6233686Assngnee AT &amp; T Corp., (U.S. PTO Utility 2001) R o
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US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern
(Marshall)

2:10cv277

Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc VS TJ Hospitality Ltd et al

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012

Date Filed: 07/29/2010 Class Code: CLOSED
Assigned To: Judge T John Ward Closed: Yes
Referred To: Statute: 15:1126
Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0
Lead Docket: None NOS Description: Patent A
Other Docket: None o
Jurisdiction: Federal Question e
Litigants Attorneys
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic 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 w
[Term: 11/30/2010] - .

Heritage Inn Number Xiv
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

Eight Pack Tyler LP
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

Heritage Inn Number X ¢
- Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

8 D & Sons Ltd
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

Heritage Inn Number Xii
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]}

Mot
<t

Panasonic-101 ll o
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Best Available Copy

Carlex Hospitality Lic
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010] -

Prus, Llc
Defendant
(Term: 11/30/2010]

Meritax, Lic
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd
Defendant

Longview Hotel Partners Inc
Defendant :
[Tern_'l:v.l 1/30/2010]

Hwy 259 Lodging Lic
Defendant =~ = ~ CT
[Term: 11/30/2010] .

Nyr Property Corp
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010] -

1-30 Hospitality Llc
Defendant
[Term:.11/30/2010]

Amit C Patel . .
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

Jyotilzé A Patel "
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

Krishan Inc
Defendant
[Term: 11/30/2010]

Dété a # : Proceeding Text

07/29/2010 1 - COMPLAINT against 281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd., B D & Sons Ltd., Carlex Hospitality LLC, Eight
' Pack Tyler LP, Heritage Inn Number X, Heritage Inn Number XII, Heritage Inn Number XIV, Hwy
259 Lodging LLC, I-30 Hospitality LLC, Krishan Inc., Longview Hotel Partners Inc., MMD Hotel

_ Kilgore'LP, Meritax, LLC, NYR Property Corp., Amit C. Patel, Jyotika A. Patel, Prus, LLC, TJ

.. Hospitality Ltd. ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 0540-2597118.), filed by Linksmart Wireless

"~ Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit.A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Additional
A, attachment(s) added on 7/30/2010: # 3 Revised Civil Cover Sheet) (ehs, ). (Entered:

EERES 07/29/2010)

07/29/2010.. 2  Notice of Filing of Patent/Trademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U.S.
e Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/29/2010)

07/29/2010 3 . CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster, Cazt

i Marc) (Entered: 07/29/2010) Sk
07/29/2010 4 NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: ‘t’;l
e 07/29/2010)
07/30/2010" S Judge T. John Ward added. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)
07/30/2010 -- In accordance with the provisions of 28 USC Section 636(c), you are hereby notified that a U.S.
T b Magistrate Judge of this district court is available to conduct any or all proceedings in this case
2f_ ... ..~ Including a jury or non-jury trial and to order the entry of a final judgment. The form Consent to

Proceed Before Magistrate Judge is available here by clicking on the hyperlink and is also on our
website. All signed consent forms, excluding pro se parties, should be filed electronically using the
event Notice of Consent to Proceed Before Magistrate Judge . (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

07/30/2010 5 E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to 281 Lodging Partnership, Ltd., B D & Sons Ltd., Carlex
Hospitality LLC, Eight Pack Tyler LP, Heritage Inn Number X, Heritage Inn Number XII, Heritage

S Panasonic-1011
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07/30/2010

L
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K
IS

r

11/29/2010

a oy

11/29/2010

6

7

11/29/2010

11/29/2010

Best Available Copy

6
Inn Number XIV, Hwy 259 Lodging LLC, I-30 Hospitality LLC, Amit C. Patel. (Attachments: # 1 . Jt%
281 Lodging, # 2 Amit, # 3 BD &Sons, # 4 Carlex, # S Eight Pack, # 6 Hwy 259, # 7 Heritage __ . -% o .m

Inn No'X, # 8 Heritage Inn No XIV)(ehs, ) (Entered: 07/30/2010)

1«0&.

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to Krishan Inc., Longview Hote! Partners Inc., MMD Hotel
Kilgore LP, Meritax, LLC, NYR Property Corp., Jyotika A. Patel, Prus, LLC, T) 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:

oo Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)
g -

11/29/2010" 11"'

1 1/29/2010

11/29/2010

1 1/29/2010

12~

13

.14

11/29/2010 15

[PLL TSI U T V.

11/ 29/ 2010 .

11/29/2010

11/29/501—()'

'..

1

1 1/29/2010

6

17

NOTICE of Voluntary Dlsmlssal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:
Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

7 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)
NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments

. Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

- Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

19

18

11/2@5/}010 “20

L

11/29/2010 21

11/29/2010. .22 .

11/29/2010 23

RECENS R

11/29/2010 _ 24_.

11/30/2010 25

11/30/2010 26

o

<y

&”’t!'x.

11/30/2010- 27--

:

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:
" Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangk_er; Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology; LLC (Attachments:

Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 11/29/2010)

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments:

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

# 1 Text of

#1 Textof -

#1 Text of %75
# 1 Text of

#1Textof *

1 # 1 Text of ,‘
# 1 Text of “:
# 1 Text of
#1Textof

# 1 Text of

#1Textof 53

#1Textof
# 1 Text of
# 1 Text of

# 1 Text of « -

# 1 Text of .-
# 1 Text of

# 1 Textof .

- 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. Slgned by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

. 11/30/2010)
11/30/2010 28

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)

R
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11/30/2010 29 ORDER - granting 14 Notlce of Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against Defendant
Heritage Inn Number XIV are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own

" costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:

g I...'..;.“M .~ 11/30/2010)

ORDER - granting 12 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Defendant Heritage Inn Number X are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

- own costs and attorneys fees Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:- ,
11/30/2010)

11/30/2010 * 31 . ORDER - granting 13 Notice‘ of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
A -, Defendant Heritage Inn"Number XII are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear:

its own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered

11/30/2010) .

11/30/2010 -. 32 ORDER granting 15 Notlce of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against

. - ="+ Defendant Hwy 259 Lodging LLC are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear ltS
own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
11/30/2010)

* ORDER:- granting 10 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against * " * -~ 77~
Defendant Carlex 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 11° Notlce of Voluntary Dismissal. All clalms asserted by Plaintiff against

. . Defendant Eight Pack Tyler LP are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its. .
... own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
" 11/30/2010)

ORDER - granting 21 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against

Defendant MMD Hotel Kilgore LP are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its

- own costs and attorneys fees Signed. by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010 (ch, ) (Entered:~- - -
11/30/2010) N _ o '

11/30/2010° 36 - ORDER - granting 18 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
Lo “. Defendant Krishan Inc. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own costs .
and attorneys fees. Signhed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) °
. (Enteréd: 11/30/2010)

11/30/2010 37': ORDER - granting 22 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
st 0" Defendant NYR Property Corp. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its
own costs and attorneys fees. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
AP 11/30/2010)

11/397?(11’0”' 38" 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
ST and attorneys fees. Slgned by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 11/30/2010)

2 .
11/30/2010 39° ORDER granting 24 Notlce of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against 1
. . Defendant T) Hospitality Ltd. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own-.
.2 ——. !.; costs and attorneys fees Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: :
~ e ‘11/30/2010)

ORDER - granting - 8 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against

Defendant Amit C. Patel are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own

costs and attorneys fees. Sngned by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered )
©11/30/2010) i S

11/30/2010 41 ORDER - granting 9 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal. All claims asserted by Plaintiff against
.~ Defendant B D & Sons Ltd. are hereby dismissed without prejudice. Each party will bear its own
- *. costs and attorneys fees Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 11/30/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: ¢
11/30/2010)

11/30/2010 “42 ° ORDER - granting 7 Notlce 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)

e n!f -t 41

Copyright ©.2012 LexisNexis CourtLink, Inc. All rights reserved.
*kx THISADAT~A IS FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY ***
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US District Court Civil Docket

- U.S. District - Texas Eastern
(Marshall)

2:09¢cv26

Linksmart Wireless Technology Lic v. Six Continents Hotels Inc et A

This case was retrieved from the court on Tuesday, February 21, 2012

Date Filed:

01/21/2009

Assigned To: Judge David Folsom

Referred To:
Nature of suit:
Cause:

Lead Docket:
Other Docket:

Jurisdiction:

Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven

Patent (830)
Patent Infringement
2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC

2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC
2:08-cv-00385-DF

Federal Question

Litigants

Linksmart Wireless Technology Llc
Plaintiff

Six Continents Hotels Incw
Defendant

Class Code: CLOSED

Closed: Yes

Statute: 28:1338

Jury Demand: Defendant

Demand Amount: $0

NOS Description: Patent

Attorneys

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

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
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

John M Guaragna
[COR LD NTC]
Dla Piper US LLP -Austin

Panasonic-101 L. y
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Interi:ontinéntal Hotels Gn:oup Resources Inc

Defendant B

TSN

'Six Continents Hotels Inc
Counter Claimant

o

Interééhtinehtal Hotels Group Resources Inc

Counter Claimant

2

Link:s'mlar't Wireless Technology Lic
Countgr Defendant B

Best Available Copy

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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Date ...
01/21/2009

. l

s

01/21/ 2009

01/21/2009

.

01/2'1]:063 g

01/ 2 1/2009

P
i

01/21/2009"

01/21/2009

01/22/2009

. T
. \‘24‘

01/22/2009
01/23/2009 _
02/03/2009

02/06/ 2009

02/06/2009h

i
PR

02/10/2009

02/ 10/2009

ERT A
o e
LA

" *DG')‘. B

#
1

.+ Ppatent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

3

5

Fost gy = W

6

9

LR

10

11"

.. Judge T. John Ward no longer assigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch )

Iy

12"

v,..- P

-+ Technology LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Civil Cover Sheet)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered:

“ Notice'of Filing of Patent/T rademark Form (AO 120). AO 120 mailed to the Director of the U. S

. ORDER REFERRING CASE for Pretrial proceedings to Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham.
" ‘Signed by Judge T. Joh_n'Ward on 1/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

,01/21/2009) ST -~

86 f
: _' LLC (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2009)

. Text of Proposed Order)(Welss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/23/2009)

- Best Available Copy

Suite 1200
s Los Angeles , CA 90025
- USA
e 310/ 826-7474
* e Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

«

Sou rce

Proceeding Text

" COMPLAINT against Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc

( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001843024.), filed by Linksmart Wireless

01/21/2009)

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC (Fenster, ¥
:Marc) (Entered: 01/21/2009)

'NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC of Related Cases (Fenster, Marc) (Entered:

01/21/2009)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group
Resources Inc. (Attachments # 1 summons InterContinental 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

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

ORDER REASSIGNING CASE Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom for all further proceedlngs .
(Entered: 02/03/2009) f
E-GOV 'SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC.

. Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc served on 1/21/2009 to John Guaragna DLA Plper by

13—

- 2/10/2009 (ehs, )(Entered 02/06/2009)

14

. 02/10/2009)

.CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels
"~ Group Resources Inc identifying Corporate Parent InterContinental Hotels Group PLC for

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 Y

ANSWER to 1 Complaint;, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC by Six s
" Continents Hotels Inc, -Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc.(Guaragna, John) (Entered:-

Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, Six Contlnents Hotels Inc (Guaragna, John)
(Entered: 02/10/2009)

02/27/2009“ 16~ ANSWER to 14 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by Lmksmart Wireless Technology LLC. (Welss, -

- vb

‘( F
04/22/2009

05/01/2009

.7 77 77 42(b) and (c).. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, ) (Entered:

it—

R

05/01/2,,099

. .
3

OO, EPOR Y S

05/04{20QQ

17 -
18

d
't -‘

19

" - before Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham. (jml, ) (Entered: 05/04/2009)

Andrew) (Entered: 02/27/2009)
NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009) Ca .

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-_

05/01/2009)

NOTICE OF FILING DOCUMENTS IN CONSOLIDATED CASES re 18 Order on Motion to Consolidate
Cases. ALL FUTURE FILINGS TO BE FILED IN LEAD CASE 2:08cv264 ONLY (ehs, ) (Entered:
- 09/03/2009) L

NOTICE of Hearing: Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM in Mag Ctrm (Marshall)

Panasonlcel \
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05/06/2009‘" 20~ Notice of Scheduling Conference, Proposed Deadlines for Docket Control Order and Dlscovery
TR .. Order. Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles
gl Ty """Evenngham The parties are, directed to meet and confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f)
thate ;: ‘no later than 5/27/09. Slgned by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch, ) i €3 g
A (Entered 05/06/2009) X

06/01/2009M21 ;»REPORT of Rule 26(f) Plannmg Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhnbnt A - Proposed Docket Control

o ;. Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009: # 2 Revised Scheduling -
Order) ‘(sm, ). (Entered: 06/01/2009) .

R T <o
06/0372009 22 Mlnute 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)

07/06/2010;‘ 23 NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of CLAIM CONSTRUCTION HEARING held on
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 days to file with the Court a Notice of Intent to Request .
#. Redaction of this transcnpt If no such Notice is filed, the transcript will be made remotely =
. electronically available to the public without redaction after 90 calendar days. The policy is- 3
“Iocated 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
L., 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, ) -
vyt . (Entered 07/19/2011) . ¥ -

02/06/2012 25 -ORDER REFERRING CASE for pretrial purposes to Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven. Signed by
vy Judge Dawd FoIsom on 2/6/12 (ehs, ) (Entered: 02/06/2012) 5

,".-4

Copyright © 2012 LexisNexis CourtLink, Inc. All rights reserved.
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- US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern
{Marshall)

v

© 2:08cv385

LinkSmart Wireless Technology, 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
T Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: Yes
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 15:1126
Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Both
Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0
Lead Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC NOS Description: Patent

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00264-DF-CMC
2:09-cv-00026-DF

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

" Litigants . Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic o Marc A Fenster
Plaintiff : [COR LD NTC] .
o Russ August & Kabat
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
’ ) Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
T CoE ) Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
i Spangler Law PC
- 208 N Green St LR
- Suite 300 MR
Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
T - Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

Andrew D Weiss .
[COR LD NTC] Y
Russ August & Kabat T e
12424 Wilshire Boulevard eyt
Suite 1200 L
Los Angeles , CA 90025 .

ool 310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Sbc Internet Services, Inc Doing Busineé_é as At&T Internet Richard Alan Sayles et
Services : [COR LD NTC] S .
Defendant o Sayles Werbner

IRl AN

Panasonic-1011
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v

US District Court Civil Docket

U.S. District - Texas Eastern
: (Marshall)
2:08cv304 R

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 NOS Description: Patent

Other Docket: None
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants Attorneys

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic o - 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

g Andrew W Spangler
. . [COR LD NTC]
- Spangler Law PC
. N 208 N Green St
Suite 300
Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
e v oE Fax: 903-553-0403
Email: SPANGLER@SPANGLERLAWPC.COM

<. Andrew D Weiss
) - [COR LD NTC]
. : Russ August & Kabat
. - 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
UsA
‘ 310/ 826-7474
. - . Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Cisco Systems, Inc B David J Beck
Defendant ) * [COR LD NTC]
. Beck Redden & Secrest
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

o Panasonic-1011
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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 et al

This case was retrieved from the court on Thursday, March 01, 2012

Date Filed: 07/01/2008 Class Code:
Assigned To: Judge David Folsom Closed: No
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven Statute: 15:1126

Nature of suit: Patent (830) Jury Demand: Both
Cause: Patent Infringement Demand Amount: $0
Lead Docket: None NOS Description: Patent

Other Docket: 2:08-cv-00385-DF
2:09-cv-00026-DF-CMC

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Litigants . . Attorneys

James W Knowles Mediator James W Knowles
Mediator [COR LD NTC]
Knowles Mediations
909 East South East Loop 323
Ste 410
Tyler , TX 75701
USA
903/ 534-3800
Fax: 903/ 534-3806
Email: JIMK@KNOWLESMED.COM

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
Email: AHOFFMAN@RAKLAW.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

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 Flagel

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: EFLAGEL@RAKLAW.COM

Irene Y Lee

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
12TH Floor

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: Ilee@raklaw.com

Larry C Russ

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & 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

= e

gt
Panasonic-lO}j%%, ‘
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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</ 1>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Todd Y Brandt

[COR LD NTC]

Stevens Love

5020 Montrose Blvd

Suite 800

Houston , TX 77006

USA

713-284-5201

Fax: 713-284-5250

Email; TODD@STEVENSLOVE.COM

Andrew W Spangler

[COR LD NTC]

Spangler & Fussell PC

208 N Green St

Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601

USA

903-753-9300

Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

{COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Panasonic- l(fké.}
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Marc A Fenster
[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

David ] Beck
[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney.St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020

USA
713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Alexandra B McTague

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York

399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022

USA
212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: ALEXANDRA.MCTAGUE@WILMERHALE.CO

David B Bassett
[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York - h

399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022

USA
212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: DAVID.BASSETT@WILMERHALE.COM

James P Barabas
[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York

399 Park Avenue

New York , NY 10022

USA
212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888

Email: JAMES.BARABAS@WILMERHALE.COM

Jonathan Andron
[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston

60 State Street
Boston , MA 02109
USA

617-526- 6749

Fax: 617-526-5000

<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

.

Panasonic- 1. Aﬁj ;
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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 PP .
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 . o
Boston , MA 02109 T e
USA ' H
617/ 526-6466

Fax: 617/ 526-5000

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: PETER.DICHIARA@WILMERHALE.COM

Robert David Daniel

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest LLP
One Houston Center :

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500 - s
Houston , TX 77010-2020 R
USA 3
713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Bddaniel@brsfirm.com

William F Lee

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -Boston

60 State Street

Boston , MA 02109 .
USA

617-526-6556

Fax: 617-526-5000

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Panasonic-1017
Page 127 of 307



Best Available Copy

o ) Email: WILLIAM.LEE@WILMERHALE.COM

S

Wayport, Inc « » b ~ . TR Brian C'Bianco ' -
Defendant . - : b [COR LD NTC] .
[Term: 11/12/2010] i R Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
R, ,,} . : One South Dearborn Ave
: Chicago , IL 60603
: USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

SRR “ S Marvin Craig Tyler
A ' o [COR LD NTC] -
: Cor Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
. N 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
! o Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
i : Austin , TX 78746-5546
: USA -
512/ 338-5410
o, Fax: 15123385499 .
i . Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

o Ve Richard Alan Sayles
: Yo [COR LD NTC] .
: BN Sayles Werbner
: ’ 1201 Elm Street -
i A 4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270
USA
214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
t i Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

T, David T Pritikin
L [COR LD NTC]
i : Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
s . One South Dearborn Ave
; S Chicago, IL 60603
; USA
312/ 853-7359
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

o ‘ . Elizabeth L Maxeiner
A o [COR LD NTC)
T T T : S Sidley Austin -Chicago
C . One South Dearborn St
. b Chicago, IL 60603
: . USA
. 312/ 853-2225
’ Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

i o . EVE L Henson

S | R : [COR LD NTC]

. o . u R Sayles | Werbner
" B 1201 Eim Street -
o B 4400 Renaissance Tower
R - L Dallas , TX 75270
PO . USA

A : 214/ 939-8700

- Fax: 12149398787

Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

. Hugh A Abrams

k - [COR LD NTC]

% oo . Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
" K One South Dearborn Ave

g " . Page 128 of 307
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Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7017

Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

{COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

900 South Capital of Texas Highway

Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546 )
USA . ,1"»'
512-338-5400 NG
Fax: 512-338-5499 T
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> R
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM L ;f}g.-'{

Paul E Veith LR
[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

. _“‘ 5
Rachel D Sher 3{{

Panasonic-1011
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At&T, Inc
Defendant
[Term: 09/24/2008]

At&T Mobility, Lic
Defendant -~ --:

AT

-

Best Available Copy

e

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St
Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St

Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

Richard Alan Sayles

[COR LD NTC]

Sayles Werbner

1201 Eim Street

4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Michael E Jones

[COR LD NTC]

Potter Minton PC"

110 N College

Suite 500

PO Box 359

Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA

903-597-8311

Fax: 903-593-0846
Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COM

Richard Alan Sayles

[COR LD NTC]

Sayles Werbner

1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]

Sayles | Werbner

1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower

Panasonic-1 O 1,'1;".
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Dallas , TX 75270 T
USA : !
214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787 - TooT ot T
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 . & oo s,

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@RVMIFIRM.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 s
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> .
Email: BMCMAHON@MOFO.COM

Cynthia Lopez Beverage

[COR LD NTC]

Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Suite 6000

Washington , DC 20006

USA ]
202-887-6950 -
Fax: 202-785-7635

Email: CBEVERAGE@MOFO.COM

David ) Beck

[COR LD NTC] .

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Jennifer Parker-Ainsworth

[COR LD NTC] .

Wilson Robertson & Comelius PC
909 Ese Loop 323

Suite 400

PO Box 7339




Best."A'\)aiIabIe Copy

Tyler , TX 75711-7339 .
USA - - .- e s
903-509-5000
- Fax: 903-509-5092 PRI
' ' Email: JAINSWORTH@WILSONLAWFIRM COM

I o Mark E Ungerman
o {COR LD NTC]
® Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
Lo 2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Suite 6000
Washington , DC 20006
USA
202-887-1535
Fax: 12028870763
Email: MUNGERMAN@MOFO.COM

i A" Michael Ernest Richardson
o [COR LD NTC] . -
: Ten Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
I 1221 McKinney
: o Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA
713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
T L Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

ia

e Noah A Levine
o [COR LD NTC] | Lo
. C Wilmer Cutler P|cker|ng Hale & Dorr -New York Soa
E) ‘ 399 Park Avenue- .
: £ New York , NY 10022 -
i USA :
212/ 230-8800
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
* Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM =gt TR

e, Paul W Kletzly -
e [COR LD NTC]
_— Morrison & Foerster LLP Washlngton
% 2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
S Suite 6000
- : Washington , DC 20006
. USA
202/ 887-6927
Fax: 202/ 912-2332
t cd <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PKLETZLY@MOFO.COM

I S Robert David Daniel .
T [COR LD NTC] " °
B Beck Redden & Secrest LLP

ER One Houston Center
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA
713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Bddaniel@brsfirm.com

Ibahn General Holdlngs Corp Michael E Jones -
Defendant . - oy [COR LD NTC]
T ‘ o Potter Minton PC
) . : 110 N College

LT “ Suite 500

S PO Box 359
Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA
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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 ) Beck

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney.St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David J Burman

[{COR LD NTC]

Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third Avenue

Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA

206-359-8426

Fax: 206-359-9426
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DBURMAN@PERKINSCOIE.COM

Kameron Parvin

{COR LD NTC]

Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third 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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N w ST e Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York ..
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. i New York , NY 10022

o USA
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Fax: 212/ 230-8888 i

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

: o Dean Danyl Hunt
C HLIPE [COR LD NTC]

» SR Baker & Hostetler

T . ol 1000 Louisiana

Ca ] gE) : Suite 2000 .

R st Houston , TX 77002-5009
5 USA
’ 713/ 646-1346

Email: Dhunt@bakerfaw.com

Sesmn o Brian G Gilpin

- - ) [COR LD NTC]
S . . Godfrey & Kahn SC
Caeial ST : Y. 780 N Water St
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LR USA .

2 414-273-3500

Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com
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Christina J Moser
[COR LD NTC]

_ : Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
el o o, 1900 East Ninth Street

O w RPN 3200 National City Center
' N Cleveland , OH- 44114
SR USA

- ¥ . 216/ 861-7818

' ot Fax: 216/ 696-0740
Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM .
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T e . Beck Redden & Secrest
R R o 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
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- T Houston , TX 77010-2020
- w7 USA
* B 713/ 951-3700
: K Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com
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Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC]
. Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
. 1221 McKinney
e Suite 4500 .
. Houston , TX 77010-2010
. S USA
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“ Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com
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Hot Point ereless, Inc :
Defendant ;

~z,,,,.,

Netnearu Corp

Defendant _

[Term -02/23/2009) - + o -

.\J- ...... . .

Pronto Networks, Inc - Y, Jose Carlos Villarreal

Defendant . . X WL [CORLD NTC]

[Term 06/09/2010] . coee Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
C R 900 South Capital of Texas Highway s
L ER . Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor =
« ’ Austin , TX 78746-5546 -
: USA

512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499
o _ Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

. Aden Martin Allen
- K [COR LD NTC]
. : Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
ke 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
R Las Cimas IV
' Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5437
Fax: 512-338-5499
Email;: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

N oo Michael Ernest Richardson
h [COR LD NTC] - -
T Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

? . 1221 McKinney
T Suite 4500
© Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

713/ 951-6284
‘ Fax: 17139513720
. Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

“ e Noah A Levine
: o [COR LD NTC] .
s Wilmer Cutler Plckerlng Hale & Dorr -New York

= o 399 Park Avenue’ i
: R New York , NY 10022 L
USA ’

212/ 230-8800 *
Fax: 212/ 230-8888 :
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> . )
v ' Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM - & ri= s Torke

i

Aptilo Networks, Inc : ' Clyde Moody Siebman
Defendant - ) L [COR LD NTC] *
[Term 11/24/2010] . S Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
i TRt . : ) 300 N Travis St
b < Sherman , TX 75090-0070
’ USA
903/ 870-0070
Fax: 19038700066
- Email: Siebman@siebman.com ey e e
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David J Beck
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) Beck Redden & Secrest Wiy
- st 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
A One Houston Center
I Houston , TX 77010-2020
. iy USA
- L 713/ 951-3700
' Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Lawrence Augustine Phillips
[COR LD NTC]
P . Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
: ' o 300 N Travis St
S Sherman , TX 75090-9969
G USA ..
R 903/ 870-0070
z L Fax: 903/ 870/ 0066
; N Email: LARRYPHILLIPS@SIEBMAN.COM

Michael T Herbst
[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates
o . 70 W Madison St
) . #5750 .
N e Chicago, IL 60602
4 N ‘ USA .
: Ch 312-357-0300
* Fax: 13123570328 .
; SRS Email: MICHAEL@THORELLI.COM -

Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
g ] 1221 McKinney
’ Suite 4500
. Houston , TX 77010-2010
':: .o USA
. 713/ 951-6284" -
. nR Fax: 17139513720
T Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine ) 4 K
[COR LD NTC] o
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue R A e
. New York , NY 10022 S
. __— USA '
- T 212/ 230-8800
o Fax: 212/ 230-8888
s <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
o Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Steven L Wiser W
[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates
. 70 W Madison St
SR C T . . #5750
J..':‘i' R S Chicago , IL 60602 -
L ; PRI USA
B o 312-357-0300 . .
. feke Fax: 13123570328
* 3 Email: STEVE@THORELLI.COM

5 Theodore ) Koerth
[COR LD NTC]
Thorelli & Associates
70 W Madison St o
vow ) #5750 DA
. Chicago , IL 60602 .
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USA
312/ 357-0300
Fax: 312/ 357- 0328
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: TED@THORELLI.COM

Roy William Hardin

[COR LD NTC]

Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell, LLP
2200 Ross Ave

Suite 2200 .
Dallas , TX 75201- 6776
USA

214/ 740-8000
Fax: 214/ 756-8556
Email: RHARDIN@LOCKELORD. COM

John W MacPete

[COR LD NTC]

Locke Lord LLP -Dallas

2200 Ross Ave

Suite 2200

Dallas , TX 75201-6776

USA

214/ 740-8128

Fax: 214/ 756-8128

Email: JIMACPETE@LOCKELORD.COM

Michael Scott Fuller
[COR LD NTC]

Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave

Suite 2200 .
Dallas , TX 75201-6776 ot T
USA 3 .
214-740-8601 PR
Fax: 214-756-8601

Email: SFULLER@LOCKELORD.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler AN
[COR LD NTC] o
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC

900 South Capital of Texas Highway

Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor S
Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA )

512/ 338-5410

Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Aden Martin Allen ol B
[COR LD NTC] o
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway .
Las Cimas IV . U we e
Fifth Floor oo
Austin , TX 78746 5546
USA

512-338-5437 - -

Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA

Page 137 of‘3'0' o

T



Best Available Copy

512-338-5400 o
o . Fax: 512-338-5499 Lo
R i P he cF e Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Co : by 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>

-... R S Email: RBREWER@WSGR.COM
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Ma|I Boxes Etc Inc Brian C Bianco
Defendant : [COR LD NTC]
[Term '11/12/2010] Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
v . One South Dearborn Ave -
N Chicago , IL 60603 .
. Y USA
- S 312/ 853-7000
. oo Fax: 312/ 853-7036 .
“ R Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

'{ . Michael Charles Smith
' [COR LD NTC]
Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall
P O Box 1556 _
- Marshall , TX 75671-1556 : e
: USA o
. - 903-938-8900 EAREEE
i AN Fax: 19727674620 Mg )
' Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM

A Richard Alan Sayles
- . [COR LD NTC]
: Sayles Werbner
1201 Elm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270 -
USA
) ; 214/ 939-8700
" SRS Fax: 12149398787
N 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
, Vel Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

. R Elizabeth L Maxeiner
- - [COR LD NTC] -
; B Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago , IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-2225
=i ¥ . Fax: 312/ 853-7036
T . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
' o . e Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM
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Sayles | Werbner v
1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787

Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Holmes ) Hawkins , III

[COR LD NTC]

King & Spalding -Atlanta

1180 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta , GA 30309-3521

USA

404-572-4600

Fax: 404-572-5100

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

Hugh A Abrams

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603

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 o
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]

ey e e e

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York ~ et

399 Park Avenue
New York , NY 10022
USA .
212/ 230-8800
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. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

o Paul E Veith
< [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave ’
Chicago , IL 60603
s -3 ) USA
. 312/ 853-4718
. TS Fax: 312/ 853-7036
s dw Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

: Rachel D Sher
. [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago , IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-7000
. Fax: 312/ 853-7036
: Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

, Richard A Cederoth
-1 [COR LD NTC]
) Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago, IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
: Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Steven T Snyder.
. . [COR LD NTC]
- o King & Spalding LLP -Charlotte
; T 100 N Tryon Street
“ . Ste 3900
Charlotte , NC 28202
USA
704-503-2630
o L Fax: 704-503-2622
. Email: SSNYDER@KSLAW.COM
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Mcdonalds Corp ) s ' Marvin Craig Tyler.
Defendant . - . [COR LD NTC]
[Term: 11/12/2010] , L Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
o, Lohe L 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
o Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

o Austin , TX 78746-5546
- USA .
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A , ’ Fax: 15123385499 oy
i - C Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM
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] B Richard Alan Sayles
B [COR LD NTC]

PO Sayles Werbner

1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower -

Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700 : L
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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: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603 -

USA '

312/ 853-7017. .

Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA .

512-338-5400

Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Lisa A Schneider

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave et
Chicago, IL 60603 . RIS
USA . A A
312/ 853-7567

Fax: 312/ 253-7036
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Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC]

Sayles Webner

4400 Renaissance

1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214-939-8707

Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]}

Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
1221 McKinney .
Suite 4500 “
Houston , TX 77010-2010 :
USA

713/ 951-6284 Lo
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 T
USA '

212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888 e
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I> R
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 . i
Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM et

Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC] |
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago, IL 60603
USA :
312/ 853-7000 "
Fax: 312/ 853-7036 -

Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth

{COR LD NTC)

Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St

Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603 SRR
USA - :
312/ 853-7000 LR
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[Term 1 /12/2010] Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
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o o USA
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' D Fax: 312/ 853-7036
S Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

ia

: Richard Alan Sayles
“ : {COR LD NTC]

Sayles Werbner

1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower
R .o - Dallas, TX 75270

: S USA
< AR 214/ 939-8700
" oo Fax: 12149398787
Copd Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

: o David T Pritikin

p [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603

- E o USA
) L 312/ 853-7359 .

. Tt ) Fax: 312/ 853-7036
2 . Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM
. }:z Elizabeth L Maxeiner

J S [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago , IL 60603
USA .
s e ) 312/ 853-2225
_ o Fax: 312/ 853-7036
_ o <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
N ! v Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson
: [COR LD NTC]
“ Sayles | Werbner
’ 1201 EIm Street
4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270
- USA
s . 214/ 939-8700
SRR L D Fax: 12149398787
Te . N S Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com
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-

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>
% PR S Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM
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Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

‘ Panasonic-1011
. o Page 143°6f 307"




Best A\;__ailable Copy

~
s

. T 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 .
LS Dallas , TX 75270
. ‘ USA
’ 214-939-8707
Fax: 214-939-8787
Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

A

Michael Ernest Richardson
o [COR LD NTC]

i RN Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

o 1221 McKinney:

LR Suite 4500 .

N Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA B RSN

713/ 951-6284 T
Fax: 17139513720 )
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

_ Noah A Levine
- [COR LD NTC]

¥ PR Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
- R 399 Park Avenue B
: Tepe New York , NY 10022

7 USA

212/ 230-8800
“ : Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

T . E Paul E Veith
. - [COR LD NTC]
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Rachel D Sher
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o Sidley Austin -Chicago
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) N USA o
. e 312/ 853-7000
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“ Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth
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) s . Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
. Chicago , IL 60603
* N USA
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Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey & Kahn SC
780 N Water St - B
Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA R
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

Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.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 CT
Fax: 17139513720 ‘
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David M Stein

[COR LD NTC]

Akin Gump Straus Hauer & Feld LLP
633 West Fifth Street

Suite 5000

Los Angeles , CA 90071

USA

213-254-1200

Fax: 213-254-1201

Email: DSTEIN@AKINGUMP.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

Fay E Morisseau

[COR LD NTC] * ¢

McDermott Will & Emery -Houston
1000 Louisiana, Suite 3900
Houston , TX 77002

USA

713-653-1700

Fax: 713-653-7592

Email: FMORISSEAU@MWE.COM

J Thad Heartfield

[COR LD NTC}

The Heartfield Law Firm
2195 Dowlen Rd
Beaumont , TX 77706
USA
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Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA -

512/ 457-7000

Fax: 512/ 457-7001 -

Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

David ] Beck

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA -

713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720 -

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

" Erin P Gibson

[COR LD NTC)

Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street

Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101

USA

619-699-2700 -

Fax: 619-699-2701 .
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: ERIN.GIBSON@DLAPIPER.COM

John D Kinton

[COR LD NTC]

Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
401 B Street

Suite 1700

San Diego , CA 92101

USA

619/ 699-2700 ]

Fax: 619/ 699-2701

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
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Best Availa_ble Copy

- 1221 McKinney
' ’ Suite 4500
M Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA :
713/ 951- 6284
Fax: 17139513720
v L Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Intercontlnental Hotels Group Resources Inc Consol John M Guaragnq
Counter Claimant . - [COR LD NTC] *
I . -E Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
' £ : tohe 401 Congress Ave
@ Suite 2500
’ Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA
512/ 457-7000
. 4 Fax: 512/ 457-7001
- ) Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA®@DLAPIPER. COM

S David J Beck
o [COR LD NTC] -

L 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

ST Erin P Gibson
[COR LD NTC] - -
: B Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego
B . 401 B Street
: ‘ Suite 1700
K San Diego , CA 92101
. USA

619-699-2700

Fax: 619-699-2701
X <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
- Email: ERIN.GIBSON@DLAPIPER.COM

John D Kinton | .
: Ty [COR LD NTC]
- ‘. Dla Piper US LLP -San Diego

: o 401 B Street

@ Suite 1700
San Diego-, CA 92101
USA

619/ 699-2700
- Fax: 619/ 699-2701
" <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
e Email: JOHN.KINTON@DLAPIPER.COM

. e Michael Ernest Richardson
. ! [COR LD NTC]
M - Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
< ’ 1221 McKinney
) Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA
: 5 s B 713/ 951-6284
LT Fax: 17139513720
o . : . Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

e

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llc Consol Andrew D Weiss .
Counter Defendant . B [COR LD NTC]

7 Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

N . Panasonte-1011+
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Best Available Copy

- : Suite 1200
’ - Los Angeles , CA 90025
5 USA
’ " 310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@QRAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster
_ T [COR LD NTC]
: Sy Russ August & Kabat
] co 12424 Wiishire Boulevard
. X Suite 1200 .
‘ e Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Cisco Systems, Inc Consol NS David J Beck
Counter Defendant - b AR [COR LD NTC]
e B Beck Redden &-Secrest
Cebe 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
. One Houston Center -
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA
713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

- Joyce Chen
T [COR LD NTC] o
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
: Ceme 399 Park Avenue
- o New York , NY 10022
' T USA
“ 212/ 230-8809
Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: JOYCE.CHEN@WILMERHALE.COM

. Michael Ernest Richardson
e . [COR LD NTC]
s Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
: ) . 1221 McKinney
- o Suite 4500 R
; Houston , TX 77010-2010 -
@ USA :
713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Bestcomm Networks, Inc Thirdparty - | Morris C Carrington
Defendant. ~ .~ Iy L. [COR LD NTC])
o oo Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont
. b PO Box 16 .

. Beaumont , TX 77704-0016 . -
USA .
409/ 835-5011
Fax: 14098355177
Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

- David ) Leonard
. [COR LD NTC]

. Leonard & Felker

- P O Box 19101 -
b Tucson , AZ 85731
USA
520/ 622-7737
Fax: 623-321-8085

_*_1_ — .. : Panasonic-1011:-
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s A
Nomadix;-Inc Thirdparty .

Defendant

N ‘4"5.;“' T -
Ethdstream, Lic
Countgr CIajmant=

Best’AiiaiIabIe Copy

s

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM s e

Douglas G Muehlhauser
[COR LD NTC]} ) !
Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Irvine, Ca
2040 Main St ..
Fourteenth Floor-
Irvine , CA 92614 i
USA o
949/ 760-0404

Fax: 949/ 760-9502

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB.COM
Elizabeth L Derieux

[COR LD NTC]

Capshaw Derieux LLP

114 E Commerce Avenue

Gladewater , TX 75647

USA

(903) 233-4816

Fax: (903) 236-8787

Email: EDERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

John W Holcomb

[COR LD NTC]

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Riverside
3403 Tenth Street

Ste 700 .

Riverside , CA 92501

USA )

951/ 781-9231

Fax: 949/ 760-9502

Email: 2JWH@KMOB.COM

Sidney Calvin Capshaw , III S
[COR LD NTC]} o ey
Capshaw Derieux LLP -
114 E Commerce Avenue

Gladewater , TX 75647

USA

903/ 233-4826 - )
Fax: 903-236-8787 :
Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Dean Danyl Hunt
[COR LD NTC] et
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 ) e e
780 N Water St e
Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA '
414-273-3500 -

Fax: 414-273-5198

Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

Christina ) Moser
[COR LD NTC]
Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland




Best:A.\’/aiIabIe Copy

- , 1900 East Ninth Street
AR 3200 National City Center
Cleveland , OH 44114
USA -
. 216/ 861-7818 - A
) : Fax: 216/ 696-0740
< Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM

o David ] Beck
. [COR LD NTC] .
. LU 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] .

N Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston _—
J o 1221 McKinney
K .Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA

713/ 951-6284
Y S Fax: 17139513720
st : e Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic - ;¢ Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant B o [COR LD NTC]
T e ! B Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
CF , 310/ 826-7474
. ) . Fax: 310/ 826-6991
T Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

. s Larry C Russ
4 s [COR.LD NTC]

: L Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

s <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

. Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

. S Marc A Fenster . .
L [COR LD NTC] M
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
" USA . AT .
310/ 826-7474 Lo e
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
. o [COR LD NTC]

) . R Russ August & Kabat

o 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

-y
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Be_st-AvaiIabIe Copy

P

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

PR Stephen M Lobbin
B [COR LD NTC] . .
- i Russ August & Kabat
- ; 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
’ Suite 1200
= Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
o= ) <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
- Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

"

Lodgenet Interactive Corporation C Harold L Socks
Counter Claimant * S [COR LD NTC] B S :
' - J o Ray Valdez McChristian & Jeans -San Antonio North Frost“ K

D Center -

1250 NE Loop 410
Suite 700
San Antonio , TX 78209

b a USA

. 210-341-3554 .
Y Fax: 210-341-3557
! v Email: BSOCKS@RVMIFIRM.COM

5 B Cynthia Lopez Beverage
: [COR LD NTC]
Morrison & Foerster LLP -Washington
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Suite 6000
Washington , DC 20006
USA
202-887-6950
. Fax: 202-785-7635
S Email: CBEVERAGE@MOFQ.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
“ PR Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

- ' Michael Ernest Richardson
- [COR LD NTC])
: g Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
- 1221 McKinney
Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA
® : 713/ 951-6284
LT . : - Fax: 17139513720 -
o T . e Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

ks

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic - Andrew D Weiss

Counter Defendant - [COR LD NTC]

. Russ August & Kabat

cdma, gt 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
SRRV Suite 1200
T Los Angeles , CA 90025
ey - _— USA e n

F e T
P .
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: Best 'Available Copy

L 310/ 826-7474
penT Fax: 310/ 826-6991
L - Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

: -t Larry C Russ
T R SR [COR LD NTC]
h Russ August & Kabat
: 1 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
* e Suite 1200
: - Los Angeles , CA 90025
% s USA
310/ 826-7474
- Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
vE . Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

. U Marc A Fenster -
. e T [COR LD NTC] . .
: . Russ August & Kabat
- - 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
: o Suite 1200 .
* : Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
B ) Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

T, Stanley H Thompson , Jr
. T [COR LD NTC]
. —_— Russ August & Kabat
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
i A Suite 1200
“ Los Angeles , CA 90025
' USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
- Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

. Stephen M Lobbin
Sl [COR LD NTC]
o Russ August & Kabat
N 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
e i Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
ST e , <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
R : Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Ibahn General Holdings Corp Michael E Jones .
Counter Claimant : . [COR LD NTC]
: N . Potter Minton PC’
’ 110 N College
“ Suite 500
PO Box 359
Tyler , TX 75710-0359
USA
* ) 903-597-8311
- Fax: 903-593-0846 -
e . Email: MIKEJONES@POTTERMINTON.COM

. L David J Beck

- : [COR LD NTC)

’ T Beck Redden & Secrest

. 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

v 713/ 951-3700 LA
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1

Best Available Copy

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic

Counter Defendant

-
R L T

3
IR}
R

v

Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David J Burman

[COR LD NTC]}

Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third Avenue

Ste 4800

Seattle , WA 98101-3099
USA

206-359-8426

Fax: 206-359-9426
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DBURMAN@PERKINSCOIE.COM -

Kameron Parvin

[COR LD NTC]

Perkins Coie LLP -Seattle
1201 Third 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

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




Best Available Copy

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

. Marc A Fenster

hs N [COR LD NTC]
’ Russ August & Kabat

E 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
- Suite 1200
! Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

ST Stanley H Thompson , Jr
. ST [COR LD NTC]
N Russ August & Kabat
12424 wilshire Boulevard
o o Suite 1200
’ : Los Angeles , CA 90025
“ : USA
. 310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

. - Stephen M Lobbin
AR [COR LD NTC]
BRI Russ August & Kabat
: SR 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
* at Suite 1200 :
f T . Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
v Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

=

Aptilo- Networks, Inc : .o Clyde Moody Siebman

Counter Claimant ) R [COR LD NTC] "~
[Term: 11/24/2010] . i Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
R T . i 300 N Travis St
s TRl " Sherman , TX 75090-0070
’ USA

903/ 870-0070

P . Fax: 19038700066

Mg s - Email: Siebman@siebman.com
. \" PAAE : )

— - David J Beck
e T N oL [COR LD NTC]
: : B Beck Redden & 'Secrest
ke 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
F One Houston Center
' Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA
713/ 951-3700
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

. ) Lawrence Augustine Phillips
. S [COR LD NTC]
’ Siebman Reynolds Burg & Phillips LLP
oy 300 N Travis St
. Sherman , TX 75090-9969
o ) 3 USA

LT e 903/ 870-0070

CEApHLWE U 0T Fax: 903/ 870/ 0066
ARG Email: LARRYPHILLIPS@SIEBMAN.COM

Rnahish el CoT Michael T Herbst o
: - [COR LD NTC] .

. ' . Panasoniq{Lj
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Co_unter Defendant

B e

L A P SR
L

I

—

Thorelli & Associates

70 W Madison St

#5750

Chicago , IL 60602

USA -

312-357-0300

Fax: 13123570328

Email: MICHAEL@THORELLI.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]}

Beck Redden & Secrest ~Houston
1221 McKinney

Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA ..

713/ 951-6284

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Steven L Wiser

[COR LD NTC]

Thorelli & Associates

70 W Madison St

#5750

Chicago , IL 60602

USA .
312-357-0300 °

Fax: 13123570328

Email: STEVE@THORELLI.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC)

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA e

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

Panasonig£ag 3
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T-Mob e USA Inc :

Counter Clalmant

FLEEN

OLARURNIE- SR 2 S

Best Available Copy

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 ...H, e ‘;,,‘... .
Los Angeles , CA 90025 PURRLEE.
USA

310/ 826- 7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM S

David ] Beck

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest e
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center
Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951- 3700

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David B Bassett
[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue o
New York , NY 10022

USA

212/ 230-8800.

Fax: 212/ 230-8888

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: DAVID.BASSETT@WILMERHALE.COM

James P Barabas
[COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue =
New York , NY 10022

USA

212/ 230-8800

Fax: 212/ 230-8888

Email: JAMES.BARABAS@WILMERHALE.COM

Joyce Chen

[COR LD NTC]

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
399 Park Avenue ,
New York , NY 10022 - ot e
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 . e
Washington , DC 20005 . s
USA

202/ 408-6410

Fax: 202/ 408-6399

Panasonic- Ilf T
Page 168 of 307



POFETE

Linksmart Wireless Techn’i)logy, Lic
Counter Defendant

T
SEuR

\x»,o,

»
«

_..;.'.,‘..’_-.:.,;. T P,

Best Available Copy

is

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
Boston , MA 02109
USA

617/ 526-6466

Fax: 617/ 526-5000
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: PETER.DICHIARA@WILMERHALE.COM

.

Andrew D Weiss

[COR LD NTC]}

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster’™ -

[COR LD NTC] .

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 "

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474 .
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 - o
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr

Panasonic- 1011
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Best Available Copy

- [COR LD NTC]
: oL . e Russ August & Kabat
oo "{ 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
TovTr oA : Cop ‘ Suite 1200
: S Los Angeles , CA -90025 ¥
'. USA ‘ e
< 310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

= Stephen M Lobbin -
o [COR LD NTC] .
e Russ August & Kabat
S 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
T . v Suite 1200
R - - Los Angeles , CA - 90025 e
e USA s
“ ' 310/ 826-7474 E
¢ Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Mail Boxes Etc, Inc ' ' . Brian C Bianco

Counter Claimant - K R [COR LD NTC]

[Term: 11/12/2010] . Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
o . i One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

. Michael Charles Smith
o [COR LD NTC]
ST Siebman Burg Phillips & Smith, LLP-Marshall

s P O Box 1556

: P Marshall , TX 75671-1556
i L USA ’
. 903-938-8900
Fax: 19727674620
Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM

‘ Richard Alan Sayles
: [COR LD NTC]
. - Sayles Werbner
S R 5 e 1201 EIm Street
I : o 4400 Renaissance Tower
. e Dallas , TX 75270
- . USA
’ T 214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
. Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Holmes J Hawkins , III . :

[COR LD NTC] v E e e
L , N . King & Spalding -Atlanta Co
PR . v, 1180 Peachtree Street, NE
s Te T s S Atlanta , GA 30309-3521

: ) . USA '
. A 404-572-4600
: = Fax: 404-572-5100
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HHAWKINS@KSLAW.COM

Hugh A Abrams
- [COR LD NTC] S
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza SO
One South Dearborn Ave
Chicago , IL 60603
USA
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Linksmart Wi
Coup‘te'r'Defendant

PRI X i R

Heflini s Best Available Copy

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 3500

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

Panasonic-1011
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Marriott International, Inc
Counter.Claimant - '
s

£ fed

- - -

v
- - e .

Linksmért Wireless Technology, Llc
Counter Defendant

-

o - Best Available Copy

v

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

John M Guaragna

[COR LD NTC]

Dla Piper US LLP -Austin
401 Congress Ave

Suite 2500

Austin , TX 78701-3799
USA

512/ 457-7000

Fax: 512/ 457-7001

Email: JOHN.GUARAGNA@DLAPIPER.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

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

Panasonic- 1011
Page 172.af 307



bt dasad Looe di B}

Best Available Copy

£ Marc A Fenster
. : [COR LD NTC]
; Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
. Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
X . 310/ 826-7474
ST 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

K . 310/ 826-7474

R S Fax: 310/ 826-6991

T Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

i ) Stephen M Lobbin

’ ’ [COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025

. USA
. - ) 310/ 826-7474
O U D el Fax: 310/ 826-6991
e e - noe <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
T : Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Wayport,'Inc - 1*}. Brian C Bianco"

Counter Claimant [COR LD NTC]

(Term:11/12/2010] Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
P One South Dearborn Ave

. Chicago , IL 60603

o : : . USA

P i o 312/ 853-7000

e s ST ! Lo Fax: 312/ 853-7036

- o . ' Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
R Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA

o . 512/ 338-5410

R R A Fax: 15123385499
‘ - . Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Hugh A Abrams

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

One South Dearborn Ave

‘. o Chicago , IL 60603

o e ) USA

R 312/ 853-7017
P : ) . - . Fax: 13128537036

. R o . S <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Ao ' , Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati

) Panasonic-1011:
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P R —

Best Available Copy

) : 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
oot . . Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
: Austin , TX 78746-5546
USA
512-338-5400
Fax: 512-338-5499
Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

. Michael Ernest Richardson
S [COR LD NTC] :
Beck Redden & -Secrest -Houston
. i 1221 McKinney
i . Suite 4500
' Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA
713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Llic e Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant ” e [COR LD NTC] .
’ . A Russ August & Kabat
- i 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
’ o Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474 .
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

A T Larry C Russ
AT : S [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

e e
S

T T Lo Marc A Fenster
' .o [COR LD NTC] " -
e Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

e Stanley H Thompson , Jr
. [COR LD NTC] - -
Corl Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

S " . Stephen M Lobbin
e : [COR LD NTC] . .

. . Russ August & Kabat
C ) 12424 wilshire Boulevard
Coon T ' ) Suite 1200
- SR Los Angeles , CA 90025
e Panasonic;1011.
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T C ) Best Available Copy

o

Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc e
Counter Claimant ’ T
[Term: 11/12/20_10] . Ci

R T T
R

Linkémaft Wireless Technology, Lic ) -
Counter Defendant RS

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 P
USA o
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 g 1
[COR LD NTC] S I
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Panasonie-1 0 1.-11’,-‘
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" " BestAvailable Copy

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster
[COR LD NTC]
" . . Russ August & Kabat
' - 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
R Suite 1200
o Los Angeles , CA. 90025
- Cre USA
N . 310/ 826-7474
: ST Fax: 310/ 826-6991
* Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD NTC]
= Russ August & Kabat
. 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
. Suite 1200
R Los Angeles , CA 90025
: . T USA
TR - . 310/ 826-7474
ed : R Fax: 310/ 826-6991
“« Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin
[COR LD NTC]
Cow Russ August & Kabat
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
. o Suite 1200
L Lo Los Angeles , CA 90025
o USA
N B 310/ 826-7474
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
’ Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

-

Mcdonalds Corp ., . Marvin Craig Tyler
Counter Claimant ) [COR LD NTC]
[Term: 11/12/2010] ’ . - Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
E N n ST 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
N ’ Las Cimas IV, Fifth Floor
b Austin , TX 78746-5546
G USA
‘ 512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499
Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

B Ay

Hugh A Abrams
{COR LD NTC]
) - Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
_ L S One South Dearborn Ave
IR ) s Chicago , IL 60603
e it T 312/ 853-7017
T : ) ! oo Fax: 13128537036
: R <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

MR Jose Carlos Villarreal
At by Tz [COR LD NTC]
Y . Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
L . 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
o : S Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

: . - Austin , TX 78746 5546
S . USA

g . = 512-338-5400
N Fax: 512-338-5499
Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

- Panasonic-1 01 1
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Best Available Copy

O Y R L
Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic

Counter Defendant
UELOSrE

h
£
4

t "'-‘. A. -
Meraki, Inc
_‘._L,_-,_;',‘,;.-_%Tr. - almadt v

,.

‘Email: Mrichardson@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

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
Emait; MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM L

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

Panasonic-101 11, .
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Best Available Copy

.
P . . i
* Sy

: f:r ;.‘.q e - . f
Counter Claimant [COR LD NTC]

[Term::11/05/2009] Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
bl 900 South Capital of Texas Highway

. Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

R Austin , TX 78746-5546

. S USA '

) - 512/ 338-5410. .

- i Fax: 15123385499 .

* T Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

" Aden Martin Allen
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
v ) Las Cimas IV
o Fifth Floor :
: e Austin , TX 78746-5546
. ST USA .
: . 512-338-5437
- = Fax: 512-338-5499
s Email: AALLEN@WSGR.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal
[COR LD NTC]
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
.. 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
i - Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
: < Austin , TX 78746-5546
LN USA
o 512-338-5400 " °
. o Fax: 512-338-5499
. i s Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

PRt

Linksff\a_rtrWireIess Technology, Lic Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant [COR LD NTC]
e o Russ August & Kabat . U
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard L
- Suite 1200
AR Los Angeles , CA 90025
v USA .
310/ 826-7474
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
i - Suite 1200
e . Los Angeles , CA 90025
K USA .
. . 310/ 826-7474
- o Fax: 310/ 826-6991
: <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
. Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster
[COR LD NTC]
R Russ August & Kabat )
- 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
e 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 ey

REEE o : ‘ Panasohi_cx%‘l"
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- Be_st Available Copy

el e PR . RN

a P
Best Western Int@:mationél, Inc
Counter.Claimant -

-

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic
Counter Defendant
R S

Ry

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@BICIPLAW.COM

David J Beck

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center R
Houston , TX 77010-2020 o
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 oy

oras:.

aas S



Ramada Won’]dwi;':!e, Inc
Counter Claimant

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 L
USA ST
310/ 826-7474 . RV

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian G Gilpin :
[COR LD NTC] .

Godfrey & Kahn SC

780 N Water St .
Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590 L e e
USA S
414-273-3500

Fax: 414-273-5198
Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

Christina ) Moser

[COR LD NTC])

Baker & Hostetler -Cleveland
1900 East Ninth Street

3200 National City Center
Cleveland , OH 44114 -y
USA :
216/ 861-7818

Panasonic: HEEE!
WA 7
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Best Available Copy

. " Fax: 216/ 696-0740
- Email: CMOSER@BAKERLAW.COM O

'R David ) Beck
- : s [COR LD NTC] .
: Beck Redden & Secrest
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500

O One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020

USA

713/ 951-3700

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

. - David M Stein
ST : [COR LD NTC] *
v Akin Gump Straus Hauer & Feld LLP
: 633 West Fifth Street
L Suite 5000
i Los Angeles , CA 90071
USA
213-254-1200
Fax: 213-254-1201
Email: DSTEIN@AKINGUMP.COM

- Dean Danyl Hunt
e [COR LD NTC]
L Baker & Hostetler
: : 1000 Louisiana
= i Suite 2000
' S Houston , TX 77002-5009
USA
713/ 646-1346
Email: Dhunt@bakerlaw.com

Fay E Morisseau
. [COR LD NTC]
e, McDermott Will & Emery -Houston
' 1000 Louisiana, Suite 3900
Houston , TX 77002
< USA
o 713-653-1700
Fax: 713-653-7592
Email: FMORISSEAU@MWE.COM

J Thad Heartfield
[COR LD NTC]
. The Heartfield Law Firm
" 2195 Dowlen Rd .
: Beaumont , TX 77706
USA
409/ 866-3318 .
. o Fax: 14098665789
. Email: Thad@jth-Law.com

Jennifer L Yokoyama
[COR LD NTC]
Cooley, Godward, Cronish LLP
S Palo Alto Square

) 3000 Elcamino

. Palo Alto, CA 94306 2155

USA
650-213-0332
Fax: 650-213-8158
Email: JYOKOYAMA@WHITECASE.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden 8 Secrest -Houston

FE i 1221 McKinney g
. . - Suite 4500 . o




ERE NS
A

, Best Available Copy

Houston , TX 77010-2010
. USA
L R 713/ 951-6284
ATt e N ' Fax: 17139513720
: - Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Llnksmart ereless Technology, Lic Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant [COR LD NTC]
Lt . Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

. Suite 1200 o

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826- 7474

R Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- D Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

. : Larry C Russ
; [COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
. Suite 1200 o
Los Angeles , CA 90025
, USA
N 310/ 826-7474
o Fax: 310/ 826-6991
BN <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM L

Marc A Fenster
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
. Suite 1200
- Los Angeles , CA 90025
M USA
K 310/ 826-7474. .
- N Fax: 310/ 826-6991
- ) i Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr
[COR LD-NTC] .
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
A 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
o _ ta USA
w7 » . 310/ 826-7474
o . Fax: 310/ 826-6991
. A <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
- 2 Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

T L. .3,5
Pronto Networks Inc Jose Carlos Villarreal
Counter Claimant [COR LD NTC]

[Term: 06/09/2010] . . Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati ey e

‘ : 900 South Capital of Texas Highway . .
. Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
-7 Austin , TX 78746-5546

: 1¢ &
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Best Available Copy

i

Linksmart Wireleés Technology, Lic
Counter.Defendant,

SEEVIIL L '
i B

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 o E e
Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA : R
310/ 826-7474 S T
Fax: 310/ 826-6991 :
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ LA
[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200 T L et
Los Angeles , CA 90025 o
USA T s
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.

b

Panasonic-¥
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Best Available Copy

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

. Stephen M Lobbin
> et [COR LD NTC]
: o Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
- e 310/ 826-7474
. Fax: 310/ 826-6991
R, T, <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
ceeee o - oY Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM,

-y

Freefi Networks, Inc . ER Roy William Hardin 2
Counter Claimant . ’ [COR LD NTC] -
[Term:. 09/09/2009] ) Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell, LLP
R 2200 Ross Ave
. Suite 2200
- Dallas , TX 75201-6776
' USA

N R . 214/ 740-8000
el T - R , Fax: 214/ 756-8556 _
’ S ; Email; RHARDIN@LOCKELORD.COM

. John W MacPete <
' {COR LD NTC] ’
Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave

Suite 2200
Dallas , TX 75201-6776
USA
- 214/ 740-8128
. Fax: 214/ 756-8128
' Email: JMACPETE@LOCKELORD.COM

Michael Scott Fuller
[COR LD NTC]
Locke Lord LLP -Dallas
2200 Ross Ave
Suite 2200
. Dallas , TX 75201-6776
T . USA
’ - 214-740-8601
"y Fax: 214-756-8601
e Email; SFULLER@LOCKELORD.COM

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic -~ Andrew D Weiss
Counter Defendant . [COR LD NTC]
GEBgaE L Russ August & Kabat
T 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 '
- Los Angeles , CA 90025 - et
] USA . R
PR T 310/ 826-7474
S s . Fax: 310/ 826-6991
o . Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Best Western International, Inc Thirdparty Christopher Michael Joe
Plaintiff, .- -~ ' [COR LD NTC]
T Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
L 1700 Pacific Avenue
R RC - Suite 2390 -
Dallas , TX 75201
USA
(214) 466-1272
Fax: (214) 635-1828

St Page 184 of 307



Best Available Copy

B Email: CHRIS.JOE@BICIPLAW.COM

: P Brian Andrew Carpenter
- o [COR LD NTC] -
: R Buether Joe & Carpenter, LLC
. ) 1700 Pacific Avenue
Suite 2390
Dallas , TX 75201
USA
* 214-466-1273
. Fax: 214-635-1829 .
T Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJCIPLAW.COM

) - David J Beck
B ! [COR LD NTC}.
: 2 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

L David E Rogers' -
¥ [COR LD NTC]
. s 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

P [COR LD NTC]

E Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
1221 McKinney
Suite 4500
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA

. 713/ 951-6284

: Fax: 17139513720

- Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

v ’ i e

Ramada Worldwide, Inc . o Brian G Gilpin
Counter Claimant - [COR LD NTC]
Tt Tt oo . o Godfrey & Kahn SC

‘. . 780 N Water St
Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
USA
414-273-3500

< Fax: 414-273-5198

. Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

David ) Beck
. [COR LD NTC]
- : Beck Redden & Secrest
: o 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
- One Houston Center -
Houston , TX 77010-2020 ”
USA
713/ 951-3700 ‘
: S Fax: 17139513720 By e et
L Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com o

s . . Michael Ernest Richardson
‘ [COR LD NTC] °
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

,r Panasonic-1011
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; . . Best Available Copy

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic
Counter Defendant

» o
L o e

PR A O U R

1221 McKinney

Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA

713/ 951-6284

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA "90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler

[COR LD NTC]

Spangler & Fussell PC

208 N Green St

Suite 300

Longview , TX 75601

USA

903-753-9300

Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss

[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

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

Panasonic-1011
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g . Best Available Copy S

e K USA

' 310/ 826-7474"

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

- - <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

] Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian G Gilpin
[COR LD NTC]
Godfrey & Kahn SC
i . ) 780 N Water St
N Milwaukee , WI 53202-3590
’ USA C
Cr 414-273-3500
: Fax: 414-273-5198
Email: Bgilpin@gklaw.com

David ) Beck
[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest
T . 1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
i - One Houston Center
e Houston , TX 77010-2020
o USA L
. T 713/ 951-3700
* Fax: 17139513720
’ o Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC]
Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
T i 1221 McKinney
L . B, Suite 4500 .
oo L . . Houston , TX 77010-2010
PR . ‘ USA .
' : . - 713/ 951-6284
. s - . Fax: 17139513720
T ' - Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic Andrew W Spangler
Counter Defendant [COR LD NTC]
M i s - Spangler & Fussell PC
SRV 208 N Green St
A = Suite 300
T T '.‘ P Longview , TX 75601
s o . USA :
v 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
N 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 o :
o Suite 1200 e
. . . e Los Angeles , CA 90025 g
AR - . USA .

v - 310/ 826-7474

. ‘ Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Panasonic-1011
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" Bestcomm Networks, Inc Cross

Claimant: B

Nomadix, In¢ Cross
Defendant -

Best Available Copy

<i>pro Hac Vicé</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200 )

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Morris C Carrington

[COR LD NTC] .

Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont

PO Box 16

Beaumont , TX 77704-0016

USA

409/ 835-5011 . .

Fax: 14098355177

Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

David ) Leonard

[COR LD NTC]

Leonard & Felker

P O Box 19101

Tucson , AZ 85731

USA

520/ 622-7737

Fax: 623-321-8085

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

Douglas G Muehlhauser

[COR LD NTC]

Knobbe Martens Olson & Bear LLP -Irvine, Ca
2040 Main St

Fourteenth Floor

Irvine , CA 92614

USA

949/ 760-0404

Fax: 949/ 760-9502

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB.COM

Panasonic-1 Ql 1
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Best Available Copy

Elizabeth L Derieux
[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP
114 E Commerce Avenue
Gladewater , TX 75647 -
USA
- (903) 233-4816
Do Fax: (903) 236-8787
s Email: EDERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Sidney Calvin Capshaw , III
[COR LD NTC]

Capshaw Derieux LLP

114 E Commerce Avenue
Gladewater , TX 75647
USA -

PR . 903/ 233-4826

- Fax: 903-236-8787

w i Yo Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM
. . I .'
Sbc Internet Services, Inc o Richard Alan Sayles
Counter Claimant ’ ) [COR LD NTC]
[Term: 11/12/2010] % Sayles Werbner
LT A 1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270 ) .
: " 214/ 939-8700 coo T
. Fax: 12149398787
Lo Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

A y David T Pritikin
. - [COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza .
One South Dearborn Ave *
Chicago , IL 60603
USA
- s : 312/ 853-7359 . - R A
’ Fax: 312/ 853-7036 . v
[N Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM . M

L Elizabeth L Maxeiner
* [COR LD NTC]
- Sidley Austin -Chicago
n One South Dearborn St
’ Chicago , IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
N 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

N Hugh A Abrams .
. o [COR LD NTC]

y Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
. ) ' One South Dearborn Ave

AT UL g Chicago, IL 60603

ST USA

LT Panasonic-1011"
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Best A\}-ailable Copy

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
. w0 Chicago , IL 60603
- o USA
! T 312/ 853-7567
~ Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Michael Ernest Richardson
[COR LD NTC]
T . Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston -
. 1221 McKinney
Tt Suite 4500
ST Houston , TX 77010-2010
. e USA .
- X 713/ 951-6284 -
’ £ Fax: 17139513720
5 Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Paul E Veith
[COR LD NTC]
- Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza -
A One South Dearborn Ave
e Chicago , IL 60603
¢ ." v USA
o 312/ 853-4718"
o . Y Fax: 312/ 853-7036
B T . P Email: PVEITH@SIDLEY.COM

Rachel D Sher
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago , IL 60603
- USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard A Cederoth
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
One South Dearborn St
Chicago , IL 60603
) USA
i - " 312/ 853-7000
o . Fax: 312/ 853-7036
- <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
i Email: RCEDEROTH@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Gos e Chicago , IL 60603 . .
312/ 853-7000 :
Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

Linksmart Wireless Technology, Lic - Alexander Chester Giza

Counter Defendant y [COR LD NTC]
RPN Russ August & Kabat

e

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

N Vol
Kty

-~v~~ o : Panason; -1011
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Best Available Copy

i ) ‘ Suite 1200
L Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
) Fax: 310-826-6991
vo# . Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM o

L, . i Andrew W Spangler
R - ‘ : (R [COR LD NTC] |
I ) N Spangler & Fussell PC
- - c 208 N Green St -
: : P Suite 300

. Longview , TX 75601
USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403

& Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

T Andrew D Weiss

! v [COR LD NTC]

i oo Russ August & Kabat
R . b 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
N . S Suite 1200

. ,,c,z': . Los Angeles , CA 90025

" ‘ USA

310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

) . ., Larry C Russ
A B R [COR LD NTC]
o o ) Russ August & Kabat
) : i 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

o

Marc A Fenster
; [COR LD NTC] . .
. i Russ August & Kabat
i o 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
- ' ' Suite 1200
St - Los Angeles , CA 90025
B AARES 310/ 826-7474
SR Fax: 310/ 826-6991
e S T Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

: R e Stanley H Thompson , Jr
v Co ' Coe [COR LD NTC] .
. ‘ Russ August & Kabat
- . : 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
’ o Suite 1200
M Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310/ 826-6991
B Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

o . . ) . Stephen M Lobbin
. " - N .. [COR LD NTC]
_ . Russ August & Kabat

) - 12424 Wilshire Boulevard

e e ez . - Suite 1200

e ) Los Angeles , CA 90025
ey o USA
DR 310/ 826-7474

P B X et .- .y

E . Panasonic-1 011
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) Best Available Copy

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Waypo&, Inc . _— Brian C Bianco

Counter Claimant N . [COR LD NTC]
[Term: 11/12/2010] 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

- Marvin Craig Tyler

- [COR LD NTC]
T Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
N 900 South Capital of Texas Highway
. IR Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor
i ; N Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA .

512/ 338-5410
Fax: 15123385499
Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
) - [COR LD NTC]
I N < Sayles Werbner
S : o 1201 Elm Street
. Yo 4400 Renaissance Tower
” ‘ Dallas , TX 75270
’ ’ USA
214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

David T Pritikin
L ) [COR LD NTC]
VT ‘ . Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
R . o " One South Dearborn Ave
’ . ) . Chicago, IL 6060
. . - EM USA )
- : o 312/ 853-7359
“ Fax: 312/ 853-7036 N
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM *

. L Elizabeth L Maxeiner ) -
e d s .- [COR LD NTC] R R

. : . Sidiey Austin -Chicago R,
o : ' One South Dearborn St : -
e L 7T : N Chicago, IL 60603

) ' L USA o

. L 312/ 853-2225 .
.4 . - Fax: 312/ 853-7036
s . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

: ) Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

' : EVE L Henson
P SN JF7 S WY - [COR LD NTC] PR
- ) Sayles | Werbner .
. 1201 Elm Street
X 4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270
i USA

P 214/ 939-8700
Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams
[COR LD NTC]

I : N | Panasonic-] (ki
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Best Available Copy

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7017

Fax: 13128537036 -

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA

512-338-5400

Fax: 512-338-5499

Email: JVILLARREAL@WSGR.COM

Lisa A Schneider .
[COR LD NTC] T
Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza o
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7567 .-
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC] " °

Sayles Webner

4400 Renaissance

1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214-939-8707

Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC] *

Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston

1221 McKinney -
Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA ’

713/ 951-6284

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC] - -

Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St
Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr

[COR LD NTC] -

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM




e e L : Best Available Copy

Lin'k'sr*f{é.rt Wireless Technology, Lic
Cou

Mcdohalds corp.. -
Counter Claimant
[Term: 11/12/2010]

v

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 s

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

31Q/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Marvin Craig Tyler

[COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA

512/ 338-5410

Fax: 15123385499

Email: CTYLER@WSGR.COM

Richard Alan Sayles
[COR LD NTC]

Panasohic:-'-_&'l:_;l i
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Best Available Copy

Sayles Werbner

1201 Eim Street

4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700-

Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

Brian C Bianco

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

David T Pritikin

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7359

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago

One South Dearborn St

Chicago , IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-2225

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

EVE L Henson

[COR LD NTC]

Sayles | Werbner

1201 Elm Street

4400 Renaissance Tower

Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787

Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Hugh A Abrams

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
One South Dearborn Ave

Chicago, IL 60603

USA

312/ 853-7017

Fax: 13128537036

<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: HABRAMS@SIDLEY.COM

Jose Carlos Villarreal

[COR LD NTC]

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
900 South Capital of Texas Highway
Las Cimas 1V, Fifth Floor

Austin , TX 78746-5546

USA

512-338-5400

Fax: 512-338-5499
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Best Available Copy

em e e s v -

ST e .
Links’r)r,_iart} Wireless Technology, Lic
Counter,Defendant

™

B s -

T L &

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 LS
Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

[COR LD NTC]

Sayles Webner

4400 Renaissance

1201 Elm Street

Dallas , TX 75270

USA

214-939-8707

Fax: 214-939-8787

Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

Michael Ernest Richardson

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
1221 McKinney

Suite 4500

Houston , TX 77010-2010

USA

713/ 951-6284

Fax: 17139513720

Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Rachel D Sher

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago b
One South Dearborn St -
Chicago , IL 60603

USA o

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Richard T McCaulley , Jr N

[COR LD NTC]

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza ]

One South Dearborn Ave Eoyta i ek
Chicago, IL 60603 EAR
USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036

Email: RMCCAULLEY@SIDLEY.COM

Alexander Chester Giza
[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard e e
Suite 1200 ‘
Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474-

Fax: 310-826-6991

Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

Andrew W Spangler B
[COR LD NTC]

Spangler & Fussell PC

208 N Green St

Suite 300 T
Longview , TX 75601 CREE

Panasonic{}j;
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Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc
Counter Claimant
[Term 11/12/2010]

_"-.:. s,.;ﬁ_._-,_; P

Best Available Copy

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

USA

903-753-9300

Fax: 903-553-0403

Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

Andrew D Weiss -
[COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: AWEISS@RAKLAW.COM

Larry C Russ

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

Marc A Fenster

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Stanley H Thompson , Jr

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat

12424 Wilshire Boulevard

Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: STHOMPSON@RAKLAW.COM

Stephen M Lobbin

[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200

Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Brian C Bianco R
[COR LD NTC] -

Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza

One South Dearborn Ave _
Chicago , IL 60603 et
USA

312/ 853-7000

Fax: 312/ 853-7036
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LT Best Available Copy

Email: BCBIANCO@SIDLEY.COM

Richard Alan Sayles

. . [COR LD NTC] -

b Sayles Werbner

O 1201 Elm Street '

4400 Renaissance Tower
Dallas , TX 75270

USA ’

214/ 939-8700

Fax: 12149398787

Email: Dsayles@swtriallaw.com

e David T Pritikin
tote [COR LD NTC] .
. Sy Sidley Austin -Chicago Bank One Plaza
- L One South Dearborn Ave
. S Chicago, IL 60603
USA
312/ 853-7359 T
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

. Elizabeth L Maxeiner
. [COR LD NTC] _
- NEET Sidley Austin -Chicago
. - One South Dearborn St
- - Chicago, IL 60603
T =T USA
. 312/ 853-2225
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: EMAXEINER@SIDLEY.COM

i EVE L Henson
. e - [COR LD NTC]
L S . Sayles | Werbner
. 1201 Elm Street
. b 4400 Renaissance Tower
: Dallas , TX 75270
- . USA
N ’ v 214/ 939-8700
- Fax: 12149398787
Email: Ehenson@swtriallaw.com

Sl : Hugh A Abrams
B [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
- o USA
' 312/ 853-7567
T ' ~ Fax: 312/ 253-7036

Mark Daniel Strachan

N [COR LD NTC]

T e e T Sayles Webner

o - 4400 Renaissance . S

B 1201 Elm Street BRI P
e Dallas , TX 75270

Panasoni-é- &1k
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gen ) Best Available Copy

. USA
e : . 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

N 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
C USA
. _ - 312/ 853-7000
S Fax: 312/ 853-7036
N Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM

Linksmart WireleSs Technology, Lic : Alexander Chester Giza
Counter Defendant “ [COR LD NTC]
ix M Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025
mitoLT - USA
T _ o 310/ 826-7474
- . ) ’ Fax: 310-826-6991
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

'

=0 Andrew W Spangler
[COR LD NTC]
Spangler & Fussell PC
208 N Green St
Suite 300
- Longview , TX 75601 -
. USA
PR o 903-753-9300
T . L Fax: 903-553-0403 -
) . Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

e . - Andrew D Weiss

g [COR LD NTC]
Russ August & Kabat
12424 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025 R e
USA o
310/ 826-7474 RO
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 A
S 310/ 826-7474 RN
’ ‘ Fax: 310/ 826-6991 S 3
. <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: LRUSS@RAKLAW.COM

. L aw (1‘ ‘H:
SR Panasonic-1011
i | Page 199 of 307



Mail Boxes Etc, Inc

Counter Claimant

[Term: 11/12/2010]
D T ey

Fras

Best Available Copy

Marc A Fenster
[COR LD NTC]

Russ August & Kabat :
12424 Wilshire Boulevard TR
Suite 1200 -,
Los Angeles , CA 90025

USA

310/ 826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991

Email: MFENSTER@RAKLAW.COM

Staniey H Thompson , Jr v ma gl
{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 i
Email: MICHAELSMITH@SIEBMAN.COM S

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

Panasonié; 10 11 |
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Best Available Copy

. . Chicago, IL 60603
* : * USA .
. o 312/ 853-7359
- ‘ Fax: 312/ 853-7036
E Email: DPRITIKIN@SIDLEY.COM

Elizabeth L Maxeiner
[COR LD NTC]
Sidley Austin -Chicago
cow One South Dearborn St
. Chicago, IL 60603
. USA
e 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
o Dallas , TX 75270
USA
. 214/ 939-8700°
R - 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
PR . Chicago , IL 60603
RN : ) - USA
L I : 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 L.
T Chicago, IL 60603 =
- USA

e ) e 312/ 853-7567
. ' . - Fax: 312/ 253-7036

- Mark Daniel Strachan
i - ’ o [COR LD NTC]}
RPN . Sayles Webner
Lo 4400 Renaissance

Guel 1201 Elm Street
E - Dallas , TX 75270
A et e = - USA SO =
' ' ; ; 214-939-8707 e
: Fax: 214-939-8787

. Email: Mstrachan@swtriallaw.com

. ’ Michael Ernest Richardson

S .2 ST u

s g Panasonic-1011
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Best Available Copy

. , [COR LD NTC]
= . Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston -
: T 1221 McKinney -
Suite 4500 :
Houston , TX 77010-2010
USA
713/ 951-6284
Fax: 17139513720
Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

o N coa Rachel D Sher
e = [COR LD NTC] ~
. i : Sidley Austin -Chicago
A . One South Dearborn St
RN - Chicago , IL 60603
’ USA
312/ 853-7000
Fax: 312/ 853-7036
- Email: RSHER@SIDLEY.COM -

. Steven T Snyder
e [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
RN ‘ Los Angeles , CA 90025
USA
310/ 826-7474
Fax: 310-826-6991
Email: AGIZA@RAKLAW.COM

P Lo . . ) Andrew W Spangler
ghe - - [COR LD NTC] .
' . . Spangler & Fussell PC
. - . 208 N Green St -
SR S : : Suite 300
R : Longview , TX 75601
B USA
903-753-9300
Fax: 903-553-0403
= Email: SPANGLER@SFIPFIRM.COM

PR _ T Andrew D Weiss
T : S [COR LD NTC]

-t ) . Russ August & Kabat

. K 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
iy . Suite 1200
R & 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
I Suite 1200
R ) Los Angeles , CA 90025

Panasonic-1 Ql 1 .
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Best Western International, Inc

Counter Claimant

Best Available Copy

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 Wiishire 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

Panasonic-1011
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Best Available Copy

Fax: 214-635-1829
Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJICIPLAW.COM -~ ~ 4%

David ] Beck
[COR LD NTC)
Beck Redden & Secrest
1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
R One Houston Center
S Houston , TX 77010-2020
s USA .
oy 713/ 951-3700
. Fax: 17139513720 :
Email: Dbeck@brsfirm.com

David E Rogers
[COR LD NTC]
Sneli & Wilmer -Phoenix
- ) One Arizona Center
. . 400 E Van Buren
. e Phoenix , AZ 85004-2202
. o USA L
4 - 602-382-6225
- C Fax: 602-382-6070
! : ) Email: DROGERS@SWLAW.COM

Donald A Wall
[COR LD NTC]
Squire Sanders & Dempsey -Phoenix i
T - A Two Renaissance Square : S e
R o 40 North Central Avenue, Suite 2700 i
L o e Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
pFe S . S USA o
: 602/ 528-4000
] _— : Fax: 602/ 253-8129
e e e = <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
R % Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

Michael Ernest Richardson
o [COR LD NTC]
o - Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston
R o , : 1221 McKinney

AR ~. Suite 4500

TR . . Houston , TX 77010-2010

: c o USA .
P . ¥ 713/ 951-6284 .

c mme . - Fax: 17139513720
o i ) Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

Noah A Levine
{COR LD NTC]
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York - ., .-.-
399 Park Avenue S
New York , NY 10022
USA

212/ 230-8800-

o ) Fax: 212/ 230-8888
e e . . <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

L . * Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM
Linksi’na"rf Wireless Technology, Lic Adam S Hoffman
Cougggr_ 99@(1(1_@1: ) [COR LD NTC] -

Russ August & Kabat
: : 12424 Wilshire Boulevard
e 12TH Floor
" Los Angeles , CA 90025

. . USA
- ' 310/ 826-7474

. ' o Fax: 310/ 826-6991
L . Email: AHOFFMAN@RAKLAW.COM

.

o
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- Panasonfq'lIOI_.E )
o Page 204 of 30%.és..



P
EEE D

S ks ey S e

Best Available Copy

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

Page 205 of 3074,
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Best Available Copy

Best Western International, Inc Thirdpart{/

)

Suite 1200
Los Angeles , CA 90025 e
USA

310/-826-7474

Fax: 310/ 826-6991 -
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>

Email: SLOBBIN@RAKLAW.COM

Todd Y Brandt

[COR LD NTC)

Stevens Love

5020 Montrose Blvd

Suite 800 . .

Houston , TX 77006

USA

713-284-5201 -
Fax: 713-284-5250 .

Email: TODD@STEVENSLOVE.COM

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 I
Fax: 602/ 916-5624 s
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 R

Fax: 214-635-1829 c .
Email: BRIAN.CARPENTER@BJICIPLAW.COM : “‘_":“_. 7

David ] Beck

[COR LD NTC]

Beck Redden & Secrest

1221 McKinney St, Suite 4500
One Houston Center

Houston , TX 77010-2020
USA

713/ 951-3700 : oy e
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

Panasonib- 10 11 !
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Best Available Copy

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
N ’ Phoenix , AZ 85004-4498
: : USA
“ 602/ 528-4000
Fax: 602/ 253-8129
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: DWALL@SSD.COM

- Michae! Ernest Richardson
Tt ) [COR LD NTC]
MR Beck Redden & Secrest -Houston Sl
: S 1221 McKinney :
- ’ Suite 4500
: = Houston , TX 77010-2010 -
" USA :

713/ 951-6284

Vit Fax: 17139513720
omeees - Email: Mrichardson@brsfirm.com

. Noah A Levine
PR [COR LD NTC] . :
v B C Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr -New York
' ' e 399 Park Avenle
. New York , NY 10022
o+ - - -0 USA
il 212/ 230-8800
C Fax: 212/ 230-8888
<i>pro Hac Vice</ I>
Email: NOAH.LEVINE@WILMERHALE.COM

Bestcomm Networks, Inc Th|rdparty oo Morris C Carrington
Defendant - - ) N [COR LD NTC]
: : Mehaffy & Weber -Beaumont
PO Box 16
Beaumont , TX 77704-0016
USA
409/ 835-5011
Fax: 14098355177
Email: McCarrington@mehaffyweber.com

o ) David J Leonard
T : [COR LD NTC]

- R e Leonard & Felker

' N P O Box 19101. -

: : Tucson , AZ 85731

- o USA

. ’ 520/ 622-7737

Fax: 623-321-8085

C <i>pro Hac Vice</ I>-
Email: DOVIDLE@AOL.COM

R R JRONSS} -

Nomadix, Inc Thnrdparty . Douglas G Muehlhauser

Defendant - | . N [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>

e



Best Available Copy

e 0 ’ Email: DOUG.MUEHLHAUSER@KMOB.COM

Elizabeth L Derieux
[COR LD NTC]
Capshaw Derieux LLP
- 114 E Commerce Avenue
T Gladewater , TX 75647
T USA

. ) (903) 233- 4816

- e Fax: (903) 236-8787

: o Email: EDERIEUX@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Sidney Calvin Capshaw , I1I
[COR LD NTC])
Capshaw Derieux LLP

- 114 E Commerce Avenue

. Gladewater , TX 75647
e . . USA

R -T 903/ 233- 4826

. L Fax: 903-236-8787

- N Email: CCAPSHAW@CAPSHAWLAW.COM

Dé’te Proceeding Text ' Source

07/01/2008 1 COMPLAINT against all defendants ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 05400000000001601022.),
: filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Additional attachment(s) added on
7/2/2008: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet) (mpv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008) AN _:.; :

07/01'/;008 " 2 © ***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless
v - 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‘.;b :
T Patent and Trademark Office. (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/01/2008) D

07/01/2008 4 ***FILED IN ERROR; PLEASE IGNORE*** Additional Attachments to Main Document: 1

RS , Hoak, e

¥

- T,’ - - Complaint.. (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 7/2/2008 (mpyv, ). (Entered: 07/01/2008)
07/02/2008 -- E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to NetNearU Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Aptilo Networks,

v o ot InC.,- FreeFi Networks, Inc., Meraki, Inc., Second Rule LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds = -
: oo Corp Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., Marnott Internatlonal Inc.,
s ©. . InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Choice Hotels International Inc Best Western International, ..
Tt 77 Inc., T*Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., AT&T, Inc., AT&T Mobility, LLC LodgeNet Interactive 2.
' Corporatlon, iBAHN General Holdings Corp EthoStream, LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc.. (ch, )
. (Entered: 07/02/2008)

07/02/2008 * -;(‘; ***FILED IN ERROR. Document # 4, Additional attachments to main document. PLEASE IGNORE.
"W et L Civil Cover Sheet now attached as an attachment to #1 Complamt by clerk*** (mpv ) (Entered
© 07/02/2008)

07/02/2008 --  NOTICE of Deficiency regarding #2 the NOTICE of Disclosure submitted Docketed incorrectly,
“owen s o @ttorney to refile as Corporate Disclosure Statement. Correction should be made by one business -
' day (mpv, ) (Entered: 07/02/2008) i
07/02/2008 . Case ASS|gned 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) LIl

07/02/2008“" * Magistrate Consent Form Mailed to Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (ch, ) (Entered:

’L S .3'8.07/02/2008) )
s n, ' u I, P K
07/02/2008 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Fenster,

L e Marc) (Entered: 07/02/2008) '
07/09/2008” 8" APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Larry C Russ for Linksmart Wireless s

T Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008)

07/09/2008 9 - APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Staniey H Thompson, Jr for Linksmart ereless ';ﬁ,
Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008) .

07/09/2008 -10 ~ APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Stephen M Lobbin for Linksmart ereless -
: - Technology, LLC. (FEE PAID) 2-1-3936 (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/09/2008) ‘{’:f oS

07/18/2008 " E-GOV HSEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Ramade
A Worldwide, Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/18/2008 12 E GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. AT&T

el L N [EVR Y P
i I
IR
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07/ 18/2008 21
£"

e i ./.' -
07/18/ 2008 22
07/18/2008 23 i
‘1’.'

07/ 18/2008 24
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07/18/2008 25
07/18/2008 26

07/18/2008 - 27

}..

P

07/22/2008 28

et

07/24/2008— 29

07/24/2008 30

07/24/2008 31

]
s g e o b

07/24/2008 32
X"\ } u.v ':. -
07/24/2008 33

[
_.’.,.._,..x o o g

07/24/2008 34

07/24/2008

N e L T

07/24/2008 35 2
1 :ap "jbf\'i

07/ 24/2008 36_

-- Noble Booksellers, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered
* 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:

.175>-07/18/2008)

" E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
_EthoStream, LLC served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

v 07/18/2008) .

. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Fay E Morisseau on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc
,%H: (Morisseau, Fay) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

. Interactive Corporatlon served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs ) (Entered:
© 07/18/2008) Lo

VCorp served on 7/11/2008 answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

- Best.Available Copy

" Mobility, LLC served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Barnes &

P

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Best

E-GOV-SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Chonce %

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. nBAHN" < e
General Holdings Corp served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: S

o
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David M Stein on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Stem
David) (Entered 07/18/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
InterContinental Hotels Group PLC served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, )
(Entered: 07/18/2008) vt e

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS_Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. LodgeNet

E-GOV-SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart ereless Technology, LLC. McDonaIds

E-GOV.SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Mail Boxes &
Etc Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) :

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Marriott

. International, Inc. served on 7/11/2008, answer due 7/31/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/20();8),_ )

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology: LLC. Second ¥
Rule LLC served on 7/10/2008 answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

E- GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. T- Moblle 3
USA, Inc served on 7/10/2008 answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) '

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Wayport
Inc. served on 7/10/2008, answer due 7/30/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/18/2008) Y

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by ] Thad Heartfield on behalf of Ramada Worldwide, Inc.
(Heartfield, 1) (Entered: 07/22/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complalnt re Ramada IR
Worldwide, Inc..( Heartfield, 1) (Entered: 07/24/2008) :

E-GOV.SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Pronto
Networks, Inc. served on 7/1 1/2008, answer due 7/31/2008.. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

E-GOV.SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Aptilo - 4
Networks, Inc. served on 7/15/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)-

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. AT&T Inc
served on 7/14/2008, answer due 8/4/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Meraki,
Inc. served on 7/16/2008, answer due 8/5/2008. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008) e e

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 Flrst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED :
pursuapt to Local Rule CV-12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for:
Deadline Extension.( ljw, ) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

Defendant T-MOBILE USA, INC.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer cE
Complaint (Fenster, Marc, counsel for Plaintiff Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC) (Entered: .
07/24/2008)

Defendant LodgeNet Interactive Corp.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to ...,

e
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07/._7;_[2008 37

TR T A

07/24/2008 38

T

07/24/2008 39

. to Answer Complamt (Fenster Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

-~ Extensjon.( ch, ) (Entered 07/25/2008)

07/25/2008 -2 -

07/25/2008 41j

i fe ¢
~=t.,.; 2 it

07/25/2008 42

T
._....-...,...z...‘,_ Ea

07/25/2008 43

.

07/28/2008 "'-7_' :

.
PO P P

07/28/2008

07/28/2008 44 .

g: AT
07/29/2008 45

¢t

07/29/2008 46

07/30/2008 l,';
.**,,3
07/30/2008 47

07/30/20033” w
07/3 2}2608 48

o7/30/2oo'8

‘;“ 110 ntl

07/30/2008 49

07/30/2008 -

07/3 1/2008‘ - 50

3%

———: I

w‘ A it*

“"Complaint (Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)

=7 pLC to 8/29/2008; Best Western International, Inc. to 8/29/2008; T-Mobile USA, Inc. to ™~

. pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for iBAHN General Holdings Corp. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granteq
¢ for Deadllne Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/25/2008) PR

. Answer Complaint (Fenster Marc) {Entered: 07/25/2008)

. Inc..( Terr Marvm) (Entered 07/29/2008)
: Defendant‘s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

-} Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Deadllne Extension.( ch ) (Entered: 07/30/2008) SN

L
<

Best Available Copy

Answer Complaint(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008)
Defendant NetNearU Corp.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer . .

Defendant Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Tlme to Ji
* Answer Complaint (Fenster\ Marc) (Entered: 07/24/2008) e

Defendant InterContmentaI Hotels Groups PLC's Unopposed Flrst Application for Extension of Tlm 5. ﬁ

Defendant s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re |BAHNA O R

" General Holdings Corp..( Jones, Michael) (Entered: 07/25/2008)
' Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for NetNearU Corp. to 8/29/2008; InterContinental Hotels Group.

[ T

8/29/2008; LodgeNet Interactive Corporation to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline

Defendant (3 Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED35

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of AT&T, Inc., AT&T Moblllty

- 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) e e e e

Defendant Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.'s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Tlme to

Defendant's Unopposed Flrst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for AT&T, Inc. to 8/29/2008; AT&T Mobility, LLC to 8/29/2008. 30
Days Granted for Deadline Extension. ( ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008) RS

Defendant s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED B
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted
for Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008)

. APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Jennifer L Yokoyama for Ramada Worldwide, . . ...
Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID)Z 1-3983. (ch, ) (Entered: 07/28/2008) o

Defendant's Unopposed , Flrst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Wayport \ L5 .
Inc .( Tyler, Marvin) (Entered 07/29/2008) oo R

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Tlme to Answer Complalnt re Merakl, o

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Wayport, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadlme
Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

_ Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/4/2008. 30 Days Granted for Deadline ,."" L
Extension.( ch, ) (Entered 07/30/2008) S e

Defendant's Unopposed. Furst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re McDonaIds ~5. g -
Corp ( Tyler, Marvm) (Entered 07/30/2008) SR 5 oY

Defendant‘s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED"
pursuant to Local Rule’CV-12 for McDonalds Corp. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted for Deadlme

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mamott
International, Inc..( Guaragna, John) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

o Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED -

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Marriott International, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for:

Defendant s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Mail Boxes 5
Etc., Inc.(Smith, Mlchael) (Entered: 07/30/2008) Ry

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

s pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. to 8/29/2008. 30 Days Granted for °

Deadline Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto
Networks, Inc..( Lobbin, Stephen) (Entered: 07/31/2008) By
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07/3 1/2008

.....-',._... 2

08/01/2008 51

08/01/2008 52

e

08/01/2008 -

08/01/2008 54 -

8156 7

08/04/2008 .

PO VI - ..._7._'

08/04/2008 57"

08/04/2008 - '58 *

A
7 Ty
08/06/2008:~ et

AR

08/06/2008 60

08/06/ 2008 - 62

08/07/2008

...-c. :Y

. u,
".-;u

61

08/1 5/2008:- 63—~

,41\., Ve

08/2 1/2008 64

- Mobile’ USA Inc. (Heartfleld J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/2 1/2008 65

— e

08/21/2008 66 b

08/21/2008 67
i o ; ey 7;-{‘;‘— R o
08/21/2008 68

08/2 1/2008 69

08/21/2008 7o
. - - .l

. -;': b i :1 . -
os/zy"‘ 008 71

‘~ -Z.

08/21/2008*' 727

" Q; }l;dp, W

= * = pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Choice Hotels International Inc. to 9/2/2008. 30 Days Granted

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Aptllo B

- APPLICATION to 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

3 . (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 4-2-2335. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/05/2008) » L A

‘ Deadllne Extension.( mpv, ) (Entered 08/06/2008)

_: Wayport Inc. (Heartfeld J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

LodgeNet Interactive Corporatlon ( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) '. Lo od

B3

Best Available Copy

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED

A -y

pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Pronto Networks, Inc. to 8/29/2008 29 Days Granted for .
Deadline Extension.( ch ) «{(Entered: 07/31/2008)

E-GOV:SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology,
ereless Inc. served on '7/17/2008, answer due 8/6/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

ANSWER to 1 Complamt COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by
EthoStream LLC.(Hunt, Dean) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

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 . s

LLC. Hot,Roint&

for Deadline ExtenS|on ( ¢h, ") (Entered: 08/01/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Clyde Moody Siebman on behalf of Aptilo Networks, Inc. o 4
(Slebman Clyde) (Entered 08/01/2008) ES

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 Deadllne
Extension.( sm, ) (Entered 08/04/2008) RN

Confldentlal 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 Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is granted - - =
pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 8/29/2008. 29 Days Granted for

E GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. FreeFi .
Networks Inc. served on 8/1/2008, answer due 8/29/2008. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/06/2008) - - ¥

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Steven T Snyder for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. "
(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2008)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Holmes ] Hawkins, III for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc
(APPROVEDY)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4001. (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2008)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Edwin Jones on behalf of AT&T, Inc., AT&T MOblllty,
LLC (Jones Michael) (Entered 08/15/2008)

Defendant's Unopposed ‘Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re T-

e

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
Moblllty, LLC.( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) -

[ T

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 |BAHN -
Genera) Holdings Corp .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) .

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re - LA
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) -

~

0
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v
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Best Available Copy

RSN
08/21/2008 73 Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re FreeF
o TFTeSe 2 7 Networks, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) ’

08/21/2008 74 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Merakl

T L5 F0F Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered 08/21/2008) .
08/21/2008 75 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Tlme to Answer Complalnt re Ma|
. Boxes Etc Inc. (Heartfeld J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) ) x.:

08/217&00'!3““ 76 Defendant s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complamt re .
3 * McDonalds Corp..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

]

08/21)2008 77 Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Barnes

& Noble Booksellers, Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008 : 75* Defendant S Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complamt re Rarnaaa
A '_ WorIdW|de Inc..( Heartfleld J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) Ly

08/21/'2008 79 Defendant S Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Marrlott \ 2&
’ Internatlonal Inc..(. Heartfeld J) (Entered: 08/21/2008) : X

08/21/2008-- 80 Defendant s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re :
- g A‘m T lnterContlnentaI Hotels Group PLC.( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008 i 81 Defendant s Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Cho:ce
Hotels International Inc..( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008 82 . Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Best
R : Western International, Inc .( Heartfield, J) (Entered: 08/21/2008)

08/21/2008 83 Llnksmart REPLY to EthoStream s COUNTERCLAIM ANSWER to 52 Answer to Complaint,
‘ - Counterclalm filed by’ Ethostream (Fenster, Marc) Modified on 8/22/2008 (sm, ). (Entered
08/21/2008) 'r:

08/22/2008__ -- Defendant S Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaintis - X
R . GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for NetNearU Corp. to 9/15/2008; Pronto Networks, Inc. >

- t0 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.

... 10 9/15/2008. 15 Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 08/22/2008)

e . N

08/22/2008 --  Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is Ll
) S GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Meraki, Inc. to 9/15/2008; Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. to ~ *:
wrowws 0o 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;
InterContmentaI Hotels Group PLC to 9/1 5/2008 Choice Hotels Internatlonal Inc. to 9/15/2008

L «r‘ (Entered 08/22/2008)
08/29/2008 84 ANSWER to 1 Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by

’i ‘“""‘"‘ = LodgeNet Interactive Corporatlon (Socks, Harold) (Entered: 08/29/2008)
09/02/2008., 85— ANSWER to 1 Complaint by Choice Hotels International Inc..(Smith, Michael) (Entered: -
09/02/2008) i §
09/1 1/_2008‘ - 86 - Defendant's Unopposed ‘Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&T, e ;
. . Inc..( Sayles, Richard) (Entered 09/11/2008) - e
09/1 1/2008 87 Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re AT&Tl A
- -~ ---& Mobility, LLC.( Sayles, -Richard) (Entered: 09/11/2008) - -~_~

09/1'2/200§ ‘_e-ff < Defendant's Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED B
e 2. 7. pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for AT&T, Inc. to 9/22/2008; AT&T Mobility, LLC to 9/22/2008. 7
Days Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

09/12/2008;. 88.. ANSWER to 1 Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by R A
i ’ iBAHN General Holdlngs Corp .(Jones, Michael) (Entered: 09/12/2008) e

09/12/2008 89 . CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. identifying \
*. Corporate Parent None for iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Jones, Michael) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

09/12/2008 90 . Defendant Aptilo Networks Inc.'s ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart .~
< mem - ..+ Wireless Technology,:LLC by Aptilo Networks, Inc..(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/12/2008) ---

09/15/2008 -91" ANSWER to 1 Complaint : T-Mobile USA, Inc.'s Answer and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart ~
P Wireless Technology, LLC by T-Mobile USA, Inc. (Rlchardson Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 92 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Roy William Hardin on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Hardnn,

-

Ceesbe ;;.n»:g;- « == ROY). (Entered: 09/15/2008) ORI
09/15/2008 93 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by John W MacPete on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (MacPete, _
¥ oo e . John) (Entered 09/15/2008) VAN B
[Ty . . . - ""_'\‘-.-
P ) '.‘. J'_'- . A \ = "j
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Best Available Copy

09/15/2008. 94 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Scott Fuller on behalf of FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Fuller, .
=R " Michael) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 95 Defendant FreeFi Networks, Inc.'s Second Unopposed Application for Extension of Time to Answer
- F72* Complaint.( Fuller, Mlchael) ‘(Entered: 09/15/2008) , .

09/15/2008 96 . Defendant's Unopposed Thlrd Application for Extension of Tlme to Answer Complaint re Ramada :
o WorldW|de Inc.( Steln, David) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

U S N

09/15/ 008 97, ..ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Mail & e
. i Boxes Etc., Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008) -

09/15/2008 98 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Cynthia Lopez Beverage on behalf of LodgeNet Interactive
Corporatlon (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

mg {omn gy vl g

09/15/2008 99 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. identifying Corporate Panent
- . -7 United Parcel Service-of Amerlca, Inc. for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: )
T 7,2 09/15/2008) Fow

09/15/2008 100  NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Ma|l Boxes Etc., Inc. (Henson, Eve')_w, : 2
. (Entered 09/15/2008) s A Rk

09/15/2008 101 .ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by MaITlOtt.;w i s
"’ Internatlonal Inc..(Guaragna, John) (Entered: 09/15/2008) "

Defendant's Unopposed Second Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is
GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for FreeFi Networks, Inc. to 9/22/2008. 7 Days Granted

T ** for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008) ’
-
09/15/2008 102 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Marriott International, Inc. (Guaragna, John)
- ~ (Entered: 09/15/2008) = -~ . .{».;..'; i‘)
09/15/2008 -- ' Defendant’s Unopposed Thll‘d Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED i

- pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Ramada Worldwide, Inc. to 9/19/2008. 4 Days Granted for
o - Deadllne Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

103 ANSWER to 1 Complaint by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC.(Guaragna, John) (Entered
09/15/2008)

'} o, B
09/15/2008 104 Wayport, Inc.'s ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
“‘“t "*:'_ == | LC by*Wayport, Inc. (Vlllarreal Jose) (Entered 09/15/2008) , a .

09/15/2008 105 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE" STATEMENT filed by InterContinental Hotels Group PLC (Guaragna,
John) (Entered: 09/15/2008) o

09/15/2008 106 ANSWER to 1 Complalnt COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Bames
- & Noble Booksellers Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 107‘ A CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. ldentlfymg ,3'1
e £ Corporate Parent Barnes & Noble, Inc. for Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc.. (Sayles, Richard)
o B . (Entered: 09/15/2008)

N l< ) I)r

09/15/2008 g 108 McDonald's Corp.'s ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless
., ~’ i v. == Technology, LLC by McDonalds Corp. (Vlllarreal Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 109 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc
Lt : (Henson, Eve) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/15/2008 110 Meraki, Inc.'s ANSWER: to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM agamst Linksmart Wireless Technology,
. LLC by~Merak| Inc (V|IIarreaI Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008) N

09/15/2008 11 Best Western Internatlonal Inc.'s Answer to Plaintiff's Complaint and Counterclaims - ANSWER to *i‘ 4
L | Complalnt COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Best Western

- International, Inc..(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008) ‘

RS Bt ?-qq.

09/15/2008 112 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Best Western International, Inc. (Joe, .
- -8k sde e Christopher) (Entered: 09/15/2008) T me

09/15/2008 113 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT flled by McDonalds Corp. (Villarreal, Jose) (Entered:
. 09/15/2008) .

09/15/2008 114 Defendant's Unopposed Thll‘d Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Pronto
Networks, Inc..( Vlllarreal Jose) (Entered: 09/15/2008) e

09/;_6[;99-,8 it Defendant s Unopposed Third Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTED
b - 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)

Lo o

i .
09/16/2008 115 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Aptilo Networks, Inc. identifying Corporate Parent ,
Cosbs 1% -+ Aptilo Networks AB for Aptilo Networks, Inc.. (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered: 09/16/2008) Toroon s
09/16/2008 116 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Meraki, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered: ' :

g

- 09/16/2008)

4

4
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09/17/2008 117 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE-STATEMENT (Deutsche Telecom AG is parent corporation) filed by T~ - &
T ey MobilerUSA Inc. (Beck' -David) Modified on 9/19/2008 (sm, ). (Entered‘ 09/17/2008) - T

09/17/2008 118 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Wayport, Inc. (V|llarreal Jose) (Entered:
- 09/17/2008) ! -

09/17/ ZQQ 8 1:{35 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Mark E Ungerman for LodgeNet Interactlvei B
.-1' I ":"5 Corporation. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4088 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008)

Linksmart's REPLY to LodgeNet's COUNTERCLAIM ANSWER to 84 Answer to Complaint,
Counterclaim of LodgeNet Interactive Corp. by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster, o
= Marc) (Entered: 09/18/2008) S R

09/1_8/2008 . 127 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Michael D Broaddus for iBAHN General Holdmgs. +
<« .%:. ». . Corp.,David } 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 g
.Parvm)(rml ) (Entered 09/22/2008) 5%
=y “;f;?:

09/19/2008“ 120- Ramada Worldwide, Inc s ANSWER to 1 Complaint filed by Llnksmart Wireless Technology, LLC &,
- :+#%. COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt .
Lt Dean) (Entered 09/19/2008) .

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered
:09/19/2008) e

09/19/2008 .122 ) Pronto Networks, Inc.'s ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart ereless“
- Technology, LLC by Pronto Networks Inc..(Villarreal, Jose) (Entered: 09/19/2008) -

09/22/2008 123 ANSWER to1l Complalnt COUNTERCLAIM against all plaintiffs by FreeFi Networks, Inc. (Fuller, ;‘. A
Mlchael) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

09/22/2008“124 MOTION to Dismiss by AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Saers,s
.*;t Rlchard) Modified on 9/25/2008 (rml, ). (Entered: 09/22/2008) I

09/22/2008“_ 125: . CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Corporate Parent
~I ‘x?l’-osu-_. i+ AT&T Inc. for AT&T Mobility, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

09/22/ 008 126.-_»4 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of AT&T Mobility, LLC (Henson, Eve)_ —
r';,-' el (Entered 09/22/2008) - ° B

09/22/2008 128 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Attachments: # 1 Text of
s . Proposed Order)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 09/22/2008)

09/23/2008 129 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by AT&T Mobility, LLC identifying Other Affiliate AT&T
- . .4 Moblllty Corporation, Other Affiliate SBC Long Distance, LLC, Other Affiliate SBC Alloy Holdlngs, e
¢ Inc., Other Affiliate BLS Cingular Holdings, LLC, Other Affiliate BellSouth Mobile Data, Inc. forf S A
© AT&T Moblllty, LLC. (Sayles, Richard) (Entered 09/23/2008)

09/'25/"2'568"‘ 130 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Tyler, Marvin) (Entered:
B 09/23/2008)
-""va'-(¢ "\ - 1

09/23/2008 132 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney John D Kinton for Marriott Intematlonal Inc
. o and InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered:

. f,v Lo . 09/24/2008)

09/23/2008 133 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Erin Penning ‘for Marriott Internatlonal Inc. an
InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4098 (ch, ) (Entered:
~¢~ 09/24/2008) v e

3 ORDER' granting 128 Dismissal of Claims against AT&T, Mobility Inc. are hereby DISMISSED " T
WITHOUT PREJUDICE. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 9/24/08. (ch, ) Modified on 9/25/2008
(rml, ). (Entered: 09/24/2008)

09/24/2008r~ 135 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David T Pritikin for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc: and " - "';;'*" :
Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4107. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008) :

09/24[?.(_)_0@ 13§ APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Rachel D Sher for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. and +
T Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4107. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008) ¥

09/

09/25/2008 -- ***Document # 131 ' Order Dismissing AT&T Inc. was linked to Doc 124 MOTION to Dismiss by' ;
----- s—=- -+ AT&T Mobility, LLC. rather than doc 128, dismissal of AT&T Inc; AT&T Inc has now been -
‘f"‘}","-"..‘:"féf~ "',,',' dlsm|ssed AT&T Mobility LLC remains pending..*** (rml, ) (Entered: 09/25/2008) T
10/02/2008 137 Linksmart's REPLY to iBahn's Counterclaim ANSWER to 88 Answer to Complaint, Countenclaim by
I A i Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008)

10/02/2008w 138 Linksmart's REPLY to Aptilo's Counterclaim ANSWER to 90 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim- by R
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/02/2008) WL

10/03/2008 139 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation (Beverage, X
e Cynthla) (Entered: 10/03/2008) ad T

- .
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10/06/2008 140 Linksmart REPLY to T-Mobile Counterclaim ANSWER to 91 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim by . Ji
. Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: '10/06/2008) S

10/06/2008 141 Linksmart REPLY to Wayport Counterclaim ANSWER to 104 Answer to Complaint, Counterclalm by -
s ~L|nksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Fenster Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) «' ~.~;.:

10/06/2 '08 143 Lmksmart REPLY to Mail Boxes Etc Counterclaim ANSWER to 97 Answer to Complaint, :
Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

B by Linksmart ereless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008)
10/06/2008 145 Linksmart REPLY to BarnesNoble Counterclaim ANSWER to 106 Answer to Complaint, S g
. Counterclaim by Lmksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) RPIs -a‘»;“:‘_‘,.

10/06/2008 146 Llnksmart REPLY to Best Westrn Counterclaim ANSWER to 111 Answer to Complaint,
© -7 =1t Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/06/2008) p

“‘

10/06/2005 147‘ Llnksmart REPLY to Marriott Internatlonal Counterclaim ANSWER to 101 Answer to Complalnt

Moblllty, LLC Wlthout Prejudice)(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/07/2008)

10/08/2008 149- ORDER granting 148 Motlon to Dismiss. AT&T Mobility LLC is DISMISSED WITHOUT PRFJUDICE

- And the Motion to Dismiss filed on 9/22/08 124 is taken off calendar. Signed by Judge T. John: 3
-Ward on 10/8/08. (ch, ) Modified on 10/8/2008 to correct text to read dismissed without
preJudlce (ehs )- (Entered 10/08/2008)

by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008) °
10/09/ 008 151 Llnksmart's REPLY to Pronto's Counterclaim ANSWER to 122 Answer to Complaint, Countercltaim
A by Llnksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/09/2008)

:‘,.'..7 ’”"""”‘1". k.
10/14/2008 152 Llnksmart s REPLY to Freefi Networks' Counterclaim ANSWER to 123 Answer to Complaint, . . "
- Counterclalm by Llnksmart ereless Technology, LLC.(Fenster, Marc) (Entered: 10/14/2008) ’

10/16/2008 153 E GOV SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Second--
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. ' -("‘
- et f;ﬂ(APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4198. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008) "o

-}’ kY ﬂ?.‘
10/30/2608 155 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David B Bassett for T-Mobile USA, Inc.
o " .‘;." ’ (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 Barabas for T-Mobile USA, Inc. *‘*—-‘;;'77 v R
.' . (APPROVED)(FEE PAID) 2-1-4196. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/30/2008) B W

11/03/2008 157 APPLICATION to Appear Pro,Hac Vice by Attorney William F Lee for T-Mobile USA, Inc. APPROVED -A'
- (Rec# 2 1-4208 (poa )(Entered 11/05/2008) i

11/17/2008 158 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Christina J Moser for EthoStream, LLC, Ra_mada'- Lk
- - - =----- % Worldwide, Inc. and EthoStream, LLC. (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4227) (ehs, ) (Entered: Tty
- *-'-»-‘ o .55 11/17/2008) .

11/21/2008 159 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kirk R Ruthenberg for T-Mobile USA, Inc.
AR - (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.. = -+ 5. =
,,«:; ~ (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4252) (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/21/2008) ~

RETE

12/09/2008 161. STIPULATION of Dismissal of Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC by Linksmart Wireless
" . Technology, LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)‘
(Guaragna John) (Entered 12/09/2008)

12/12/2008 162 ORDER granting. 161 -Stipulation of Dismissal. Intercontinental Hotels Group PLC is dlsmlssed
. e Tl ?p,,;, wuthout prejudice. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 12/12/08. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/12/2008) .~

e

20 163 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Linksmart Wireless "
.- Technology, LLC (Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 12/22/2008)

01/14(2009 164~ NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Andrew D Weiss on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,
o LLC (Welss Andrew) (Entered 01/14/2009)

01/23/2009 165. Joint MOTION to Consolidate Cases by T-Mobile USA, Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed "
T Order)(Beck David) (Entered 01/23/2009) <

‘f‘«,.

I
.:‘.'
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01/23/2009 166 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sher, Rachel)
- - (Entered 01/23/200?)

.«.-._.;. -L.\

i Rlchard) (Entered 01/26/2009)

01/27/2009 168 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Pritikin, Davrd)
L - (Entered: 01/27/2009)

01/27/2009 16_9 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Textof .. .. C e

S Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Terr Marvin) (Entered: 01/27/2009) . : o
01/28/2009 170 ORDER granting 169 Motlon to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Marvin Craig Tyler and Jose Carlos
O ;' Villarreal terminated as counsel for deft Wayport Inc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles :- -

Evenngham on 1/28/09 (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/28/2009)

01/29/2009 171 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Michael Ernest Richardson on behalf of T-Mobile USA, Inc
Coa (Rlchardson Michael) (Entered: 01/29/2009)

. 172 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Sayles,
* Richard) (Entered: 01/29/2009)

' 173 . NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Henson, _Eve)
(Entered 01/29/2009)

Rt * & Noble Booksellers, Inc Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Wayport, Inc. and Barnes & Noble Booksellers, ‘
Inc (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4459 (ch ) (Entered 02/05/2009)

02/03/2009 174, ORDER REASSIGNING CASE. Case reassigned to Judge David Folsom for all further proceedlngs .
.' Judge T. John Ward no longer assigned to case. Signed by Judge T. John Ward on 2/2/09. (ch )
_‘f % (Entered: 02/03/2009) j

02/09/2009 176 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
. ;. - Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered 02/09/2009)

}2 §>~ e

02/ 11/2009'” 177" ORDER granting 176 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Michael Charles Smith termlnated '
vl as counsel for Mail Boxes, Etc. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 2/11/09 (ch )
HRE e (Entered 02/11/2009) -

FLIEN

02/13/2009 178 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Peter M Dichiara for T-Mobile USA, Inc.
(APPRQVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4493, (ch, ) (Entered: 02/13/2009)

02/18/2009 179 Request by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC for Clerk's Entry of Default against Second Rule
, ‘~¥_'~ + LLC, Hot Point Wireless, Inc.. (Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009 #
"* 1 Clerks Entry of Default) (sm, ). (Entered: 02/18/2009) -

02/ 18/2009 180 Additional Attachments to Main Document: 179 Request for Entry of Default by Clerk..

_._mu? o - (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 02/18/2009) B

02/19/2009 181 NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC (Weiss, Andrew) i
SRR + (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/19/2009: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) (sm, ). (Entered:.‘ 3

A 02/19/2009) ' o

02/23/2009 182 ***FILED IN ERROR 'CASE IS NO LONGER JUDGE WARD'S PER ORDER # 174 REASSIGNING . o
-~ —-- . CASE TO JUDGE FOLSOM*** Order - granting 181 Notice of Voluntary Notice of Dismissal. All .-
; el claims asserted between Linksmart and NetNearU Corp are hereby DISMISSED WITHOUT .5 =75 .30

#1777 PREJUDICE. All attorney's fees and costs are to be borne by the party that incurred them. Slgned

by Judge T. John Ward on 2/23/09. (ch, ) Modified on 2/24/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 02/23/2009)

02/23/2009 183 CIerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT as to Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (ehs, ) (Entered: 02/23/2009) o
ol L

02/24/2009 184 ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE re 181 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal filed by e
S Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that all claims asserted !
. :-1"~-' ..:\, ," .’;- in this suit between Linksmart and Netnearu are hereby dismissed without prejudice.. Slgned by .,’: A
- o Judge Davrd Folsom on 2/23/09. (mrm, ) (Entered 02/24/2009) *

- - - Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered T4 ,-.-. -3
“rt..“‘ .‘ : "*" 02/27/2009) SPANREE

04/10/2009 186 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by David T Pritikin on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Pritikin, DaVId)
e (Entered: 04/10/2009)

04/10/2009~~ 187~ NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard T McCaulley, Jr on behalf of McDonalds Corp. - = "* % C
o (McCaulley, Richard) (Entered 04/10/2009) ORI

04/10/2009 188 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Rachel D Sher on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Sher, Rachel)
(Entered 04/10/2009) -

04/10/2009 189 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian C Bianco on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Bianco, Brian
w7 <= c:7 (Entered: 04/10/2009)

_)
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04/22/2009 190
04/23/2009 191

04/ 24/ 2009 192'

PRSI S
TN T .

05/01/2009 193

05/04/2009 1'92';

05/06/ 2009 "195

=" are consolidated for all purposes pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 42(a) and Local Rule ’

- 05/01/2009) e

1% Order.-Scheduling Conference set for 6/3/2009 10:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles -5

S

Best Available Copy

NOTICE of Change of Address by John M Guaragna (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 04/22/2009) At

Unopposed MOTION to-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 Jose Carlos” 5

> Villarreal terminated as counsel for McDonald's Corp. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles ,

- Everingham on 4/24/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 04/24/2009)
ORDER granting 165 Motion to Consolidate Cases. ORDERED that the above- captioned actions

CV-42(b) and (c).. Slgned_by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/1/09. (ch, ) (Entered

NOTICE of Hearing: Schedullng 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

o Everingham. The parties are directed to meet and confer in accordance with Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(f)

-

05/06/2009" 196

05/06/2009 197

05/06/2009 198
e 'I'u

05/06/2009 199

":‘f, AR L
05/06/2009 201

e\....: e

05/29/2009 202

05/29/2009 203

- ,L«i:‘*‘"

arys

06/ 0 1/ 2009 204

os/oé/iodg 205°

06/05/ 2009 206

06/05/2009 207

06/08/ 2009‘" 208

T R PR

. Proposed Order)(Rlchardson Michael) (Entered: 06/24/2009)

06/26/2009 212

. sponte, provides FreeFi thirty days in which to retain counsel in the above matter. Should FreeFi-
", not retain counsel by that date, the plaintiff is ordered to notify the court. Signed by Maglstrate 2

ProtectJve Order by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed- o
" Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 06/17/2009) "

“ (ehs; )‘(Entered: 06/24/2009)

* no later than May 27, 2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/5/09. (ch, )

(Entered 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Richard Alan Sayles on behalf of McDonalds Corp (Sayles,
Richard) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Eve L Henson on behalf of McDonalds Corp. (Henson, Eve
(Entered: 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Ap_pearance by Mark Danie! Strachan on behalf of McDonalds Corp.
(Stracnan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Mail Boxes Etc., Inc: -~
(Strachan, Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

. NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Barnes & Noble
Booksellers Inc. (Strachan Mark) (Entered: 05/06/2009)

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Mark Daniel Strachan on behalf of Wayport, Inc. (Strachan
Mark) (Entered 05/06/2009) . K

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Jennifer Parker Ainsworth on behalf of LodgeNet Interactlve
Corpor_atlon (Ainsworth, Jennifer) (Entered: 05/29/2009)

Unoppc}sed 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)

REPORT of Rule 26(f) Planning Meeting. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Proposed Docket Control
“ Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on 6/1/2009 # 2 Revised Schedulmg
Order) (sm, ). (Entered 06/01/2009)

Minute Entry for proceedlngs held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Scheduling,
Conference held on 6/3/2009 (Court Reporter Susan Simmons, CSR.) (jml, ) (Entered:
06/04/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Gregory Lyons for Choice Hotels Intematlonal
> Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4733. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/05/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Kevin P Anderson for Choice Hotels
International Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4733. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/05/2009)

ORDER granting 203 Motion -to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney John W MacPete; Michael Scott
Fuller and Roy William Hardin terminated as counsel for FreeFi. Accordingly, the court, sua

;(

Judge Charles Everingham on 6/8/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 06/08/2009)
. MOTION for Extension of Time to File Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of Proposed .

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.

-y

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Joint Motion to Extend Deadline for Submission of R
* Proposed Protective Order by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of i

JOINT GENERAL DISCOVERY ORDER. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on . -
6/26/09 (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/26/2009)
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06/26/2009 213

07/01/2009 215

i
S
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07/01/2009 _ 216,

-~ David Folsom Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/26/09. (ehs, ) (Entered
ot : 06/26/2009)

_Grantlng Joint Motion:to Extend Deadline for Submission of the Name of an Agreed Medlator)
(Rlchardson Mlchael) Modified on 7/1/2009 (sm, ). (Entered: 07/01/2009)

s Proposed Agreed Protectlve order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Welss, Andrew)
Modified on 7/2/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/01/2009)

-

Best Available Copy

‘o
.

DOCKET CONTROL ORDER - Joinder of Parties due by 11/13/2009., Markman Hearing set for . « .
5/25/2010 09:00 AM before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham., Motions due by 11/19/2010., :§

ORDER granting 211 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submission of a proposed
protective order is extended until July 1,2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on

6/26/09 (ehs, ) (Entered:- 06/26/2009) o

- ..,.‘,‘. B

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File and to Extend Deadline for Submission of the Name of ¢
an Agreed Mediator by~T-Mob|Ie USA, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order "' -

ORDER granting 215 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Deadline for submission of the name of

. . an agreed mediator is extended until July 27,2009. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles

o Everingham on 7/2/09. (ch ) (Entered: 07/02/2009)

07/02/2009 218

Lo e

07/02/2009 219

07/06/2009v~ s

07/0672669 320,

e e e

07/08/ 2009 221'

_.t— -
oo --..
DTN

07/ 1 3/ 2009 222

,....,._.

07/ 13/2009 223

y\u)\; 7.;:.

07/21/2009 224

o7/27/2009 225

07/27/ 009 226

08/06/2009 228

08/06/ 2009 <,229

e e .'>,'

r’»if“'x:‘l" L
08/07/2009 230

e

08/9773'0,2;7,9'-" 231
: <~ on 8/7/2009 (ch, ). (Entered 08/07/2009)
" NOTICE of Deflcuency‘regardmg the 231 submitted by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. NOT IN-v

S
08/07/2009 -
oe/c_),?'/éo_ofs 232
~P ;i*'-‘:‘ )3 a

)).3'

» % not filed as separate document Correction should be made by one business day (ch, ) (Entered
71 07/02/2009) .

NOTICE of Deficiency, regardmg the 216 submltted by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. Order

2

NOTICE of Dlsclosure'by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Compliance re PR 3-1 and 3-2_
+ Disclosures (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 07/02/2009) "=

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT. USED WRONG EVENT. PLEASE IGNORE. Submission of Proposed
Agreed Protective order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 7/6/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/02/2009)

NOTICE of Deficiency regarding the 219 submitted by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.. Joint: - cae
Motion filed under wrong event Correction should be made by one business day (ch, ) (Entered B
07/06/2009) T

***REPLACES # 219 *** Agreed MOTION for Protective Order for Entry of Protective Order’ by
Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order [Proposed]
Agreed Protective Order)(Welss Andrew) Modified on 7/6/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 07/06/2009)_“'

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File - Extending Time Allowed for Freefi to Retain

.- Counsel by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order) -
- (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 07/08/2009)

AGREED PROTECTIVE ORDER 220 Motion for Protective Order. Signed by Magistrate Judge L

Charles Everingham on July 13 2009. (jml) (Entered: 07/13/2009) R

ORDER granting 221 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles
Everingham on July 13, 2009 (Gm!) (Entered: 07/13/2009) -a

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Joyce Chen for T-Mobile USA Inc. and Cisco
Systems Inc.. (APPROVED FEE PAID 2-1-4827) (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/21/2009)

Joint MOTION Appointment of Mediator by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments # o bt
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 Merakl,

n-

- Inc. (Allen Aden) (Entered: 07/27/2009) _
ORDER REFERRING CASE to. Mediator. James W Knowles added as Mediator. Signed by Maglstrate N

Judge Charles Evenngham on July 28, 2009. (jml) (Entered: 07/28/2009) ard

Unopposed MOTION to Wlthdraw as Attorney by McDonalds Corp., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internetn iv ‘
Seerces, 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 Charles 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 LodgeNet Interactive Corporation. (Socks, Harold) Modlﬂed N '-.%‘ LT

PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT. Correction should be made by 8/7/09 (ch, ) (Entered: 08/07/2009)-.,
f"**REPLACES # 231 *xx Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by LodgeNet Interactive’ '_'«r;'
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Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Grantlng Unopposed Motion for i
. "_-: mvmedE _Wlthdrawal)(Socks Harold) Modified on 8/11/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 08/07/2009) i

08/10/2009 233 ORDER granting 228 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Richard T McCaulley, Jr
% s - terminated as counsel for Dft's SBC Internet Services, Inc., McDonalds Corp.,.and Wayport, Inc.
Slgned by Magistrate Judge Charles Evenngham on 8/7/09 (ch ) (Entered 08/10/2009) )

McDonaIds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Serwces, Inc
(APPROVED FEE PAID), 2 1-4865. (ch ) (Entered: 08/14/2009)

N, &;;',; ,« Robert) (Entered: 08/19/2009) .
08/28/2009_‘* 237 NOTICE of Disclosure by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Allen Aden) (Entered 08/28/2009) . “,

Mlchael) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

08/28/2009 239 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery , to Serve Initial Dlslosures by
: .., ~ . Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,"McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC: °
gy r_~ Internét Serwces Inc (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles Richard) (Entered
08/28/2009) s i

08/28/2009 240 NOTICE of 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 NOTICE of Disclosure by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered:

t‘ Sl - 08/28/2009)
08/28/2009v 243~ NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regardlng Initial Disclosures (Jones, .
‘ ': ? : x Michael) (Entered: 08/28/2009) : S

08/28/2009 244 NOTICE of Disclosure by Meraki, Inc. (Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

08/28/2009 245 NOTICE by Marriott Internatlonal Inc. of Compliance re Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John)
(Entered 08/28/2009)

08/28/2009 246' NOTICE by Six Contlnents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Comphance
Sore Initial Disclosures (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 08/28/2009) -

08/28/2009 247 NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Rule 26 Initial Disclosure (Welss,
Andrew) (Entered: 08/28/2009)

08/287§OQ§ 248~ Consent MOTION for Extension of Time to File Initial Disclosures by Aptilo Networks, Inc..
«;r N . (Attachments #1 Text of Proposed Order)(Siebman, Clyde) (Entered 08/28/2009)
1

08/31/2009 249 NOTICE of Disclosure by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc (Notice of Filing Rule 26 Imtlalt 3 »g'. :
L Dlsclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered: 08/31/2009) AR

08/31/2009 250, ORDER granting 239 Motlon for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendants serve thelr

2T
) ‘;; Initial Disclosures ‘on or before September 11, 2009.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charies Co
: Everingham on 8/31/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/31/2009) B

08/31/2009 251 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, )

e

-1;_‘ M
Cyt v

_z_fuus- i (Entered: 08/31/2009) B
09/01/2009 252 NOTICE of Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance With Rule 26 by ) ' e
ey w . Best Western Internatlonal Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 09/01/2009) vy

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) o

09/09/2009 254 ORDER granting 253 Motion to Dismiss Dft Freefi Networks, Inc.. Signed by Judge David Folsom" R
i Buss s 0N 9/9/2009. (sm, ) (Entered: 09/09/2009)

09/09/2009 255 REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS recommending 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 Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: =

RY

: 09/09/2009) i .
09/09/2009 256. ORDER granting 185 Motuon for Default Judgment. Because the sum of damages is not certaln B :
i ent s Linksmart is entitled to take discovery from Hot Point Wireless, Inc. (Hot Point) and Second Rule: i&

LLC (Second Rule) to;determine the appropriate amount of compensatory damages as a result of i<

L s - their infringement of- the 118 patent. The Court will determine a schedule to allow Linksmart to .=, *as
it '.“" -+ conduct such discovery. The Court will then hold a hearing to determine the exact amount of ™ f- i'i'!f ﬁ )
T a0l 7. damages, pre- and post-judgment interest, attorneys fees and costs, and expenses to which :
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Linksmart is entitled. as a result of Hot Points and Second Rules infringement of the 118 patent.
R Slgned by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/9/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/09/2009)

09/11/2009 « NOTICE by Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc. of Fllmg Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Blanco,.__‘__- +
%‘«2’":‘ S Bnan) (Entered 09/1 1/2009) g

09/1i/2009 258 NOTICE by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Bnan)

s i e (Entered: 09/11/2009) PR
09/1 1/2009 259 NOTICE by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc. of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered S TN
. - 09/11/2009) T ) IR AP
09/1 1/2009 260 NOTICE by McDonaIds Corp of Filing Rule 26 Initial Disclosures (Bianco, Brian) (Entered
09/11/2009) '.,t‘;

09/14/2009*"261j NOTICE of Disclosure by Aptilo Networks, Inc. (Initial Dlsclosures) (Siebman, Clyde) (Entered» %27
) _,5: 09/14/2009) RN

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying
Document Production by Marriott International, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontlnental
... Hotels Group Resources Inc. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Guaragna, John) :
- (Entered 09/18/2009) .

09/2175009 : 2§3 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying - -
B ,Document Production:by. Choice Hotels International Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
’ e Qrder)_(Smlth Mlchae!) (Entered: 09/21/2009)

09/22/200§M26_4; ORDEIif granting 2_62'Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity . _
R ;» Contentions and Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed
*..%. by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/22/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/22/2009) B

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed
- -~ Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document .
- === Production by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Joe, SRR

Christopher) (Entered 09/22/2009) N

ChE T ' »';"-"__' B
09/22/2009 266‘ Unopposed MOTION Exten5|on of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanylng L
.+~ Document Production by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments:.# 1 Text of Proposed Order)(AIlen, R

“Aden) (Entered 09/22/2009) N

09/22/2009~~267- ***FILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDER ATTACHED. PLEASE e

- % IGNORE.*** MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Unopposed Motion for ’ »
" Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Broaddus,
Michael) Modified on 9/23/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/22/2009)

09/22/2009 26 _Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying |
L 1'7'*'“,“‘* = 7 Dociment 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, ). - e H

" (Entered 09/22/2009) - T

. Unopposed MOTION for Extensmn of Time to File Invalidity Contentlons and Accompanylng
.. Document Productiontby EthoStream, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Hunt
.. Dean) (Additional attachment(s) added on 9/23/2009: # 2 REVISED ORDER) (ch, ). (Entered
| 09/22/2009)

Unopposed MOTION Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
Accompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
. (Brewer, Robin) (Entered: 09/22/2009)

*++EILED IN ERROR. NOT IN PDF SEARCHABLE FORMAT AND NO ORDER ATTACHED Document # '
267, Motlon for Extens:on 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)
" (Slebman, Clyde) (Entered 09/23/2009)

09/23/2009 272 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File /Serve Invalidity Contentions and Accompanylng
1d i e 278 Document Production by T-Mobile USA, Inc., LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Cisco Systems,

K -
R ey e e s
af v '

09/23/2009

TR Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(DanieI, Robert) (Entered: 09/23/2009)
r FSALYS .
09/23/2009 273 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Invalidity Contentions .

o A == and Accompanying Document Production by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & .
o Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Servuces Inc (Attachments: # 1 Textof . . "1 | .
Proposed Order)(Sayles, Rlchard) (Entered 09/23/2009) ¢ AT

09/23/2008 274 ***REPLACES # 267 *** Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery with "l
- regarding to Invahdlty Contentions by iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of" :{«n
. Proposed Order)(Jones, Michael) Modified on 9/24/2009 (ch, ). (Entered: 09/23/2009) . -

09/24/2009 275 ORDER granting 266 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
I’-;& Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/15/09. Signed by Magistrate
S :
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=™~ =" Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009- 276 ORDER' granting 265 Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and. ... .= .
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 L

.. 09/24/2009) Lo e,ﬂ I,

09/24/2009 277 ORDER granting 263 Unopposed Motion for extension of time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and

% . . Accompanying Document Production. Choice Hotels International Inc. deadline is extended to.

-4 ‘-f~1 - .~..10/8/09. Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered:
09/24/2009) je

09/24/2009 278 ORDER granting 232 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Harold L Socks terminated as
. 1;& counsel for LodgeNet Interactive Corp.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
7Y 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009 279 ORDER granting 274 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline is 10/8/09
Slgned by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everlngham on 9/24/09. (ch ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

P

10/8/09. Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09 (ch ) (Entered:
~ 09/24/2009) o

09/24/2009 281 ORDER granting 272 Motlon for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions. Deadllne is”
extended to 10/8/09.] Slgned by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) .
e ek (Entered 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009 282 ORDER: granting 271 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and
ol 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)

09/24/2009v~ 283 ORDER:-granting 270 Motion Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity -- R
: “. Contentions and Accompanylng Document Production. Deadline extended to 10/8/09. Signed by -
Maglstrate Judge Charles Everlngham on 9/24/09. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/24/2009)

09/24/2009 284 ORDER granting 269 Motlon for Extension of Time to Serve Invalidity Contentions and :
" Accompanying Document Production. Deadline is extended to 10/8/09. Signed by Magistrate -
o 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 Maglstrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 9/24/09. (ch ) (Entered 09/24/2009)

“* and Acéompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Brewer, Robln) (Entered 10/06/2009)

10/08/2009 287 ORDER granting 286 Motlon 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 Evenngham on .

R ,A_E-.‘.... 10/8/09 (ch ) (Entered 10/08/2009)

Wayport Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc of Invahdlty Contentlons (Sayles, Richard) (Entered:
10/08/2009)

N

10/08/2009 289 NOTICE by Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Compliance ..
s (Invalidity Contentions and Accompanying Document Production) (Guaragna, John) (Entered Do
¢ T .+ 10/08/2009) .

10/08/2009 290 NOTICE by Marriott Internatlonal Inc. of Compliance (Invahdlty Contentions and Accompanylng 3‘
Document Production) (Guaragna John) (Entered: 10/08/2009)

10/08/2009__291. NOTICE by EthoStream, LLC of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean) (Entered

e 4" 10/08/2009)
10/08/2009 292 NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. of Disclosure of Invalidity Contentions (Hunt, Dean)
St -»1 .« PO (Entered 10/08/2009)
10/09/2009 293 NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rules 3-3and 3-4 .. ... . . .
.-‘,; Faye ) Dlsclosures) (Daniel, Robert) (Entered 10/09/2009) o '.:n .
10/09/2009 294 NOTICE of Disclosure'by iBAHN General Holdlngs Corp. regarding PR 3-3 and 3-4 (Jones, Mlchael) Te
- © (Enteréd: 10/09/2009) -, Btk
10/09/2009 295 NOTICE of Disclosuret by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation under Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4
. ... (Ungerman, Mark), (Entered: 10/09/2009) 4=

10/12/2009 296 NOTICE of Disclosure by Pronto Networks, Inc. (Allen, Aden) (Entered: 10/12/2009)

. zif
10/12/2009 297 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

W
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2
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11/05/2009 _312.
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11/19/2009 316.

11/20/2009 317
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1 1/24/2009 319
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18 s oo
_'._.-,,.x,_- TR

.. McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Wayport, Inc. and SBC Internet Servnces, Inc 1"'
(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-4961. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/14/2009) N -

- jnvalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles + -

s Mlchael) Modified on 10/21/2009 (sm, ). (Entered: 10/21/2009)

’ 10/21/2009) 3 .‘ R

. with Patent Rules 3-3 and 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/23/09

. Wayport Inc., SBC Internet Servnces, Inc (Sayles Richard) (Entered 11/03/2009)

: Evenngham on 11/4/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/04/2009) -

e acaian ;n.l.
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Best ;A\i'ailable 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 o
DISCLOSURES (Slebman Clyde) (Entered: 10/12/2009) .

NOTICE of Disclosure" by Choice Hotels International Inc. Pursuant to PR 3-3 and 3-4 (Smlth
Mlchael) (Entered: 10/13/2009)

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Elizabeth L Maxeiner for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc:,' %J

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 Dlscovery to Serve Accompanylng

and Accompanying Document Production by Meraki, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed

'Order)(Brewer Robin) (Entered: 10/21/2009) -

AMENDED CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by T-Mobile USA, Inc. (Richardson,

ORDER granting 303 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Deadline extended to v
10/30/09. Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/21/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: ‘z-?" B

(ch, ) (Entered: 10/23/2009)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 10/30/2009) R G

NOTICE of Disclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc o

ORDER granting 308 Motnon for Extension of Time to Complete Dlscovery Pronto Networks, Inc
will haye 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 .-

Jomt MOTION to Dismiss Meraki, Inc. with Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.

(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 11/04/2009)

ORDER granting 311 Motion to Dismiss Defendant Meraki of all claims and counterclaims between . . . .
plaintiff and Meraki. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/5/2009. (sm, ) (Entered: 11/05/20()9)'

THIRD, PARTY COMPLAINT against BestComm Networks, Inc., Nomadix, Inc., filed by Best s
Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)(Joe, Chnstopher) (Entered: .,

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS Issued as to BestComm Networks, Inc., (Attachments: # 1 Nomadlx o

.._‘. Inc. )(ch ) (Entered: 11/16/2009) PR A

E-GOV SEALED SUMMONS REISSUED as to BestComm Networks, Inc., (Attachments: # 1
Nomadix Inc)(ch, ) (Entered: 11/17/2009)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying - ,5,;

Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(AIIen Aden) (Entered: 11/19/2009) - :

AMENDED ANSWER to 1 .Complaint and , COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC by Ramada Worldwude, Inc.. (Hunt Dean) (Entered: 11/20/2009)

LLC by EthoStream, LLC. (Hunt, Dean) (Entered 11/20/2009)

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 Chades '
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12/1 1/2009 -

s Internatlonal Inc. (Carpenter, Brian) (Entered: 11/24/2009)

. (Entered 1 1/30/2009)

B }.: (Entered 11/30/2009)

+ (Ungerman, Mark) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

. Ellzabeth) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

Best Available Copy

Evennéham on 11/24/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 11/24/2009)
NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Brian Andrew Carpenter on behalf of Best Western
R ._._'.,.'.‘.'.‘ BN ALH

NOTICE of Disclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC re Local Rule 4.1 (Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered 11/25/2009) X

NOTICE of Disclosure® by T-Moblle USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (Daniel, Robert) (Entered:”
11/30/2009) .. IR

NOTICE by Six Contlnents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc of Comphance
with Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 11/30/2009) N

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, Rlchard)
(Entered 11/30/2009)

NOTICE by Pronto Networks Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-1 (Allen, Aden)

NOTICE of Disclosure by Choice Hotels International Inc. Pursuant to PR 4-1 (Smith, Mlchael)

NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding PR 4-1 Compliance (Jones, B

" Michael) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

E-GOV_SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Best Western International, Inc.. Nomadix, Inc
served on 11/18/2009, answer due 12/9/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/01/2009) .

E-GOV.SEALED SUMMONS Returned Executed by Best Western International, Inc.. BestComm
Networks Inc. served on 11/18/2009 answer due 12/9/2009. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/01/2009) ”fﬂ

(Entered 12/01/2009) R

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 Aptilo
Networks, Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Phillips, Lawrence) (Entered:._.., ~.._,. -
12/01/2009) : o

NOTICE by Best Western Internatlonal Inc. of Compliance Regardlng 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 LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-1

v A

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 ) Koerth for Aptilo Networks, Inc.
(APPROVED FEE PAID) 2- 1 5066. (ch, ) (Entered: 12/04/2009)

ANSWER to 317 Amended Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Ramada Worldwide, Inc. by 3
Lmksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/10/2009)

ANSWER to 318 Amended Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim of Ethnostream, LLC by Llnksmart ,}3; B
Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/10/2009) A

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying :
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 12/10/2009) e

ORDER granting 341 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery Pronto Networks, Inc, ~ . .3 |
will have through 12/31/09 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity

- contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Evenngham o
on 12/11/09. (ch, ) (Entered 12/11/2009) Lo

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Elizabeth L DeRieux on behalf of Nomadix, Inc. (DeRleux, -

Defendant s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re Nomadux,
Inc..( DeRieux, Elizabeth) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint is GRANTEQ
3 Pl . Panasonig1( 0, Ay
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Gy el pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for Nomadix, Inc. to 1/25/2010. 45 Days Granted for Deadline *
P EA Extension.( ch, ) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

12/1 1/2,0Q_9 345 'NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Ten Asserted Claims (Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered 12/1 1/2009) i

12/17/2009 346 Defendant 3 Unopposed fi rst Application for Extension of Time to Answer Complaint re BestCom

P T

A e Networks, Inc..( Camngton, ‘Morris) (Entered: 12/17/2009)
12/17/2009 -- Defendant's Unopposed First Application for Extension of T|me to Answer TP Complaint is i
el . GRANTED pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for BestComm Networks, Inc. to 1/22/2010. 45 Days‘ $i
Cxim e Granted for Deadline Extension.( sm, ) (Entered: 12/17/2009) LodnEEE T
12/18/2009 347 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Sidney Calvin Capshaw, III on behalf of Nomadix, In¢c.  * .
5 awu, " (Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered: 12/18/2009) )

12/18/2002 348 . Unopposed MOTION to Continue Extend Docket Control Order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, R
" LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 12/18/2009)

12/21/2009 349  NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Alexander Chester Giza on. behalf of Linksmart Wireless
e £ Technology, LLC (Giza, Alexander) (Entered: 12/21/2009) . e

il Sl Partles request is_ changed to February 26, 2010. Signed by Magnstrate Judge Charles
) J'z Everlngham on 12/22/09. (ehs, ) (Entered: 12/22/2009)

351 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying ‘
g Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
- e ’ Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 12/31/2009)

01/05/2010 ~352° 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 document production to the .- .. - -
0 .j - . invalidity contentions in-accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles ;'~
s T Evermgham on 1/5/10 (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/05/2010)

01/08/2010 353 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David ) Leonard for BestComm Networks lnc
e e -:. (APPROVED FEE PAID). 2-1-5124. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/08/2010) ~~,»

01/13/2010' ‘354*‘ APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Alexandra B McTague for T-Mobile USA, Inc =
£ -~ and Cisco Systems, Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5131. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/13/2010)

01/13/2010 i 355 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Jonathan Andron for T-Mobile USA, Inc..
_-,,-_eu .+ - = (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5131) (ehs, ) (Additional attachment(s) added on 1/27/2010:.# 1+, . -
Confidential Information)‘(ch, ). (Entered: 01/13/2010)

01/ 15/2010 -356. Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying c
" Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of . -
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 01/15/2010) L.J

01/21/2010“357 ORDER granting 356 Motlon for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto -
RTNTIR * .' Networks, Inc.s Seventh 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
_ o January 29, 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in
L f‘ 14.‘)i“ _. . accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/21/10
e (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/21/2010) —

01/22/2010 358 NOTICE by EthoStream, LLC of Joinder and Notice of Compllance Regarding Local Patent Rule 4-2 .
S 9 (Hunt Dean) (Entered 01/22/2010) :

01/22/2010 359 NOTICE by Ramada Worldwnde, Inc. of Joinder and Notice of Compliance With Local Patent Rule T :
4-2 (Hunt, Dean) (Entered 01/22/2010) e

01/22/2010"360 ***xFILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by Ramada WorIdWIde Inc., EthoStream, LLC
- J Rt i ¥+ of Appearance (Hunt, Dean) Modified on 1/25/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 01/22/2010) , -

01/22/2010 -361 NOTICE by Pronto Networks, Inc. of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-2 (Allen, Aden)

R,
3

l a‘,.:h ... (Entered: 01/22/2010)
01/22/2010 362 NOTICE by T-Mobile USA, Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc. (of Service of Patent Rule 4-2 Dlsclosure)’ i
- L {Daniel, Robert) (Entered 01/22/2010) .

sl
01/22/2010 363 NOTICE of Dlsclosure by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC of Preliminary Claim Constructlons
and Extrinsic Evndence Under P.R. 4-2 (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 01/22/2010)

01/25/2010 364 NOTICE of Dnsclosure by Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., Bames & Noble Booksellers, Inc.,
- -7 .7 Wayport, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc re: P.R. 4-2 (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 01/25/2010) ""

01/25/2010 365 NOTICE of Disclosure by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Compliance Regarding P. R 4-

% R 2 Disclosures (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 01/25/2010)
01/25/2010 366 NOTICE of Disclosure by iBAHN General Holdings Corp. regarding Compliance of PR 4- 2
- mkiEe e Disclosures (Jones, Mlchael) (Entered: 01/25/2010) s E ey
v ST Panasomd"lO]‘;’L ,.L
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01/25/2010 367 NOTICE by Marriott International, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, Intercontinental Hotels Group
N Resources Inc of Compliance with Local Patent Rule 4-2 (Guaragna, John) (Entered: 01/25/2010)

01/25/2010_‘“--,“_. ***FILED IN ERROR, WRONG EVENT USED AND ATTY WANTING TO APPEAR MUST LOGIN AND r--..;:. S
: FILE. Document # 360, Notlce PLEASE IGNORE.*** (sm, ) (Entered: 01/25/2010) vt .

01/25/2010 368 NOTICE of Disclosure’ by Choice Hotels International Inc. Regarding PR 4-2 Dlsclosures (Smlth,, 1%
w47 Michael) (Entered: 01/25/2010) R

01/25/2010 369 NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactlve Corporation of Compliance Regardlng P.R. 4-2 (Ungerman, Mark 3
SO ..y- (Entered 01/25/2010)

01/25/2010 370‘ Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re 313 Third Party Complaint by
- Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw, Sidney) (Entered:
01/25/2010)

71 . Unoppgsed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re 313 Third Party Complaint of Best .. ... ...
Western International Inc. by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed e K
) Order Proposed Order)(Carnngton Morrls) (Entered 01/25/2010)

[=]

—

~ .
s Qe
\ 'v
Y N
io

" is extended to 2/27/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/2010 (ch
T (Entered 01/26/2010) .

01/26/2010. -_--3& Answer Due Deadllne Updated for BestComm Networks, Inc. to 2/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered .
vl 01/26/2010) N

01/26/2010 373 ORDER granting 370 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer. Nomadix Inc deadline is extended
-1+ to 2/25/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/26/2010. (ch, ) (Entered :
-idrers-om 01/26/2010) R

01/26/2010 o Answer Due Deadline, Updated for Nomadix, Inc. to 2/25/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 01/26/2010) .
01/28/2010 374 Unopposed MOTION for- Exten5|on of Time to Complete Discovery Eighth Unopposed Motion for »(g X

Extensjon of Time to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto .
: Networks Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(AIlen, Aden) (Entered: 01/28/2010)..

" * Networks, Inc.s Eighth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanylng
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through
February 19, 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in

. . L _ accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 1/29/10,
7*-' TR (ehs] Y (Entered: 01/29/2010)

01/29/2010 376 ORDER that the parties, mcludnng BestComm and Nomadix, are ordered to meet and confer on an °
.+ - . .." 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

i Nomadix answer the third-party complaint. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on. -

e e e b 1/29/10 (ehs, ) (Entered: 01/29/2010) e

02/17/2010 37?v‘ BestComm Networks, Inc.'s ANSWER to 313 Third Party Complaint of Best Western Intematlonal

: :‘é;ﬂ;ﬁ* "~ Inc. , CROSSCLAIM against Nomadix, Inc. by BestComm Networks, Inc..(Carrington, Morns)
AR (Entered: 02/17/2010)
02/18/2010 378.. Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying = -» -~:. - = -

TN Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
‘-‘. A Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 02/18/2010) . Dl

02/ 18/2010 379 NOTICE of Change of ‘Address by Christopher Michael Joe (Joe,.Christopher) (Entered: . "
02/18/2010) ' kz.s o ' L

02/19/2010- 380 JOINT CLAIM CONSTRUCTION AND PREHEARING STATEMENT filed by Linksmart Wireless - -~ .
~ :r_.;-;/ . 5 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. ORDERED that .
PR Defendant Pronto Networks, Inc.s Ninth Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve
st Accompanying Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will
HrrTis e ¢ 9 have through 3/5/2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the invalidity mer

N "
° ?', .’l'L:"

contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham
. on 2/22/2010. (ch, ) (Entered 02/22/2010) e

02/25/2010 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Thlrd 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) -

03/04/2010 ‘383 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying
‘,ig;,,;_st_ - Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
. x* . Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 03/04/2010)
03/04/2010 384 . Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTION to Strike_ 313
Third Party Complaint or Dlsmlss Best Western International, Inc.'s Unopposed Motion For ) S

I



P e . A
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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,_. cfe it
Christopher) (Entered: 03/04/2010) S

03/0472016 ‘3‘85 APPLICATION to AppearsPro Hac Vice by Attorney Donald A Wall for Best Western Intematlonal .
: ' . -Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5235. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) S

03/04/2010 386 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney David E Rogers for Best Western Intematlonal /e
I, . Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5235. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) P

03/04/2010 387 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Andrea L Marconi for Best Western o
: Internatlonal 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 Everlngham

on 3/5/2010 (ch,) (Entered 03/05/2010) . R

03/05/2010 389 .ORDER granting 384 Motlon “for Extension of Time to File Response/RepIy re 382 MOTION to
’ "¢ Strike 313 Third Party, Complaint or Dismiss Responses due by 3/24/2010. Signed by Maglstrat

~:' Judge Charles Evenngham on 3/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/05/2010) . B
i

~ SESEE
03/12/2010 390, Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 377 Answer to Th|rd Party‘N '*“*"*'""
GRS Complamt Crossclaim by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw,
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) s

03/16/2010 392 ORDER granting 390 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply. Nomadix Inc deadllne '
“ =7 v % oto respond to the Cross-Claim of BestComm Networks Inc Responses due by 4/2/2010. Slgned by
. Maglstrate Judge CharIes Everingham on 3/16/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/16/2010) !

03/18/2010 393 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Allen Franklin Gardner on behalf of iBAHN General Holdmgs
-+ == ---* Corp. (Gardner, Allen)-(Entered: 03/18/2010)

03/_59'/2010‘..'394'- Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying
3 " " Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 03/19/2010)

03/19/2010 395 CLAIM-CONSTRUCTION BRIEF (Supplemental Claim Construction and Prehearing Statement) filed
'y .. . . by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A to Best Western's Supplemental
L . . Claim Construction and Prehearmg Statement)(Rogers, David) Modified on 3/22/2010 (sm, ) }
s .. 7. (Enteréd: 03/19/2010) "

03/19/2010 396 CLAIM -CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments # 1 ‘
© . Affidavit Declaratign of Andrew Weiss, # 2 Exhibit Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit

" Exhibit'C, # 5 Exhibit Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit Exhibit G,-* .+

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)(Welss, Andrew) (Entered: 03/19/2010)

NOTICE FROM CLERK re 395 Claim Construction Brief. Clerk has modified to show that it is a
.= supplemental claim contruction and prehearing statement. (sm, ) (Entered: 03/22/2010) . = e T

03/22/2010 397 ORDER granting 394 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Defendant Pronto
. . Networks, Inc.s Eleventh Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to Serve Accompanying B
. Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 is GRANTED. Pronto Networks, Inc. will have through2 " -
*+ April 2; 2010 to serve, its accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in -
- accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/22/10
T T T Tt (ehs, ) (Entered 03/22/2010) o

—— -&-- oo A
03/23/2010 398" Second MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 382 MOTION to 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)

03/2375016 399 ORDER granting 398 Motlon for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 382 MOTION to '_',., . ,-‘?‘ :
+ Strike 313 Third Party Complalnt or Dismiss Responses due by 3/31/2010. Signed by Maglstrate BREE
- Judge Charles Evenngham on 3/24/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 03/24/2010)

03/30/2010 400. Unopposed SEALED PATENT MOTION for Leave to Amend Invalidity Contentions by Barnes &

Lt . 4. Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc., -
" Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments #1 EXthlt A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard)
(Entered: 03/30/2010)

03/31/2010 401 ORDER granting 400 AT&T/Wayports Unopposed Sealed Patent Motion for Leave to Amend
-+ +=— . = Invalidity Contentions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 3/31/2010. (ch, )~ v "
: (Entered: 03/31/2010) ' .
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04/02/2010 . 403
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04/05/2010 405

04/07/2010 407,

04/12/2010° 408

O
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04/13/2010.409'

04/'15'/2'010?‘41'0
o

04/15/2010 411

04/1672010‘"41'2’

04/16/2010 413 .

[l
S

04/16/2010 414

- -.ut_»'?.q e s
.-.'.!._-'::;..

04/16/2019 ' 415

PN

04/16/2010 --416-

04/16/2010 417

04/19/2010

.. Support of Third Party Plaintiff Best Western International, Inc.'s Opposition to Motion to Strike orm,.__;.__
~ - 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

."', Party Defendant Nomadlx, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint of Best
‘:Westem International, Inc.)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 03/31/2010)

Unoppésed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 377 Answer to Third Party

. Sidney) (Entered: 04/02/2010)
contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Evenngha ,

f_""» on 4/5/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 04/05/2010)

RV (ch, ) (Entered: 04/05/2010)

. Third Party Complalnt or Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed. Order).

s e

* NOTICE of Designation of Attorney in Charge to Andrew Wesley Spangler on behalf of Llnksmart" ’

“.. Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying Document Production Pursuant -
. to P.R."3-4 filed by Best.Western International, Inc.
(Rogers, David) MOdIfled on 4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered 04/16/2010)

e R R
{:

Best Available Copy

RESPONSE in Opposition re 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss filed by, .. .- -
Best Western International, Inc. . (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Sara V. Ransom in

ki

release, # 5 Exhibit D, ‘Purchase Order, # 6 Text of Proposed Order [Proposed] Order on Third-

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying :
Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 04/02/2010)

Complaint, Crossclaim by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Capshaw,

4o nt.

ORDER granting 403 Motlon for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc
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

o

APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Douglas G Muehlhauser for Nomadix,
Inc.,Douglas G Muehlhauser for Nomadix, Inc.(RECEIPT 2-1- 5289) (rml, ) (Entered: 04/07/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extensuon of Time to File Response/RepIy as to 382 MOTION to Strike 313_{:;ﬁ X
W o

(Capshaw, Sldney) (Entered: 04/12/2010)

'ORDER granting 408 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 382 MOTION to .

Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss Responses due by 4/26/2010. Signed by Maglstrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 4/13/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 04/13/2010)

Wireless Technology, LLC (Spangter, Andrew) (Entered: 04/13/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Dlscovery to Serve Accompanying . . . : . L
Document Production, Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(AIIen, Aden) (Entered: 04/15/2010)

ORDER granting 411 Motlon for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. Pronto Networks, Inc .
will have through April 30, 2010 to serve its accompanying document production to the |nvaI|d|ty

" contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everlngham

on 4/16/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 04/16/2010)

MOTION to Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments..# 1.
Affidavit Muehlhauser Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3, # 5 Text of
Proposed Order)(Capshaw Sidney) (Entered: 04/16/2010)

CLAIM- CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., SBC Internet “:
Svcs, Wayport, Inc, L‘ngeNet 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 =

it 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) S

***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE.*** RESPONSE in Support re 411 Unopposed MOTION for

. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit: 2)‘ o

***FILED IN ERROR, PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. Claim-

... Construction Brief (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2)(Rogers, David) Modified on - " =% °

4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 04/16/2010)

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT, PELASE IGNORE.*** MOTION for Leave to File motion for partial )
summary judgment of invalidity for indefiniteness by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc
(Levine, Noah) Modified on 4/19/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 04/16/2010)

***F[LED IN ERROR, WRONG EVENT USED, ATTY MUST REFILE USING CORRECT EVENT.

Document # 415 and #416, Response in Support and Notice. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (sm, ) . P

-
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I

LT S (Enteréd: 04/19/2010)
04/19/2010 -- NOTICE of DEFICIENCY regardmg the #417 Motion for Ieave submltted by Cisco Systems, Inc., T- 1 ;

Correctlon should be rnade by 1 business day and refiled in proper motlon format or as a notlce,
. "attachipg the letter (sm, } (Entered: 04/19/2010)

04/19/2010 418 SUPPLEMENTAL CCAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF filed by Best Western International, Inc.. e e
'* 5‘ » (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 04/19/2010) )

04/19/2010 419 NOTICE by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western Internatlonal
Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc Cisco Systems Inc., EthoStream LLC, Intercontlnental

Internatlonal Inc., McDonaIds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Wor1dW|de, Inc sBC ..
" Internet Services, Inc Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA Inc., Wayport, Inc. of Letter

- Requesting Leave to F|Ie Summary Judgment Motion (Attachments # 1 Exhibit A)(Danlel, - e
: Robert) (Entered: 04/19/2010) '

04/19/2010 420 Addltlonal Attachments to Main Document (Certlf cate of Servnce) 414 Claim Constructlon Bnef

; " NOTICE FROM CLERK re 414 Claim Construction Brief. Clerk modified entry to all all the Va
. defendant filers that were previousty not entered when filed. (sm, ) (Entered: 04/19/2010)

04/22/2010 ‘421 - Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Amended First Answers and Counterclaims by Barnes & . )

Hsbeidies e Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc., * ;=% =™

ot Wayport, Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Sayles, Richard) (Entered:

o _ 04/22/2010) . .
04/22/2010 422 First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,

. LLC by SBC Internet Serwces Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) 1.

04/22/2010""423 First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, 3 At
*.2#;-LLC by:Wayport, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) s

04/22/2010 424 First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
FEDRE LLC by McDonalds Corp..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010)

04/22/2010‘~ 425~ First:Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology,
© """ LLC by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) ;

04/22/2010 426 First Amended ANSWER to 1.Complaint, COUNTERCLAIM against Linksmart Wireless Technology, "
" LLe by Mail Boxes Etc Inc..(Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 04/22/2010) -.

04/22/2010 427 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Adam S Hoffman on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,
B LLC (Hoffman, Adam) (Entered: 04/22/2010)

04/23/2010 428 ORDER granting 421 Motion for Leave to Amend Their Respective First Answers And
" " Counterclaims. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/23/10. (ehs, ) (Entered
04/23/2010)

S e .?. .~42 1
‘

o

,_.“ o

04/23/2010r~429 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 402 Response in Opposition to: == : . -~

" B Motion,, 382 MOTION to Strike 313 Third Party Complaint or Dismiss by Nomadix, Inc..
’-’_"C‘« £ (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: 04/23/2010)

04/27/2010 430 ORDER granting 429 Motlon for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply. Nomadix shall have to_

" 5/10/2010 to reply to the Opposition of Best Western International Inc Responses due by - ; -
. 5/10/2010. Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:"
04/27/2010) o

04/29/2010 431 ORDER granting 419 Dfts notice to request permission to file for partial summary judgment of
: & - invalidity. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 4/29/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:
04/29/2010)

04/29/2010'" 432" MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief; Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert  ~.0: "

. Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief by Aptilo .. .. &

L . . Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels

t* " o International Inc Cisco - Systems Inc., EthoStream LLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporatlon Mail * s,

Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonaIds Corp., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., T-Mobile 2

USA, Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Alexandra McTague, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 4

T 77T Exhibit's, # 4 Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) 77
y (Entered 04/29/2010)

.. (, I u a
04/29/2010 433 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Excess Pages by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.
' :, ‘3 (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 04/29/2010)

04/30/2010r 43;4“ Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanying - "";
s % - - , Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4 by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

T ot Proposed Order)(AIlen, Aden) (Entered: 04/30/2010)
04/30/2010 435 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dnsmlss
% j. - .., .«;, K
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b e s P
) BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of _
Proposed Order)(Carnngton Morris) (Entered: 04/30/2010) N

04/30/2010 436 REPLY" to 418 Claim Construction Brief, 414 Claim Construction, Brief,, filed by Linksmart ereless '8
Technology, LLC . (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit of Andrew D. Weiss, # 2 Exhibit A to Weiss Decl., iy
L #3 Afﬁdavnt of Tal Lavnan, PH.D)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 04/30/2010) e

9‘ ORDER granting 435 Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomandlx Inc.”
* Mo to Dismiss BestComm Networks Crossclaims and BestComm is hereby given an extension of
time up to and including Monday, May 24, 2010 to respond to Nomadix Inc's Motion to Dismisss

. BestComm Networks Crossclaims. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/3/10

L. (poa, ) (Entered: 05/04/2010) B

05/04/2010 437 ORDER granting 433 Unopposed Motion for Leave to File Excess Pages. Order that the Plamtlff IS':
ce . - granted leave to exceed the page limits for its Reply Brief required by P.R.4-5(c) by 5 pages. - .
o { Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Evermgham on 5/3/10. (poa ) (Entered 05/04/2010) -

i : Document Production_Pursuant to PR 3-4. Pronto Networks Inc will have through May 14, 2010 to”'-»
',,p serve |ts accompanying document production to the invalidity contentions in accordance with .-
ik ”Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/3/10. (poa, ) (Entered
. 05/04/2010)

r- <=+ LLC (Brandt, Todd) (Entered: 05/05/2010)

05/07/2010 441 Unopposed MOTION for 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 MOTION for Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply by Aptilo Networks, Inc.,

¢-Barnes: & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International ~= -7

- Inc., Clsco Systems, Inc., EthoStream LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental -+~ = - -

ety Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott:

i International, Inc., McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC

~ 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' e e
unopposed motion for leave to file sur-reply, # 2 Exhibit Defendants' claim construction sur-reply, .

" # 3 Affidavit of Noah. Levnne in support of defendants' claim construction sur-reply)(Levine, Noah)

41 o

w . .. (Entered: 05/07/2010) - « -

05/07/2010 443 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Claim Construction Surreply Brief by Aptilo Networks, Inc .y
© . iBAHN General Holdmgs Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Gardner, AIIen)
’n_,‘-. T (Entered 05/07/2010)-

“444 CLAIM CONSTRUCTION SUR- REPLY BRIEF filed by Aptilo Networks, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings

T "j“ *77 Leave to Amend Its Answer and Counterclaims by Best Western Internatlonal Inc..
.':; "+ . . (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 Internatlonal Inc .(Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

05/07/2010 “447 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply by Best Western Intematlonal
X ':' Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order, # 2 Claim Construction Brief, # 3 Exhibit Exhlblt
3 # 4 Exhibit Exhibit 4)(Rogers, DaV|d) (Entered: 05/07/2010)

“... Wayport's Amended Counterclaim by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew)
(Entered 05/10/2010)

05/10/2010 449 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 422 Answer to Complaint, Counterclalm
g _ SBC Internet Services dba ATT Internet Services Amended Counterclaim by Linksmart ereless
Technology, LLC. (Welss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)

05/10/2010. 450 Lmksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 424 Answer to Complaint, Counterclalm
McDonaId s Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew)
e (Entered 05/10/2010)

05/10/2010 451 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 426 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim
-~ Mail Boxes Etc. Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.(Weiss, Andrew)

Gt e P :

el

! ..-'~-v- = == (Entered: 05/10/2010) =
05/ 10/2010 452 Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 446 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaum,, e 3
": Best Western Internatuonal Inc's Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, . ey e
LLC. (WEISS, Andrew) (Entered 05/10/2010) Y.

“ .

- e s . . e i
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05/ 10/2010 453 Lmksmart Wireless Technology LLC's Reply ANSWER to 425 Answer to Complaint, Counterclaim .
Barnes & Noble Booksellers Inc.'s Amended Counterclaims by Linksmart Wireless Technology, = - - ~..

* LLC.(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/10/2010)

05/11/2010 4'5‘4 ORDER granting 441 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to the Opposntlon “of T : e
.. ¢, Best Western International Inc Responses due by 6/1/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charle “’*;?"‘ ?f“
e t’ Evermgham on 5/11/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010) ¥ S

05/11/2010 455 ORDER' granting 442 Motion for Leave to File Claim Construction SurReply. Signed by Maglstrate

L ‘~" Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010)
v DAY PR
05/1 1/2010 456 ORDER granting 443 Motion for Leave to File a Claim Construction Sur-reply Brief. Defendant - .
i 5 [ BAHN General Holdings Corp., joined by Aptilo Networks, Inc., may file its Claim Construction™ -

t L ( e . Sur-reply Brief. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Evenngham on 5/11/10. (ehs, ) (Entered. -

L i LY. 05/11/2010) reo _

05/11/2010 457-. ORDER granting 445 Motion for Leave to File Amend Answer and Counteclaims. Signed by
. Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010)

05/11/2010" '458 ORDER granting 447 Motlon for Leave to File Claim Construction Sur-Reply. Signed by Maglstrate
# Judge Charles Everingham on 5/11/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/11/2010) ¥

" RESPONSE to 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, ... .
InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., .+ °
Marriott International, Inc:, McDonalds Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., =
- . SBC Internet Servnces, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA Inc., Wayport, Inc.. :

". (Attachments: # 1 Affdawt Declaration of Noah A. Levine, #.2 Exhibit 1)(R|chardson, Mlchael)
(Entered 05/1 1/2010)

05/12/2010 460 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Amended Answer by Choice Hotels International Inc*» ;
: .,(Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 05/12/2010) Lo

" First Amended ANSWER to 1 Complaint by Choice Hotels International Inc..(Smith, Michael)
(Entered 05/12/2010)

05/13/2010v.~.462—- NOTICE of Disclosure by SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc. of Second Supplemental Rule .
g 26(a) Disclosures (Sayles, Richard) (Entered: 05/13/2010) Ty

,“.:.‘i Lo
05/ 14/2010_ 463. ORDER granting 460 Motlon for Leave to File amended it answer. Signed by Magistrate Judge
= . Charles Evenngham on 5/14/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 05/14/2010) P

05/14/2010 464 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery to Serve Accompanymg '
-: Document Production Pursuant to P.R. 3-4.by Pronto Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of. >
'r'-; Proposed Order)(Allen, Aden) (Entered: 05/14/2010) e

05/14/2010 465 CLAIM CONSTRUCTION CHART filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
; ROt Exhibit Exhibit A)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/14/2010)

05/,14[%0;,0,- 466- NOTICE by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC Notice of Submission of Tutorial (Attachments # e
Tl 1 Exhibit Ex. A - Tutorial)(Giza, Alexander) (Entered: 05/14/2010) Rt

05/14/2010 469. APPLICATION to Appear Pro.Hac Vice by Attorney Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Intercontlnental o
T T ~ Hotels’ Group Resources'Inc,Erin P Gibson,John D Kinton for Intercontinental Hotels Group °
Resources Inc,Erin’P Gibson,John D Kinton for Six Continents Hotels Inc,Erin P Gibson,John D
© - . Kintonfor Six Contlnents Hotels Inc. (Attachments: # 1 PHV Kinton RECEIPT 2-1- 5362)(rml )
’ ’.“" (Entered 05/17/2010)

Y' .
05/17/2010 467 Unopposed SEALED PATENT MOTION for Leave to File First Supplemental Invalidity Contentlons
- by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc.,
. Choice Hotels Internatlonal Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream LLC, Intercontmental Hotels
... Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporatlon Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott.  : w .. oosoes
. International, Inc., McDonalds.Corp., Pronto Networks, Inc., Ramada Woddwude, Inc., SBC :
Internet Services, Inc Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA Inc., Wayport, Inc..
Toe iy Tuf i~ (Attachments: # 1 Exhlblt A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Rlchardson, Michael) (Entered: L
) : 05/17/2010) - e

05/17/2010 468 MOTION for Summary'Judgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112,:2:¢
~~ = - by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc.,

.. Choice Hotels Intematlonal Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, lnterContlnental Hotels
Group PLC, LodgeNet Interactnve Corporation, Mamott 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)
= Declaration of Noah A. Levme, # 2 Affidavit (Part 2 of 2) Delcaration of Noah A. Levine, #3 Text R
of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 05/17/2010) .o .

- RESPONSE in 0pposutlon re«d32 MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants'
Motion to Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim

5 L.
5 Ge

o
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~
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. Construction Reply Brief MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants’ Motionto . “.."
. -, Exclude the Expert Declaration of Dr. Tal Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply n.‘ 3
" Brief MOTION to Strike 396 Claim Construction Brief, Defendants' Motion to Exclude the Expert i
. Declaration of Dr. Tal. Lavian in Support of Plaintiff's Claim Construction Reply Brief filed by j"
o gin oo ‘,'Llnksmart Wireless Technology, LLC . (Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/17/2010) P

05/18/2010 47 " ORDER granting 464 Motion for Extension of Time to Complete Discovery. ORDERED that

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 document production to the invalidity - = .+ -
A contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Evenngham L

s L -, on 5/18/2010 (ch, ) (Entered 05/18/2010) o

05/18/201'0 4'72 ORDER granting 467 Sealed Patent Motion for leave to file First Supplemental Invalidity .
"' Contentions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 5/18/2010. (ch, ) (Entered:"
. 05/18/2010) . ’.' '

05/20/2010 t473v APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Richard A Cederoth for Barnes & Noble L e 4

% Booksellers, Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for McDonalds

" . Corp.,Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet Services, Inc Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet.
Services, Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for SBC Internet Serwces, Inc.,Richard A Cederoth for Wayport

... Inc. (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5371. (ch, ) (Entered: 05/20/2010) A

05/21/2010 474 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss - .
K .., BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of ey

5

e "_' Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 05/21/2010)

05/23/2010 475 RESPONSE in Opposntlon re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indeflnlteness
.. Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, 2 filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC . (Attachments: # 17
7\‘. Afﬁdavnt of Tal Lavian, Ph.D.){(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 05/23/2010)
3

1 ORDER granting 474 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion t'o'
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)

77 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham: Markman
. .. Hearing held on 5/25/2010. (Court Reporter Shelly Holmes, CSR.) (Attachments #1 Attomey
% sign-in. sheet) Gml) (Entered 05/25/2010)

" Unopposed MOTION for Extensnon 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: 05/28/2010) e

" ORDER granting 478 Motion for Extension of Time to to Serve Accompanying Document

7 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 _ .

o document production to the invalidity contentions in accordance with Patent Rule 3-4.. Slgned by o
- Maglstrate Judge Charles Evermgham on 6/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/01/2010)

06/01/2010 480 Unopposed MOTION for. Extensnon of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 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: 06/01/2010)

06/02/2010 481 ORDER granting 480 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply - reply to the .
Opposition of Best Western International Inc Responses due by 6/22/2010. Signed by Magistrate
Judge Charles Everingham on 6/2/2010. {ch, ) (Entered: 06/02/2010)

06/02/2010 482 REPLY TO RESPONSE in Support re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for

B esgie 2onn Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, 2 Defendants’ Reply in Support of Their Motion for.. - --. -

FRERS " Partial Summary Judgment of Invalidity for Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. 112.2 filed by Aptilo -~ - -
B ‘, = Networks, Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels .. . ;-
A * International Inc Cisco, Systems Inc., EthoStream LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group .
*. Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporatnon Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, .
Inc., McDonalds Corp., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Six Continents Al
e e 2 Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp. . (Richardson, -....-. A

. e e -

‘lfb

[N

vy

J__; N, Mlchael) Modified on 6/2/2010 (sm, ). (Entered 06/02/2010) AN SL A
06/02/2910 ““.." NOTICE FROM CLERK re 482 Response in Support of Motion. Entry was modified by clerk to show
g "M’n' ... thatitis a reply to response. (sm, ) (Entered: 06/02/2010)

06/03/2010 483 Unoppgsed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. e - .
N (Attachments #1 Text of Proposed Order)(Brandt, Todd) (Entered: 06/03/2010) . =

06/04/2010 484 ORDER granting 483 Motlon to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Todd Y Brandt terminated
) Linksmart Wireless Technology LLC. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on
6/4/2010 (ch,) (Entered 06/04/2010)
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N T (Attachments #1 Text of Proposed Order Proposed Order)(Welss Andrew) (Entered:
' ". 06/07/2010)

06/09/2010 486 ORDER, granting 485 Jonnt MOTION to Dismiss Pronto Networks, Inc. with Prejudice filed by '
" Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Pronto Networks, Inc. terminated.. Signed by Judge® Daw'
: Folsom on 6/9/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 06/09/2010) S

06/ 11/2010-., 487 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dlsmlss
. s BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
s Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 06/11/2010)

06/15/2010 488 ORDER granting 487 Motion- .for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply re 413 MOTlON to Cu '
At ; Dismiss BestComm Networks Inc.'s Crossclaims Responses due by 7/6/2010. Sighed by »
RS * Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/15/2010. (ch, ) (Entered 06/15/2010) o

06/ 18/2010 489 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Eric Charles Flagel for Linksmart ereless
i Technology, LLC. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5415) (ehs, ) (Entered: 06/18/2010)

. Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best =
7 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)

Y

'
N

.~ . International Inc Opposition to Nomadix's Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third- Party complaint
“» -y Responses due by 7/6/2010, Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/23/2010
"o - (ch ) (Entered: 06/23/2010)

——— — ¢ construction issues. Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 6/30/2010. (ch )
" _.r,'._\,:..‘_.. ,n,‘ (Entered 06/30/2010)

06/30/2010 493 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Irene Y Lee on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC
(Lee, Irene) (Entered: 06/30/2010)

07/01/2010 494_ Unoppgsed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dismiss, :
_ BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims-by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
. Proposed Order)(Carnngton Morris) (Entered: 07/01/2010) I

07/()i/2010 495 REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS re 468 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity for. ?‘
Indefiniteness Under 35 U.S.C. Section 112, recommending granting in part deft's motion. Slgned
. by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/01/2010)

07/01/56{0 ’ 496 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments
; - " # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Rogers, David) (Entered: 07/01/2010) B

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 Evenngham on 7/2/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/02/2010) : S
FAEN ,-:)A‘?' oo
07/02/2010 -498 ORDER granting 496 Motion ‘to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Andrea L Marconi termlnated
‘s - .. Signed:by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 7/2/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 07/02/2010)

07/06/2010 499 NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of CLAIM CONSTRUCTION HEARING held on
-+ 5/25/10 before Judge Chad Everingham. Court Reporter/Transcriber: Sheily Holmes, o ¢
- - ——---.> CSR,Telephone number: (903) 663-5082. (116 Pages) NOTICE RE REDACTION OF TRANSCRIPTS oA
Rt AR ; The parties have seven (7) business days to file with the Court a Notice of Intent to Request = -*-
Redaction of this transcript. If no such Notice is filed, the transcript will be made remotely
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- KR
. 7/30/2010 Redacted Transcrlpt Deadline set for 8/9/2010. Release of Transcript Restriction set D
“ for 10/7/2010. (tja, ), (Entered 07/06/2010) - N

07/06/2010 SOQ MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposmon of Best Western
e International, Inc. to' 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint lgy_'

. Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered
" '1-": e + 07/06/2010)

m, Yy Sy

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.
_'..,-_wt,_ + . (ch, ) (Entered: 07/07/2010) PR

07/14/2010 502 RESPONSE to 492 Memorandum & Opmlon by Aptilo Networks Inc., Barnes & Noble Booksellers,
. . Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc Cisco Systems, Inc., . ..

SRPA o EthoStream, LLC, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc McDonalds Corp., Ramada Worldwude, Inc., SBC Internet . ;.
Services, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Attachments #:

1 Text-of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 07/14/2010) -
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07/14/2010 503 RESPONSE OBJECTIONS to 492 Memorandum Opinion and order by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. (Welss Andrew) Modified on 7/28/2010 (sm,"). (Entered: 07/14/2010) .

07/15/2010 5(54,‘ OBJECI' ION to 495 Report and Recommendations by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Welss,_ i
¥y gﬁg _'*} it Andrew) (Entered: 07/15/2010) "
i )

07/15/2010 "505 Response to 492 Order filed by Best Western International, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
. ( . ; 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, per atty, to add the link and entry to" )
: . - show |t is a response, to #492 Memorandum Order. (sm, ) (Entered: 07/16/2010) L2

07/22/2010 506 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Robert F Gookin on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology 5 %. :
© o LLC (Gookln, Robert) (Entered: 07/22/2010) Y NAS "~

07/26/2010 507 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/RepIy to 402 Opposition of Best-
. * .42 Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss Third-Party Complaint by PRSI T

2 Nomadlx Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: .

07/26/2010)

. -

=~ Inc.s Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint. Responses due"' R
- by 8/10/2010. Slgned by Magistrate Judge Charles Evermgham on 7/27/10. (ehs, ) (Entered e '._7-:’*
07/27/2010) . '

RESPONSE to 492 Memorandum & Opinion Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiff's Objections to June z*'“-'
30, 2010 Memorandum and Order Regarding Claim Construction by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Bames *fr‘*
: & Noblé Booksellers, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc CISCO T
Systems, Inc., EthoStream, LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet JRER
i Interactive Corporatlon, Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., Marriott International, Inc., McDonalds Corp.,
'f‘ Ramada Worldwide, Inc., SBC Internet Services, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc., Wayport, Inc., iBAHN
General Holdings Corp.. (Richardson, Michael) (Entered: 07/28/2010)

07/28/2010‘ 510- RESPONSE to 504 Pla objections to Report and Recommendation by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Bames sl
t& 47 . & Noble Booksellers, Inc.; Best Western International, Inc., Choice Ho tels International Inc., =..: - 7% -
i -, Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream LLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet : .

2 Interactive Corporatlon, 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., |BAHN General Holdings Corp.. (Rlchardson Michael) (Richardson, Mlchael)
el e Modlf"ed on 7/28/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 07/28/2010) et

“%" NOTICE FROM CLERK of modifications to entries 503 Objection to Report and Recommendations <~
* Changed the event to response to non-motion, 510 Response to Non-Motion - Changed link from
492 to 504. (sm, ) (Entered: 07/28/2010)

08/10/2010..511_ Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply to 402 Opposition of Best .- ..

Western International, Inc. to 382 Nomadix, Inc.'s Motion to Dismiss Third-Party Complaint by

) ; _ Nomadix, Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: -

Y T ,' 08/10/2010) : ; v )

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 :

T 7T TTT T Responses due by '8/24/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/11/10
RPN . (ehs, ):(Entered: 08/11/2010)

.J_ . 1
08/1 2 010 513 NOTICE by Choice Hotels International Inc. of Letter Brief Requesting Permission to file Mot|on for
P Summary Judgment (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 - Letter Brief)(Smith, Michael) (Entered:

(]
-

o M,.,._;;_,; ... 08/12/2010) e g
08/13/2010 ‘514 ***FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY. PLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive .':;'-
. s+ . . Corporation of Unenforceablllty Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) Modified on 8/16/2010 (ch, ) '
o (Entered 08/13/2010) -." ™
08/16/2010 -4 ***FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY Document # 514, Notlce PLEASE IGNORE.*** (ch, )
e - (Entered 08/16/2010) ' ‘
08/16/2010 515 NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance Regarding Preliminary s
4«‘—53";,3'_ K Unenforceablllty Contentions (Beverage, Cynthia) (Entered: 08/16/2010) -

08/ 17/2010 516 ORDER grants 513 Notice for leave to file motion for summary judgment filed by Choice Hotels
. _‘_‘_ . .. ... International Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/17/10. (ehs, ) (Entered
! 08/17/2010)

08/19/2010 517 SEALED MOTION Unopposed Motion for Leave to Serve First Supplemental Invalidity Contentlons j‘ '5 o
_ by Aptllo Networks, Inc., Best Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., CISCO ¥ . ,“

Systems, Inc., EthoStream LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental Hotels

. Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet Interactive Corporation, Marriott International, Inc., Ramada ey Al

--- —=-- --- Worldwide, Inc., Six Continents Hotels Inc, T-Mobile USA, Inc., iBAHN General Holdings Corpar—-~- @207

=, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Richardson, Michael) (Entered:- - - -~ ---

!.}' L Panasonic-1011..
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08/19/2010) i

08/20/2010 518 NOTICE of Disclosure by Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc., Inc., McDonalds Corp .
e ML .--SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc. of Amended Invalldlty Contentlons (Sayles, Rlchard)
(Entered: 08/20/2010)

08/20/ 010 519 NOTICE of Disclosure by Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, Marriott International, Inc., .

oo seslenl L. Six Continents Hotels Inc of Amended Invalldlty Contentions (Guaragna, John) (Entered: ... ..., . . e
) "‘ i 08/20/2010) S .
08/20/2010 520 ORDER granting 517 Sealed Motion to Serve First Supplemental Invalidity Contentions. Signed by " -
: Maglstrate Judge Charles Evenngham on 8/20/2010. (ch, ) (Entered 08/20/2010) o :.—*‘-

BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 08/20/2010)

08/23/2010 ' 523 ORDER granting 522 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to‘~ 3
" Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 9/3/2010. Signed by o
Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/23/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 08/23/2010) ’

08/24/2010 524 Unopposed MOTION for- Extensnon 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

L Nomadlx Inc.. (Attachments # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered

s - mo e - 2 08/24/2010) : -

08/25/2010 525" ORDER granting 524 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to Best Western Intematuonal

- Inc.s Opposition to Nomadixs Motion to Strike or Dismiss Third-Party Complaint. Nomadix shall
file Response by 9/7/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/25/10. (ehs, )
(Entered 08/25/2010) .

08/25/2010 5.26 NOTICE of Disclosure by Ch0|ce Hotels International Inc. (Notice of Joinder Regarding Dlsclosure' .
- . of Amended and Supplemental Invalidity Contentions) (Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/25/2010)

08/27/2010 527 Joint MOTION to Stay Pendlng 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)
(Entered 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010 528 NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. of Letter Brief Requesting Permission to file MOtIOI’I“
. - for Summary Judgment (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Letter Brief)(Rogers, David) (Entered:

b

i S --i" 08/27/2010)
08/27/2010'” 5297 Joint MOTION to Stay Deadlines Pending Finalization of Aptilo Settlement Agreement by

|ﬁ*'; t:,'f ‘t Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew)
SR (Entered 08/27/2010) .

08/27/2010 530 MOTION for 5ummary Judgment of Non-Infringement by Choice Hotels International Inc. Ty
: (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of G. Lyons, # 2 Exhibit 2, # 3 Exhibit 4, # 4 Exhlblt S
R et 5 Exhlblt 6, # 6 Text of Proposed Order)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/27/2010) : ,.,

08/27/2010 531‘ SEALED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTS to Main Document: 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of
Pry e ‘-.~:..,_'“Z "~ Non-Infringement . (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 3, # 3 Exhibit 7, # 4 Exhibit 8, # 5
T Exhibit 9, # 6 Exhibit 10, # 7 Exhibit 11)(Smith, Michael) (Entered: 08/27/2010)

08/27/2010 532.. APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Brian F McMahon for LodgeNet Interactive - ..
" Corporation. (APPROVED FEE PAID)2-1-5593(ch, ) (Entered: 08/27/2010)

08/30/2010 533 NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporation of Compliance Regardmg Amended Invalldty
- Contentions (Beverage Cynthla) (Entered: 08/30/2010)

08/30/2010 542 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Paul W Kletzly for LodgeNet Interactive
e Corporatlon (APPROVED FEE PAID) 2-1-5597 (ch, ) (Entered: 09/01/2010) :

08/31/2010 534 ORDER granting 528 request ti file a motion for summary judgment filed by Best Westemn
rw,',, " ! - International, Inc.. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/1/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
,1: +0708/31/2010)

08/31/2010 535 . ORDER granting 527 Motion to Stay. all proceedings in the above-captioned consolidated matter
: between plaintiff Linksmart Wireless LLC and defendants SBC Internet Services, Inc., d/b/a AT&T
S . Intemet Services, McDonald's Corp., Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., Mail Boxes Etc Inc., and
) - Wayport, Inc. ("the AT&T/Wayport defendants") are stayed for sixty (60) days. All currently o -" AL
. pendmg deadlines, as they apply to proceedings brought against the AT&T/Wayport defendants 3
are vacated.. Slgned by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
I L' 08/31/2010) .

08/31/2010 536 ORDER granting 529 Motion to Stay. All deadlines in the present case with respect to Aptllo and
) : alI deadlines of Linksmart with respect to Aptilo are stayed for 45 days, pending a motion to -

-
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"' same. Slgned by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 8/31/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:
i ‘*'.';--‘4""”* 08/31/2010)
0 537 Unopposed MOTION to Amend/Correct Docket Control Order for a Temporary Extensnon to

-+ Facilitate Settlement Completion and Negotiations by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. - _
<= (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered: 08/31/2010) . . . &l weiime oo

08/31/2010 538 REPORT of Mediation by James W Knowles. Mediation result: Partial Settlement(Knowles, James)
. (Entered: 08/31/2010) -

09/01/2010 539 ORDER granting 537 Motlon to Amend docket control order. All deadlines in the Docket Control
.. Order re continued by 60 days.. Signed by Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/1/10 i ;
e (ehs )(Entered 09/01/2010)

9/1/10 (mrm, )Modlfed on 9/1/2010 (mrm, ). (Entered: 09/01/2010)

09/01/2010 . ==. ***DUPLICATE ORDER. Document # 540, Order. PLEASE IGNORE.*** (mrm, ) (Entered .
R 09/01/2010) S e,

09/01/2010 541 APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney Paul E Veith for Barnes & Noble Booksellers;..
-+ <. 2 Inc.,Paul E Veith for Mail Boxes Etc., Inc.,Paul E Veith for McDonalds Corp.,Paul E Veith for SBC:

Rk H Internet Services, Inc.,Paul E Veith for SBC Internet Services, Inc.,Paul E Veith for SBC Internet 3

' Services, Inc.,Paul E Velth for Wayport, Inc.. (APPROVED, FEE PAID 2-1-5600) (ehs, )(Entered
09/01/2010) L

sh o>

flled by Nomadix, Inc. For the reasons stated herein, the undersigned recommends DENYING the

motion to strike and GRANTING in part and DENYING in part the motion to dismiss. A party has

14 days to file written objections after being served a copy of this order. Signed by Magistrate

Judge Charles Everingham on 9/1/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 09/02/2010) B C A e st

09/10/2010 544 Unopposed MOTION for 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
TR Proposed Order)(Spangler, Andrew) (Entered: 09/10/2010)

09/ 13/2010 545 ORDER granting 544 Motlon for Extension of Time to File Response to Choice Hotels Intematlonal, 5
: Inc.s Motion for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement. Responses due by 9/20/2010. The_ -
oL deadllne for Choice Hotels International, Inc. to file its reply to Choice Hotels International, Inc S,
ol B i Motion for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement [Dkt. No. 530]. Replies due by 10/7/2010..
&y Fo :; Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/13/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/13/2010)

:’,,,,{4 E
09/15/2010 546 MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit by Aptilo Networks, Inc., Best
: -tv---‘-~1~rv = - Western International, Inc., Choice Hotels International Inc., Cisco Systems, Inc., EthoStream,

’ . . . LLC, InterContinental Hotels Group PLC, Intercontinental Hotels Group Resources Inc, LodgeNet

e i \ Interactlve Corporation, Marriott International, Inc., Ramada Worldwide, Inc., Six Continents - R
‘w.s .~ 7 Hotels'Inc, T-Mobile USA Inc., iBAHN General Holdmgs Corp.. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit : W Z gTh

o " Declaration of Noah Levine, # 2 Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3, # 5 Exhibit 4, # 6 Exhibit R

. -5, # 7 Exhibit 6, # 8 Exhibit 7, # 9 Exhlblt 8, # 10 Exhibit 9, # 11 Exhibit 10, # 12 Exh|b|t 11, #:2 C43 a

-~ -~ --2¢ 13 Text of Proposed Order)(Beck, David) (Entered: 09/15/2010)

09/16/2016 .547: Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dlsmlss' o
' BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Entered: 09/16/2010)

09/16/2010,_ 548.. Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by Cisco Systems, Inc., T-Mobile USA, Inc.. - 3

R .J},., 7. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Chen, Joyce) (Addltlonal attachment(s) added on -
J-% kAl o

ch

9/20/2010 # 2 REVISED ORDER) {sm, ). (Entered: 09/16/2010) z

09/20/2010 549 ORDER granting 547 Motlon for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motion to
Dismiss BestComm Networks, Inc.s Crossclaims. Responses due by 9/29/2010. Signed by
" Maglstrate Judge Charles Everingham on 9/20/10. (ehs, ) (Entered: 09/20/2010)

09/20/2010 550 ORDER granting 548 Unopposed MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney filed by Cisco Systems, Inc r
T-Mobile USA, Inc.., Attorney Joyce Chen terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 9/20/10.
(mrm, ) (Entered: 09/20/2010)

09/20/2010 551 SEALED RESPONSE to Motion re 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement filed
‘r" %= = == hy Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of Robert Gookin
S in Support of Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC's Response to Defendant Choice Hotels L
. International, Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 ~ S
Exhibit’ B, # 4 Exhibit C;.# 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit G, # 9 Exhibit H,» e
# 10 Exhibit I, # 11 Exhibit ), # 12 Exhibit K (part 1), # 13 Exhibit K (part 2), # 14 Exhibit K .t = % 3 d
. (part 3), # 15 Exhibit L, # 16 Exhibit M, # 17 Exhibit N, # 18 Exhibit O, # 19 Exhibit P, # 20-. . 5% e
- == - - - Exhibit'Q, # 21 Exhibit R, # 22 Exhibit S, # 23 Exhibit T, # 24 Exhibit U, # 25 Exhibit V, # 267w 2
: ,=*.""-~ < “4 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

_ _ . Panasonig"- 1 01 1
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09/27/2010“554_‘
09/29/2010 555

09/30/2010 556

10/65/25’10""' 559

10/07/2010 560

5

’ 4._ RN

p - e

10/07/2010 561"

.t

.-

10/07/2010 562’

) v‘-f,f\): b B
Wi 9o
%

10/08/2010 <563~
) :j \ "' \A ‘. An
10/0872010' 56_4

-

101 1/2016 565

\4. .’t

10/12/2010°7 566~

..

10/12/2010 567
10/12/2010_ 568,

- e “

10/13/2010 569
- ~r)m«' =

10/13/2010 570

.“‘,..__“ P}

10/14/2010 571

it

10/15/2010 572,

nn -.
i“ .
r* 0
LR
N

L DO /OO

o

A .
v

: Motion:,,.. (Gookin, Robert) Modified on 9/21/2010 (sm, ). (Entered: 09/21/2010)

Y Proposed Order)(Carnngton Morris) (Entered: 09/29/2010)

i
e gy e

* Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC.

. '{ PLAINTIFF LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC TO RESPOND TO DEFENDANTS' MOTION -
"+ FOR A'STAY PENDING THE REEXAMINATION OF THE PATENT IN SUIT)(Weiss, Andrew) (Entered
110/04/2010) .y

: . ORDER granting 557"N'Iotion 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) .

- Michael) (Entered: 10/07/2010)

10/8/2010 # 3 REVISED ORDER) (sm, ). (Entered: 10/08/2010)

g Everlngham on 10/12/10 (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/12/2010)

I
Best Available Copy

+ CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Choice Hotels International Inc. identifying

- Corporate Parent None for Choice Hotels International Inc.. (Smith, Michael) (Entered: _ . ..
09/24/2010) Lo

ORDER granting 555 Motion for Extension of Time to File Response to Nomadix, Inc.s Motlon to .

e 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 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 546 MOTION to Stay

gt e FAE

(Attachments: # 1 Text of.Proposed Order GRANTING UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR EXTENSION FOR R

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Bruce D. Kuyper on behalf of Linksmart Wireless Technology,
LLC (Kuyper, Bruce) (Entered: 10/05/2010)

REPLY to Response to Motion re 530 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non- Infrlngement ﬁled .
by Choice Hotels International Inc. . (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Declaration of G. Lyons)(Smith; ". ‘.‘, ‘_;‘

SEALED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENTS to Main Document: 560 Choice Hotels International, Inc.' :s
Reply to Response to Motion for Summary Judgement of Nonlnfnngement (Attachments #1.

Amended THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT of Best Western International, Inc. against BestComm .
Networks, Inc., Nomadix, Inc., filed by Best Western International, Inc..(Rogers, David) (Entered:
10/07/2010)

Joint MOTION Entry of Amended Protective Order by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. ="~
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B)(Weiss, Andrew) (Additional attachment(s) added on

RESPONSE to Motion re 546 MOTION to Stay Pending the Reexamination of the Patent in Suit -~ *;
NOTICE OF NON- OPPOSITION filed by Llnksmart ereless Technology, LLC . (Attachments #1

Patent In Suit)(Weiss, ‘Andrew) (Entered: 10/08/2010)

Unopposed MOTION to 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)

ORDER granting 565 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney Alexandra B McTague terminated
for Defendants Cisco Systems, Inc. and T-Mobile USA. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles - .

A\

NOTICE by T-Mobile USA Inc. of Firm Name Change (Ruthenberg, Kirk) (Entered: 10/12/2010)

AMENDED AGREED PROTECTIVE ORDER. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on <
10/12/10 (ehs, ) (Entered: 10/12/2010) .

REPORT of Mediation by James W Knowles. Mediation result: Suspended(Knowles, James)
(Entered: 10/13/2010)

Unopposed MOTION in Response to First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western

International, Inc. re 562 Third Party Complaint by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments:’ 81
Text of Proposed Order)(Carrington, Morris) (Additional attachment(s) added on 10/22/2010: # 2
REVISED ORDER) (sm ) (Entered 10/13/2010) .

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re 562 Third Party Complaint by
Nomadjx, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order){Muehlhauser, Douglas) (Entered: -
10/14/2010) R Lo

ORDER granting 571 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer, Third-Party Dft Nomadix Inc
- deadline to respond to Best Western International Ins First Amended Third - Party Complaint is
extended to 11/12/2010. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/15/2010. (ch, )
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10/18/2010 573

I,. m'l."

& - ————

10/19/2010 574

10/26/2010 575

'.w

: Robert) (Entered: 10/18/2010)

Best AVallabIe Copy

(Entered 10/15/2010)

SEALED LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLCS SURREPLY TO DEFENDANT CHOICE HOTELS
INTERNATIONAL, INC.S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NON-INFRINGEMENT 530

‘MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, -

LLC. (Attachments: # 1 SECOND DECLARATION OF ROBERT GOOKIN IN SUPPORT OF LINKSMART

~ WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC'S SURREPLY TO DEFENDANT CHOICE HOTELS INTERNATIONAL; 717" 7 ;

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 Exhlblt A)(Gookin, Robert) (Entered: 10/19/2010)

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to 413 MOTION to Dlsmlss w«
BestComm Networks, Inc.'s Crossclaims by BestComm Networks, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of S

- "':‘- Proposed Order)(Camngton Morris) (Entered: 10/26/2010)

: TR

10/27/2010 577

10/_2“9/20',16 578"
2 e e

11/19}2610' 581

L (Entered 11/19/2010) . P

—— e ...,.

11/24/2010 582r

01/12[2011_4 583..

04/25/2011 ' 584

04/25/2011_. - .

- .5 -\. 0 e

[gONnE
S L TN

10/19/2011 585

02/01/3013 566

02/02/2012 --

1
‘
0
-t
1
.4

02/03/2012 587

" 10/26/10. (ehs, ) (Entered:10/27/2010)

.. Plead further and assert additional defenses in response to the First Amended Third Party 3
Complaint of Best Western International, Inc.. Signed by Magnstrate Judge Charles Everlngham on Co

: ,.Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc., and Mail Boxes Etc. With PreJudlce)(Welss Andrew) (Entered

* With'Prejudice 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)

- Withdrawal of attorney Cynthla Lopez Beverage (Ungerman, Mark) Modified on 4/25/2011 (sm, )I ©

- 02/01/2012) . o

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,. ., . ...
% findings set forth herein. This stay will not affect the briefing schedule for Choice’s currently i - \

pending motion for summary judgment. Signed by Magistrate Judge Charles Everingham on .

ORDER granting 575 Motlon 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
Magistr_ate Judge Charles Everingham on 10/27/2010. (ch, ) (Entered: 10/27/2010) T

ORDER granting 570 Motion Response to First Amended Third Party Complaint of Best Western
International, Inc. The parties have agreed that BestComm hereby reserves the right to file a
motion under Rule 12(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and/or an amended answer to

10/29/10. (ehs, )(Entered 10/29/2010) T ;"

Jomt MOTION to Dlsmlss SBC Internet Services, Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services, Wayport, Inc ,-g G
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 Dlsmlssmg 53
SBC Internet Services; Inc. d/b/a AT&T Internet Services, Wayport, Inc., McDonald's Corp.,

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.

oo

Corp., SBC Internet Services, Inc., Wayport, Inc., and Barnes & Noble Booksellers, Inc. r’;-'a:: -

Joint MOTION to Dlsmls§ Aptilo Networks, Inc. With Prejudice by Linksmart Wireless Technology,-"
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Dismissal With Prejudice)(Weiss, Andrew) “ m;

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE, granting 581 Joint MOTION to Dismiss Aptilo Networks, o
Inc. With Prejudice filed by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC., Aptilo Networks, Inc.
terminated. Signed by Judge David Folsom on 11/24/10. (mrm, ) (Entered: 11/24/2010)

NOTICE by Best Western International, Inc. Notice of Change of Address for David E. Rogers, .. ...
Counsel for Best Western lnternatlonal Inc. (Joe, Christopher) (Entered: 01/12/2011) .

***DEFICIENT DOCUMENT LPLEASE IGNORE.*** NOTICE by LodgeNet Interactive Corporatlon of

(Entered 04/25/2011)

NOTICE of DEFICIENCY regarding the #584 Notice of withdrawal submitted by LodgeNet .: T
Interactive Corporation. No certificate of service was included and a motion is required to gooonnaETT
withdraw atty of record. Correction should be made by 1 business day and refiled as a motion.

" (sm, ) (Entered: 04/25/2011)

NOTICE by Ramada Worldwide, Inc. Notice of Compliance (Stein, David) (Entered: 10/19/2011)

S

Unopposed MOTION to Lift Stay by Linksmart Wireless Technology, LLC. (Attachments: #1 -
Exhibit A, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Weiss, Andrew) Modified on 2/2/2012 (sm, ). (Entered T

NOTICE FROM CLERK re’ 586 Unopposed MOTION to Stay and Unopposed MOTION to Lift Stay -
Clerk is going to terminate the motion to stay and modify entry to reflect that it is only 1 motlon’,

r which to lift stay. (sm, ) (Entered: 02/02/2012) # “-’s’*

ORDER LIFTING STAY, granting 586 Unopposed MOTION to Lift Stay filed by Linksmart Wireless
Technology, LLC. Slgned by Judge David Folsom on 2/3/12. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/03/2012)
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0RDER~ 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, )
N (Entered 02/06/2012) T e

ot "Y’T""“ Rhainasd Y
02/06/2012 589 ORDER REFERRING CASE to Magistrate Judge Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven for aII pretnal
. purposes. Signed by Judge Dawd Folsom on 2/6/12. (mrm, ) (Entered: 02/06/2012) :

02/07/2012 590 ORDER SCHEDULING STATUS CONFERENCE, ( Status Conference set for 3/13/2012 11:00 AM ||
_ Ctrm 403 (Texarkana) before Magistrate Judge Caroline Craven.). Signed by Magistrate Judge
" Caroline Craven on 2/7/2012. (sm, ) (Entered: 02/07/2012)
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02/28/2012 ‘-591} APPLICATION to Appear Pro Hac Vice by Attorney John W Holcomb for Nomadix, Inc. (APPROVED e
_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.

S L (Leach Sid) (Entered: 02/29/2012)
03/01/2012 593 NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by M. Dru Montgomery on behalf of Ramada Woridwnde, Inc
S5 (Montgomery, M.) (Entered 03/01/2012) i

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)
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FIEuD"OF--'THE INVENTION

Th|s |nvent|on relates to the field of Internet communications, more particularly, to a database system,
for use in dynamlcally redirecting and filtering Internet traffic. - 3

R DA e
BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION -
’ k,’u e .
'-’§“’“~ : Panasonic-1011
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In prior art systems as shown mFIG 1lwhen an Internet user establishes a connection with an Internetm ‘
Service Provider (ISP), the user first makes a physical connection between their computer100and-a—~=-
~dlal up networklng server102, the user provides to the dial-up networking server their user.ID and
pas ord "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 mInternetworklng} _
with : TCP/IP, 3rd ed., Douglas Comer, Prentice Hall, 1995, which is fully incorporated herein by -~ .
reference The authentlcatlon and accountlng server, upon verlflcatlon of the user ID and password

and'then Iogs the connection and assigned IP address. For the duration of that session, whenever the o
user would make a request to the Internet110via a gateway108, the end user would be |dent|f|ed by

: The redlrectlon of Internet traffic is most often done with World Wide Web (WWW) traffic (more + -
speC|FcaIIy, traffic using the HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol)). However, redirection is not l|m|ted to
wWww traffic,"and the concept is valid for all IP services. To illustrate how redirection is accomphshe -
consider the.following example, which redirects a user's request for a WWW page (typically an- html
(hypertext markup language) filé) 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 servelistbyH
typing in the 'URL (universal resource locator) or clicking on a URL link. Note that a URL provndes -
mformatlon about the communications protocol, the location of the server (typically an Internet domain
name or IP address), and the location of the page on the remote server. The browser next sends a
request.to the:server. requesting the page. In response to the user's request, the web server sends. the

' requested page to the browser. The page, however, contains html| code instructing the browser to ;-
request some, other WWW page—hence the redirection of the user begins. The browser then requests P
the redlrected 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:s
program,.like:a Java ‘applet or:the like, which then redirects the browser. One disadvantage. W|th ¥ i
current redlrectlon technology is that control of the redirection is at the remote end, or WWW server -
end—and ‘not-the local, or user end. That is to say that the redirection is performed by the remote
ser:/er not the user's local gateway.

F|Itering packets at the Internet Protocol (IP) layer has been possible using a firewall devuce or other
packet f‘lterlng device for several years. Although packet filtering is most often used to filter packets'
coming’into a privaté network for security purposes, once properly programed, they can filter outgomg 7
packets sent from users to a specific destination as well. Packet filtering can distinguish, and ﬂlte'r;-_
based on,_the:type of IP service contained within an IP packet. For example, the packet filter- cang; ;,
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 number contained within each IP
packet header. Port numbers are standard within the industry to allow for interoperability between
equipment. Packet filtering devices allow network administrators to filter packets based on the source
and/or'déstination 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 connectlon ‘typically by the network administrator. However packet filtering is very Ilmlted ;

devnce the ruIe set can only be changed by manually reprogramming the device.
Packet ﬂlter devuces are often used with proxy server systems, which provide access control to the
Internet and are most often used to control access to the world wide web. In a typical configuration, a
flrewall or other packet filtering device filters all WWW requests to the Internet from a local network,
except for packets from the proxy server. That is to say that a packet filter or firewall blocks all traffic
originating from within the local network which is destined for connection to a remote server-on port80
(the standard- WWW port number) However, the packet filter or furewall permits such traffic to and :

receives a- packet the destination is checked against a database for approval If the destlnatlon lsf =
allowed, the proxy server simply forwards packets between the local user and the remote sérver™ ™
outside the f“rewall However, proxy servers are limited to either blocking or allowing specific system

D—’..-
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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.g-. >
proxy servernthat allows network administrators to restrict specific IP addresses inside a-firewall from
accessmg ‘information from certain public or otherwise uncontrolled databases (i.e., the .
WWW/Internet) According to the disclosure, the system has a relational database wh|ch allows
network“admlmstrators to restrict specific terminals, or groups of terminals, from accessing certain’™
Iocations Slmllarly limited as a proxy server, this invention can only block or allow terminals*: access to
remote :sites. ' This system is also, statlc in that rules programmed into the database need to be Lot
reprogrammlng in order to change which locations specific terminals may access.

B -~ H
- -G

2
bl ate s ,,,,

SUMMARX,OF THE INVENTION

1

usér. connects to the.local network as in the prior art system, the user's ID and password are sentet
the’ authentlcatlon accountlng server. The user ID and password are checked against lnformatlon)\ihrgg- X
authentication-database. The database also contains personalized filtering and redirection mformatlgg

e
£

for the partlcular user ID. During the connection process, the dial-up network server provides the‘fv“;" Sl
authentlcation accounting server with the IP address that is going to be temporarily assigned to the -
user The authentucatlon accounting server then sends both the user's temporary IP address and all of
the: partlcular user's filter and redirection information to a redirection server. The IP address
temporarlly assngned to the end user is then sent back to the end user for use in connectlng to the
network - :

,J.‘.,_‘ .,
Once connected to the network, aII data packets sent to, or received by, the user include the user
temporary IP address in the IP packet header. The redirection server uses the filter and redirection
information supplied’by the authentication accounting server, for that particular IP address,-to’ elther e
allow packets*to pass through the redirection server unmolested, block the request all together orsf -
modlfy the request according to the redirection information.
At ?&."ir..r;, ;
When the user terminates the connection with the network, the dial-up network server informs the
authentlcatlon accountlng server, which in turn, sends a message to the redirection server telllng it to
remove-any remaining filtering and redirection information for the terminated user's temporary IP -
address. This then allows the dial-up network to reassign that IP address to another user. In such“ .
case, the authentication accounting server retrieves the new user’'s filter and redirection information
from_the database and passes it, with the same IP address which is now being used by a dlfferenﬁflswe,
to the -redlrectton server. This new user's filter may be different from the first user's filter.

FEEERNS)

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG 1|s a bIock dlagram of a typlcal Internet Service Provider environment.

[ 4

FIG 2|s a. block diagram of an embodiment of an Internet Service Provider environment wnth
mtegrated redlrectlon system.

DETDESC' e e _——

B .
et
¥ . ' -

Lot

DETAILED DESCRIPTJON OF THE INVENTION

_._.._..,-.-.. =

In'the foIIownng embodlments of the invention, common reference numerals are used to represent the
same components If the features of an embodlment are incorporated into a single system, these -
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components can be shared and perform all the functions of the described embodiments.

FIG.2. shows a typlcal Internet Servuce Provider (ISP) environment with integrated user specrfc -
automatlc “data rediréction system. In a typical use of the system, a user employs a personal computer
(PC)100 “which connects to the network. The system employs: a dial-up network server102, an
authentlcatlon .accounting server204, a database206and a redirection server208. X
The: PC100f|rst connects to the dial-up network server102. The connection is typically created usnng al
computer modem however a IocaI area network (LAN) or other commumcatlons link can be employe )

to. establlsh the physncal link between the PC100and the dial-up network server102, and toi:
dynamlcally assign the PC100an IP address from a list of available addresses. However, other
embodlments may employ different communications protocols, and the IP address may also be
permaﬁnently assigned to the PC100. Dial-up network servers102, PPP and dynamic IP address
assngnment are well known in the art

An authentlcatlon accountlng server with Auto-Navi component (hereinafter, authentlcatlon a oun ngs
server)204is used to authenticate user ID and permit, or deny, access to the network. The C ok
authentication accounting server204quer|es the database206to determine if the user ID is autho. zeds
to access'the, network If the authentication accounting server204determines the user ID is authorlzed
the authentlcatlon accounting server204signals the dial-up network server102to assign the. PC100an
IP address, and the Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server204sends the
redlrectlon server208(1) the filter and redirection information stored in database206for that user ID
and (2) the temporarily assigned IP address for the session. One example of an authentication % ="
accountlng server is discussed in U S Pat. No. 5, 845 070, which is fuIIy mcorporated here by

authentlcatlon accountlng servers lack an Auto-Navi component. -

The system descrlbed 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’ supplles
a user (>} 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 wuth a
partlcularnuser ID." . S e

e

The ‘database206is a relational database which stores the system data.FIG. 3shows one embodlment :
of the database structure. The database in the preferred embodiment, mcludes the foIIowmg ﬂeldsi'.aa i

| e sets are employed by the system and are unique for each user ID, or a group of user ID's. The ‘
ruIe sets specufy 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
Iong fo keep the rule set active, under what conditions the rule set should be removed, when and how
to modlfy the.rule set during a session, and the like. Rule sets may also have a preconflgured A
maXImum Ilfet|me to ensure their removal from the system. o S ,.
. _ g
The. redlrection server208|s logically located between the user's computer100and the network 5?&“‘ it
controls the user's access to the network. The redirection server208performs all the central. tasks of. -
the! system The redirection server208receives information regarding newly established sessions from
the authent|cat|on accounting server204. The Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server204quer|es the database for the rule set to apply to each new session, and forwards the rule set
and the’currently assigned IP address to the redirection server208. The redirection server208rece|ves
the IP address and rule set, and is pfogramed to implement the rule set for the IP address, as well: as
other attendant logical decisions such 'as: checklng data packets and blocking or allowing the packets’

sets, and dynam|cally changmg the rule sets based on conditions. When the redirection ._;;:_.,,;.,
server208rece|ves mformatnon regarding a terminated session from the authentication accountlng
server204 “the redirection server208removes any outstanding rule sets and information assocuated
wnth7 the sessmn The redirection server208also checks for and removes expired rule sets from time to
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In;an: alternate embodlment the redirection server208reports all or some selection of session -
mformatlon to the database206. This information may then be used for reporting, or additional rule set
generatlon o .

access A users access can be dynamically changed by edltlng the user's database record and S
'commandlng the Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting server204to transmit the -
users new rule set and current IP address to the redirection server208.

ft'éi_i’ N .1..

affecting-other users! access. Each time a locked user attempts to access another location, the" <5
redifection’server208redirects the'user to a default location. In such a case, the redirection. ' Eiegas
server208acts either as proxy for the destination address, or in the case of WWW traffic the’ redires
server208replles to the user's: request with a page containing a redirection command. ek
-.4,..;,‘.{ "’,« . “ ar
A user may also be pernodlcally redirected to a location, based on a period of time or some other
condltlon For example, the user will first be redirected to a location regardless of what location the
usef. 1. attempts.to reach, then permitted to access other locations, but every ten minutes the.user is.
automatlcally redirected to the first location. The redirection server208accomplishes such a ruIe set by
setting an initial temporary rule set to redirect all traffic; after the user accesses the redirecteéd - i
location:" the redirection server then either replaces the temporary rule set'with the user s standard

time perlod such as ten mlnutes -the redirection server208reinstates the rule set again.

AN A ¥} -~

T R SR

.Theyfollowmg steps descrlbe details of a typical user session:

The :user- mputs user’ ID and password to the dial-up network server102using computer100wh|ch i
forwards the lnformatlon to the authentlcatlon accounting server204 ' 25

l

and password ‘j i

Upon.a;successful user authentication, the dial-up network server102completes the negotlatlon and
a55|gns an-IP address to the user. Typically, the authentication accounting server204logs the
connectlon in“the database206 TR

I |

The Auto Navn component of the authentlcatuon accounting server204then sends both the use"
set (contained in database206) and the user's IP address (assigned by the dial-up network se‘ I
|n reaI tlme to the redlrectlon server208$o that it can filter the user's IP packets.

The! redlrectlon server208programs the rule set and IP address so as to control (filter, block redlrect
and the I|ke) the user's data as a function of the rule set.

The’followmgHs an-example of a typtcal user's rule set, attendant logic and operation: - - = v

If the rule set.for a particular user (| 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 t
Xyz.com to www.us. com then the logic would be as follows: Pesic
The: database206wou|d contain the following record for user UserID-2:
ng‘f“.:dh R
Search terms may have been found within the contents of this table. Please see the table in the
tf‘ f—;}'- P N -
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t‘he' usEr |nTtTates a session, and sends the correct user ID and password (UserID 2 and secret) to the
dialz ups'network server102. As both the user ID and password are correct, the authentication-«.s=ss:. .
accountmg server204author|zes the dial-up network server102to establish a session. The. dlal up-.;,- e

The' redTFectlon server208programs the rule set and IP address so as to filter and redirect the user's
packets,accordmg to .the rule set. The logic employed by the redirection server208to |mplement the

IF source IP address—lo 0.0.1AND

o ‘r’f“ "*mt"-w-"
( (request type HTI'P) AND (destmatlon address=*.xyz.com)

v

)THEN (redlrect WWW.US. com)

“

The. redlrectlon server208monitors all the IP packets, checking each against the rule set. In thl T
sntuatlon, if 1P addre$s10.0.0. 1(the address assigned to user ID. UserID-2) attempts to send a packet
contalmng HTTP data (i.e., attempts to connect to port80on any machine within the xyz.com domain)
the traffic is redirected by the redirection server208to 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 S|mply be
bIocked by the redurectlon server208 . . :

When the user Iogs out or dlsconnects from the system, the redirection server will remove aII
remaining rule’ sets . ,

A e e yen ,‘p

>
e

The followmg is another example of a typical user's rule set, attendant logic and operatlon

If the rule set for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-3) was to force the user to visit the web site
wwwiwidgetsell.com first, then to have unfettered access to other web sites, then the logic:would be
as foIIows . e

i SRR 5 T ,“a:ﬂf’"-. :

The database206wou|d contain the following record for user UserID-3; :

Search terms ‘may have been found within the contents of this table. Please see the tabIe in thelg
orlgmal document ”
: : AR

the:user.initiates a.session, and sends the correct user ID and password (UserID-3 and top-secret).to
the: dlal -up network server102. As both the user ID and password are correct, the authentication |
accolinting server204authorizes the dial-up network server102to establish a session. The dial-up’ \5;\ .
network" server102assngns user ID':3 an IP address (for example,10.0.0.1) to the user and passesit
IP address to the authentication accounting server204. St

2 “Uimra

e e e e L e ey

The Auto-Navij component of the authentlcatlon accounting server204sends both the user's- rule set
andg’\e users IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server208.

e

The redlrectlon server208programs the rule set and IP address so as to filter and redirect the users
“:" 7?':;'-' o . oo Panasoni¢- IOIJ' ,
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packets accordlng to the rule set. The logic employed by the redirection server208to |mplement the
rule’sé t"|s as follows:

(request type HTTP) THEN (redlrect www.widgetsell.com)

THEN SET NEW RULE

.
o merer e e ey ‘,. L

IF source IP address— 10.0.0.1AND

(request type HTTP) THEN ok.

~J-,-- W&ww—‘ s

The redlrectlon server208mon|tors all the IP packets, checking each against the rule set. In thIS‘

BV iy

sutuatlon, if. IP addresslo 0.0. 1(the address assigned to user ID UserID 3) attempts to send a pac ta

J‘a.‘

‘Wh‘e the. user Iogs out or disconnects from the system, the redirection server will remove all
remalnlng rule sets.

. . o —
.__.......,._T..—,,,-- [T

In an’ alternate embodlment a user may be periodically redirected to a location, based on the number _
of other factors, such as the number of locations accessed, the time spent at a location, the type' ' Of:
locations accessed, and other such factors. :
A user's account can. also be dlsabled after the user has exceeded a length of time. The authentlcatl
accountlng server204keeps track of user's time online. Prepaid use subscriptions can thus be eaSIIy
man'ged by the authentication accounting Server204.

I ». ' - L«
In'yet’ 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 server208|s
authorized to modify the rule set or rule sets that are being attempted to be modified. An example: gxff
this embodiment is where it is desired that a user be redirected to a particular web site until the fill. Qu
a questlonnalre or satisfy some other requirement on such a web site. In this example, the redlrectlo
server redlrects a user to a particular web site that includes a questionnaire. After this web site’ % .77
recelves acceptable data in all required fields, the web site then sends an authorization to the .
redlrectlon server that deletes the redirection to the questionnaire web site from the rule set for the
user who successfully completed the guestionnaire. 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 mclude any other type of modlﬂcatlon to the rule set that is supported by the redirection server as
discussed above i . S gt \

1

on

and redlrect) any type of serwce 'such as Telnet, FTP, WWW and the like. The invention is ea5|ly },,
programmed to accommodate new services or networks and is not limited to those services.and™
networks (e g.,'the Internet) now know in the art.

It W|II also béclear that the invention may be implemented on a non-IP based networks which™ T
implement other addressing schemes, such as IPX, MAC addresses and the like. While the operatlonal
environment detailed in the preferred embodtment is that of an ISP connecting users to the Internet, It,
will be clear to one skilled in the art that the invention may be implemented in any application whereg,p 2
control over users' access to a network or network resources is needed, such as a local area netvsLorkKsi
wide area network and the like. Accordingly, neither the environment nor the communications-; &
protocols are Ilmlted 'to those discussed. e

& 1'";&;—? i
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What is’ cIalmed is:
42

'c-_t.‘.‘ 3 g

X Gn i . e
ystem compnsmg : : -

B A‘s

|nd|V|duaI|zed rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily assngned network
ddress to the'redirection server; and

"".ﬂ,'-whereln ‘data directed toward the public network from the one of the users' computers are
processed by the redlrect|on server according to the individualized rule set.

N " . o e
L Y T R o PR s g
L Pl S . b S
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2. The, system of claim 1 whereln the redirection server further provides control over a pIuraIIty o

datafto and from the- users computers as a function of the individualized rule set. .
»5 "

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server further blocks the data to and from the users'
computers as-a function of the individualized rule set. Ao e

computers asa functlon of the mdlwduallzed rule set.

.' '-f;s&
5. The system of clalm 1 whereln the redirection server further redirects the data to and from;the TE
users computers as a functlon of the individualized rule set. S '

6. The;system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server further redirects the data from the users'
computecs to _multiple destlnatlons as a function of the individualized rule set. ;;_.,,.-.,-

3

correlated with a common mlelduallzed rule set. e fgf? .
gL
JA‘&}%I;
8.1In.a system comprlsmg a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs. wnth 'a?’

individualized.rule set; a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from users' computers; aJ o
redlrectlon server connected to the dial- -up network server and a public network, and an authentication
accountlng server connected to the database, the dial-up network server and the redirection server,

the method compnsmg the steps of: . .
'.' k3 :5";‘. X St i
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: com'munlcatlng 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 authentlcatlon

bers 1%

1~‘~,_j=*§-account|ng server . S :fmx et

¢ . :l“*‘.
communlcatlng the mdwnduahzed rule set that correlates with the first user ID and the :
__temporarily assigned network address to the redirection server from the authentucatlon 3
accountmg server . ;.u,."

10. The methbd of clanm 8 , further including the step of blocking the data to and from the users'

T

computers as a functlon of the individualized rule set.

11 The method of claim 8 , further mcIudlng the step of allowing the data to and from the users ~';.‘f’
{oms

computers as a function of the mdlwduallzed rule set.

13’*‘The method of clalm 8 , further including the step of redirecting the data from the users
computers to muItlpIe destmatlons a function of the individualized rule set.

14. The method of clalm 8 , further mcIudmg the step of creating database entries for a pIurallty of the
plurahty of users' IDs the pIurallty of users' ID further being correlated with a common |nd|V|duaI|zed

1 whereln the redirection server is configured to allow automated modification of at least a port|on
_ Lr_:uof the rule set correlated to the temporarily assigned network address; and wherein the, .

4

¢ redirection server is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the rule set asa-

functnon of some comblnatlon of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or Iocatlon the user\w .

‘access: " r 4 :

Ieast a' portlon of the rule set as a function of time.

17 The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow modification of at
least a portlon of the rule set as a functlon of the data transmitted to or from the user.

.

e
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18.: The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow modification of at
Ieast aportion of the-rule set as a function of the location or locations the user access. f.f..': -

19> The system of claim 15, wherem the redirection server is configured to allow the removal
reinstatement of at Ieast a portuon ‘of the rule set as a function of time. :

20. The system of cIa|m 15, wherem the redirection server is configured to allow the removal or
relnstatement of at least a portlon of the rule set as a function of the data transmitted to or’ from the

21.‘Th:e system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server is configured to allow the removal-or-
remstatement of at least a pOl"tIOI”l of the rule set as a function of the location or locations the | use
access e “ v

22. The system of claim 15, whereln the redirection server is conflgured to allow the removalw nﬁw :
reinstatement of at least a portlon of the rule set as a function of some combination of tlme, datg?"‘
transmltted 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 temporanly 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 redlrectlon server. <

i LN - 53,"'

recelved by one or more of the user side of the redirection server and the network side of the
redlrectlon server .,' R

25.:In"a system‘ comprising a redirection server containing a user's rule set correlated to a temporarily
assngned 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 compnsmg the step
of: . .

erver has a user side that is connected to a computer using the temporarlly aSS|gned network
-address and a network address and a network side connected to a computer network and . .,
;WFerem 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"~‘~;-
i}-‘ _receiving instructions by the. redlrectlon server to modnfy 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 users rule
set ¢ as a functlon of one or more of: tlme data transmitted to or from the user, and Iocatlon or CL
Iocatlons the user access. . RS
woa S [“(0‘1 4:,"
27. The method of cIa|m 25, further mcludmg the step of removing or reinstating at least a. portlon 3?5’2;
the user's rule set as' a functlon of one or more of: time, the data transmitted to or from the us_ercan -',,,-
the Iocatuon or locations the user access. R SN
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1. Facebook Challenges To Three ceHuman Relationships Patents, Among Reexamination
Requests Filed Week Of FEBRUARY 7th, Patent Law Practice Center, February 18, 2011 Friday
-7:33 AM EST, , 895 words, Stefanie Levine

2. Recent patent infringement/false marking cases filed in the Eastern District of Texas,
Southeast Texas Record, August 5, 2010 Thursday, 2048 words, Michelle Massey, East Texas;;_._?_}
Bureau ' AR

3. NxStage Medical Reports First Quarter 2007 Results; Company Signs Six Strategic Agreeméﬁts '
in Q1 to Drive Growth and Increase Gross Margins , PR Newswire US, May 8, 2007 Tuesday
11:00 AM GMT, , 2229 words, LAWRENCE, Mass. May 8
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© 1. Linksmart Wireless Tech., LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., CASE NO. 2:08-CV-264-DF-CE, UNITED
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS, MARSHALL
DIVISION, 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 65424, June 30, 2010, Decided, June 30, 2010, ‘
Filed, Magistrate's recommendation at Linksmart Wireless Tech., LLC v. T-Mobile USA, Inc., ...
2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 101444 (E.D. Tex., Sept. 1, 2010)

CORE TERMS: user, server, network, redirection, specification, assigned, session, database,
individualized, invention ...

2. Ex parte LINKSMART WIRELESS TECHNOLOGY, LLC (U.S. Patent 6,779,118), Appeal 2011-
009566 Reexamination 90/009,301 Technology Center 3900, Board of Patent Appeals and
Interferences, 2011 Pat. App. LEXIS 21572, August 23, 2011, Decided

CORE TERMS: server, redirection, user, network, examiner, authentication, individualized, : =’
credential, database, teach ...

Source: Legal > Area of Law - By Topic > Patent Law > Find Cases > Patent Cases from Federal
C Courts and Administrative Materials EI
Terms: 6779118 or 6,779, 118 (Suggest Terms for My Search)
View: Cite
Date/Time: Thursday, March 1, 2012 - 5:06 PM EST
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PTO/SB/57 (02-09)

Approved for use through 02/28/2013. OMB 0651-0064

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

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

(Also referred to as FORM PTO-1465)

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

Add.ress to:
2;"32‘322.5’551?? F?aetzﬁsm Attorney Docket No.: 10101-002RX
:i&fn%);i:f& 22313-1450 Date: February 17, 2012

1. This is a request for ex parte reexamination pursuant to 37 CFR 1.510 of patent number 6,779,118

d AUQ' 17,2004 . The request is made by:
[:| patent owner. third party requester.

issue

2. The name and address of the person requesting reexamination is:

Jerry Turner Sewell
1803 Broadway, Apt. 301
Nashville, Tennessee 37203-2761

3. [:| a. A check in the amount of $ is enclosed to cover the reexamination fee, 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1);

|:| b. The Director is hereby authorized to charge the fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1)
to Deposit Account No. ;or

c. Payment by credit card. Payment is being submitted via EFS-Waeb.

4. D Any refund should be made by I:I check or I:I credit to Deposit Account No.
37 CFR 1.26(c). If payment is made by credit card, refund must be to credit card account.

5. A copy of the patent to be reexamined having a double column format on one side of a separate paper is
enclosed. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(4)

6. [:| CD-ROM or CD-R in duplicate, Computer Program (Appendix) or large table
Landscape Table on CD

7. |:| Nucleotide and/or Amino Acid Sequence Submission
If applicable, items a. — ¢. are required.

a. D Computer Readable Form (CRF)
b. Specification Sequence Listing on:
i. [ ] CD-ROM (2 copies) or CD-R (2 copies); or

ii. D paper

c. D Statements verifying identity of above copies
8. D A copy of any disclaimer, certificate of correction or reexamination certificate issued in the patent is included.

9. Reexamination of claim(s) 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 is requested.

10. The two patents reliad upon are listed on attached form PTO/SB/42Z.

11. |:| An English language translation of all necessary and pertinent non-English language patents and/or printed
publications is included.

Page 1 of 2
This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.510. The information i[s re?quired tg obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to
process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 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 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: 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-PT0O-9199 and select option 2.

Panasonic-1011
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PTO/SB/57 (02-09)

Approved for use through 02/28/2013. OMB 0651-0064

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

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

12. The attached detailed request includes at least the following items:

a. A statement identifying each substantial new question of patentability based on prior patents and printed
publications. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(1)

b. An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested, and a detailed explanation of the pertinency
and manner of applying the cited art to every claim for which reexamination is requested. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(2).

13. D A proposed amendment is included (only where the patent owner is the requester). 37 CFR 1.510(e)
14. a. ltis certified that a copy of this request (if filed by other than the patent owner) has been served in its entirety on

the patent owner as provided in 37 CFR 1.33(c).
The name and address of the party served and the date of service are:

Hershkovitz & Associates, LLC
2845 Duke Sireet
Alexandria VA 22314

Date of Service: Febmary 1?’ 2012 ; or

D b. A duplicate copy is enclosed because service on patent owner was not possible. An explanation of the efforts
made to serve patent owner is attached. See MPEP 2220.

15. Correspondence Address: Direct all communications about the reexamination to:

D The address associated with Customer Number:

OR
Firm or
Individual Name SETTY Turner Sewell
Address

1803 Broadway, Apt. 301

Y Nashville State 1y Zip 37203-2761
Country Us
Telephone o490 433.2849 Emallterry@jtstaw.com

16. The patent is currently the subject of the following concurrent proceeding(s):
D a. Copending reissue Application No.
b. Copending reexamination Control No. 80/009,301
D ¢. Copending Interference No.

d. Copending litigation styled:
Sae Reguest for Regxamination

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 PT0O-2038.

fderry Tumer Sewell/ February 17, 2012
Authorized Signature Date
Jerry Turner Sewell 44 ,567 |:| 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 TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patentees : Koichiro lkudome et al.

Pat. No. : 6,779,118

Issued : August 17, 2004

For :  USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC
DATA REDIRECTION SYSTEM

Art Unit : 3992

Examiner : Sam Rimell

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

Jerry Turner Sewell (“Requestor”) respectfully submits the following request for
ex parte reexamination of U.S. Pat. No. 6,779,118 to Ikudome et al. (“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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Patent No.: 6,779,118
Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

TABLE OF CONTENTS

L. INTRODUCTION......ciiiiiiiicsmmtrrr i nnssss s asss s asss s s s e n s nnnns 4
Il. CONTENT OF THE REQUEST.......oo o ssssse e 5
lll. COPENDING LITIGATION ....ooeeiiiiiiiiinssssrrr s nnssssssss s ssssnssss s e 5
IV. THE 118 PATENT AND THE PENDING REEXAMINATION .....cccccmiiiriiniiiinnnnnnnnen 6

V. THE SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY HAS NOT BEEN
HERETOFORE CONSIDERED IN ANY PRIOR PROCEEDING ........cccoccmmimniiiinnnnnnnen 7

A. In Order for the Board to Consider Patentability of a Dependent Claim, the

Patent Owner Must Separately Argue the Dependent Claim.............cccccinnnnnn. 8
B. The Patent Owner Waived Separate Arguments for the Dependent Claims,

and the Board Did Not Actually Consider Separate Arguments..............oeeeeeeeeeee. 9
C. The Examiner did not Consider the Patentability of the Dependent Claims in

View of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art Before Issuing the

Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate ...........cccccevveeeeeen. 10

VI. THE CLAIMS OF THE 118 PATENT ARE OBVIOUS OVER HE ET AL. IN
VIEW OF ZENCHELSKY AND ADMITTED PRIOR ART, THUS RAISING A
SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY ....coiimrrrrrinssserssseennnnns 11

A. Claims 2-7 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted

PrIOr Al e 12
1. Elements Common to Claims 2-7 and Taught by He etal...........c.occooiiii, 12
2. Elements Common to Claims 2-7 and Taught by Further Art............cccooiii, 14
3. Individual Limitations of Claims 2-7 ... 15
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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 Ikudome et al. (“the "118 patent”).
A copy of the “118 patent is submitted herewith via EFS-Web. As explained in detail

below, the aforementioned claims of the 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
Zenchelsky et 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 He et al. in view of Zenchelsky
and Admitted Prior Art. However, regarding the original dependent claims 2-7, 9-14,
16-24, and 26-27 (the “original dependent claims”),! the Board held that “the rejection of
the other claims on appeal is REVERSED,” although the rest of the Board decision
suggested that those original dependent claims were unpatentable, as explained in
detail below.

By well understood law, the dependent claims should have fallen with the
independent claims rejected by the Board. Furthermore, none of the original dependent
claims include subject matter that would make patentable the otherwise obvious
independent claims. Thus, the record of the Pending Reexamination strongly suggests
that the dependent claims are unpatentable over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and
Admitted Prior Art. This presents a substantial question of their patentability.

Furthermore, no party has considered the patentability of these claims in
view of this combination of references. The Examiner never considered whether
those claims were patentable over He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art; Patent

Owner never argued that the claims were patentable over those references; and the
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Board never addressed those claims. Accordingly, the substantial question of the
patentability of the dependent claims presented herein is new and ripe for
reexamination.
Il. CONTENT OF THE REQUEST
In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.510 and MPEP § 2214, Requestor submits the

following in connection with this request for reexamination:

(1) A statement pointing out each substantial new question of patentability is
included in Section |.

(2)  An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested is
included in Section |. A detailed explanation of the pertinency and manner
of applying the cited prior art is included in Section VI.

(3) Copies of the patents or printed publications relied upon or referred to
above are not included per MPEP § 2218, because Requestor only relies
on U.S. patents, U.S. patent publications, and/or copending reexamination
proceedings.

(4) A copy 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
owner is included in Section VII.

lll. 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).

' 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 and filtering Internet traffic.” Col. 1 /. 11-13. The request for reexamination
in the Pending Reexamination discusses the subject matter of the patent, so such a
discussion is omitted here. The patent includes 27 original claims, of which Claims 1, 8,
15, and 25 are independent, and Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 are dependent.
Reexamination is requested only on the original dependent claims, because the original
independent claims were already considered and found unpatentable in the Pending
Reexamination.

In the Pending Reexamination, the Examiner issued a final rejection on August 2,
2010, rejecting all the claims of the 118 patent as being obvious over He et al. in view
of Zenchelsky. Patent Owner appealed to the Board.

In its appeal brief, Patent Owner presented no substantial arguments for any of
the original dependent claims other than Claims 5-6. Instead, the appeal brief merely
stated that those claims were patentable “for the same reasons as” the corresponding
independent claims, “as well as on their own merits.” Appeal Brief at 23, 26, 29 (Feb. 2,
2011).2

The Board, in its decision of August 23, 2011, only considered the patentability of
the independent claims. Although it disagreed with the Examiner and found the
independent claims patentable over He et al. and Zenchelsky, the Board continued and
entered a new ground of rejection, finding the independent claims obvious over He et al.
in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art from the background section of the
118 patent. Board Decision at 10 (August 23, 2011) (hereinafter Decision). In
particular, the Board found, with regard to the feature of a redirection server in Claim 1,
that “those in the art were familiar with redirection (and how to do it) at least in a world-

wide web context,” id. at 9, and that “redirection would have been an obvious extension

2 During prosecution of the Pending Reexamination, the Patent Owner added numerous
new claims. The new claims are not at issue in the present request for reexamination,
so they are not discussed here.
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of blocking,” id. at 10. Regarding Claim 25, the Board further found that the blocking of
websites “as a function of some combination of time, data transmitted to or from the
user, or location the user accesses” would have been obvious. /d. at 9.

The Board did not address the original dependent claims in its decision. Indeed,
the Board introduced the appeal by noting that Claim 1 was “broadly representative of
the claims on appeal.” Id. at 2. Because the Board found Claim 1 unpatentable, this
strongly suggested that the original dependent claims were also unpatentable.
Nevertheless, the Board’s holding stated, with regard to the original dependent claims,
that “the rejection of the other claims on appeal is REVERSED.” /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.3

V. THE SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTION OF PATENTABILITY HAS NOT BEEN
HERETOFORE CONSIDERED IN ANY PRIOR PROCEEDING

MPEP §2242(l) states:

For “a substantial new question of patentability” to be present, it is

only necessary that:....(B) the same question of patentability as to the
claim has not been decided by the Office in a previous examination or
pending reexamination of the patent or in a final holding of invalidity by the
Federal Courts in a decision on the merits involving the claim.
Requestor believes that a substantial new question of patentability is presented as to
original dependent Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27, by the combination of He et al.,
Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art. This is so despite the fact that the Board
considered this same combination of references with respect to independent Claims 1,
15, and 25, because neither the Examiner nor the Patent Owner nor the Board

considered the combination of references with respect to the original dependent

3 Although Claims 5 and 6 were separately argued by the Patent Owner, it is sufficiently
clear that the patentability of those claims was not considered by the Board. The Board
decision never explicitly addressed the Patent Owner’s arguments for Claims 5 or 6,
and the only functionality added by Claims 5 and 6 relates to redirection functionality,
which the Board already found to be an “obvious extension” of prior art.

-7-
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claims. For at least these reasons, the question of whether the original dependent
claims are patentable in view of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art has never
been considered. Accordingly, the substantial question of patentability presented herein
iS new.

A. In Order for the Board to Consider Patentability of a Dependent Claim, the

Patent Owner Must Separately Argue the Dependent Claim

It is long-standing law that when an appellant does not separately argue the
patentability of dependent claims, then those dependent claims stand or fall together
with the independent claims.

This rule is acknowledged in the Patent Office’s rules and procedures. 37 C.F.R.
§ 41.37(c)(1)(vii) (2004) (“Notwithstanding any other provision of this paragraph, the
failure of appellant to separately argue claims which appellant has grouped together
shall constitute a waiver of any argument that the Board must consider the patentability
of any grouped claims separately.”); id. (“A statement which merely points out what a
claim recites will not be considered an argument for separate patentability of claim.”); id.
(“Any claim argued separately should be placed under a subheading identifying the
claim by number. Claims argued as a group should be placed under a subheading
identifying the claims by number.”); MPEP § 1205.02 (8th ed. Rev. 8, July 2010)
(discussing an example where each claim must have its own subheading when being
argued separately under 37 C.F.R. § 41.37(c)(1)(vii).

Years of case law further support the position that unargued dependent claims
stand or fall with the independent claims, in the contexts of both the Board and the
Federal Circuit. In re McDaniel, 293 F.3d 1379, 1382-1385 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (affirming
Board’s decision that group of claims fell together when representative claim of the
group was properly rejected); In re Nielson, 816 F.2d 1567, 1572 (Fed. Cir. 1987)
(affirming Board’s holding that dependent claims stood or fell with independent claim);
In re King, 801 F.2d 1324, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 1986) (“The three claims depending from
claim one are not argued separately and therefore stand or fall with that claim.”); /In re
Sernaker, 702 F.2d 989, 991 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (“Since neither of the parties argue

separately the patentability of each of the rejected claims, the dependent claims will
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stand or fall with [the] independent claims...”); In re Kaslow, 707 F.2d 1366, 1376
(Fed. Cir. 1983) (“Since the claims are not separately argued, they all stand or fall
together.”); In re Burckel, 592 F.2d 1175, 1178-79 (C.C.P.A. 1979) (“[Alppellant has
chosen not to argue separately the patentability of each of the rejected claims.
Therefore, [the] dependent claims...will stand or fall with [the independent claim].”)
(citing In re Hellsund, 474 F.2d 1307 (C.C.P.A. 1973); In re Herbert, 461 F.2d 1390
(C.C.P.A. 1972)); see also In re Dance, 160 F.3d 1339, 1340 n.2 (Fed. Cir. 1998)
(stating that all claims stand or fall together with the independent claim because the
applicant did argue the merits of the dependent claims separately or attempt to
distinguish them from the prior art).

Further, it is insufficient to just include the claims under separate heading and
‘merely ‘point out what the claims recite and then assert that there [was] no
corresponding combination of steps taught or suggested in the applied references.”
In re Lovin, 652 F.3d 1349, 1356 (Fed. Cir. 2011) (quoting the Board’s decision for the
application at issue); accord 37 C.F.R. § 41.37(c)(1)(vii) (2004).

B. The Patent Owner Waived Separate Arguments for the Original Dependent

Claims, and the Board Did Not Actually Consider Separate Arguments

The Examiner rejected the claims of the ’118 patent during the Pending
Reexamination over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky. The Examiner did not apply the
Admitted Prior Art in the rejections prior to the appeal to the Board. Thus, the Examiner
never considered the question of whether the claims were patentable over that
combination of references.

The Patent Owner made no independent arguments for the original dependent
claims other than Claims 5-6, in its appeal of the final rejection in the Pending
Reexamination. Appeal Brief at 23, 26, 29. Thus, in accordance with the law recited
above, Patent Owner waived any separate arguments for patentability as to the original
dependent claims.

The Board found the independent claims to be obvious in view of He et al.,
Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art. Decision at 8-10. Furthermore, the Board

observed that that Claim 1 was “broadly representative of the claims on appeal.”
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Id. At 2. Taken together, and given the long-standing law that dependent claims not
independently argued will stand or fall with the independent claims, the analysis in the
Board decision strongly suggests that the original dependent claims are unpatentable.

Nevertheless, the Board's final holding stated, with regard to the original
dependent claims, that “the rejection of the other claims on appeal is REVERSED.”
Id. at 10. This apparently suggested to the Examiner that the Board confirmed the
patentability of the original dependent claims, and resulted in a Notice of Intent to Issue
a Reexamination Certificate dated January 6, 2012, that indicated that the original
dependent claims were patentable.

The Board’s holding appears to be in tension with the Board’s analysis with
respect to the original dependent claims. The Board's decision begins on page 1 with

the following statement:

DECISION ON APPEAL
37 C.F.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 Ikudome patent." The rejection is AFFIRMED

in part and REVERSED in part with a new ground of rejection.

This statement conflicts with the stated holding at the end of the opinion.

Despite the resulting ambiguity regarding whether the original dependent claims
fell with the corresponding independent claims, it is clear that the Board did not consider
whether the original dependent claims were patentable on their own merit over He et al.
in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

C. The Examiner did not Consider the Patentability of the Dependent Claims in

View of He et al., 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
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dependent claims is the Board Decision reversing the Examiner’s rejection of the
claims. For example, with respect to Claims 2-7 and 9-14, the Examiner states:

The Board of Appeals and 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 Examiner's stated reasons for affirming the patentability of dependent
Claims 16-23, dependent Claim 24 and dependent Claims 26-27 include the same
wording. It appears that the Examiner’s sole basis for affirming the patentability of
dependent Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24 and 26-27 is a determination that the reversal of the
rejection of those claims by the Board mandated an allowance of the claims in view of
the art considered by the Board in the Decision. In particular, the Examiner did not
consider the patentability of the claims in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted
Prior Art. Rather, the Examiner only considered the remaining prior art of record prior to
issuing the Notice of Intent.

Accordingly, the question of whether the original dependent claims are
patentable in view of He et al., Zenchelsky, and Admitted Prior Art was never argued by
the Patent Owner, was not considered by the Board and was not considered by any
examiner in the Patent Office. Accordingly, the patentability of the original dependent
claims over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior art is a new question ripe
for consideration in this requested reexamination.

VI. THE CLAIMS OF THE '118 PATENT ARE OBVIOUS OVER HE ET AL. IN VIEW
OF ZENCHELSKY AND ADMITTED PRIOR 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.

11-
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A. Claims 2-7 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted
Prior Art

Claims 2-7 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements
common to claims 2-7 (namely, the elements of Claim 1) were obvious in view of the
above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 2-7
overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in
Claim 1 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because
the elements of Claim 1 are incorporated into dependent Claims 2-7, Requestor is
including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of Claim 1
to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 2-7.

1. Elements Common to Claims 2-7 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 2-7. These
arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending
Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system comprising:

A database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an
individualized rule set: He et al. teaches a database 210 in Figure 10, and that “The
authentication server 202 can maintain a database of records for the user accounts in
the registration database 210. Each record of a user account generally comprises the
following information:...The user identifier...The list of user credentials.” Col. 16
II. 50-61. The list of user credentials corresponds to the individualized rule set.

A dial-up network server that receives user IDs from users’ computers: He
et al. teaches a dial up server 1002 in Figure 10, and that “The user uses a user
element 102 and initiates the authentication process by requesting to send a request
message to the authentication server 202. The request message contains the user
identifier presented to the authentication server 202 for user network authentication.”
Col. 17 1I. 55-60.
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A redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public
network: He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10, that connects to the
dial up server 1002 and to a public network 106. Although He et al. may not disclose
redirection (as discussed in detail below), the credential server corresponds in all other
respects to the redirection server.

An authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up
network server and the redirection server: He et al. teaches an authentication server
202 in Figure 10 that connects to the dial up server 1002 and to the credential server
204 via the public network 106.

Wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of
the users’ computers...for the first user ID to the authentication accounting
server: He et al. teaches that “(1) The user dials into the dial-up server. The server
authenticates the user based on anyone of the available mechanisms in the module.
(2) The dial-up server invokes the Kerberos client process and uses the user identifier
and password to authenticate the user to the network.” Col. 31 /l. 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 /. 54-56. Thus, He et al.
teaches that the dial-up network server communicates a first user ID for one of the
users’ computers to the authentication accounting server.

Wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the database and
communicates the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID...to
the redirection server: He et al. teaches that “Upon receiving the user request
message, the authentication server 202 uses the user identifier in the message to look
up the user registration database 210 and retrieves a record corresponding to that user
(user record). A response message is prepared by the authentication server 202 and
sent back to the user. The response message contains a general ticket for the user to
communicate with the credential server 204.” Col. 17 I. 61-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 database 210 to credential server 204, so

13-
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He et al. teaches that the authentication accounting server communicates the
individualized rule set that correlates with the first user ID to the redirection server.

Wherein data directed toward the public network from the one of the users’
computers are processed by the redirection server according to the
individualized rule set: He et al. teaches that “By presenting the correct secret key to
the local access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the network.
The correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the process of
decrypting the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the message
that allows the user to proceed with the network access control process to access
network resources and information.” Col. 18 /. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that data
directed toward the public network from the one of the users’ computers are processed
by the redirection server according to the user credentials, which correspond to the
individualized rule set.

2. Elements Common to Claims 2-7 and Taught by Either Zenchelsky or

Admitted Prior Art
He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common to Claims 2-7,

but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of
either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:

Wherein the dial-up network server communicates...a temporarily assigned
network address for the first user ID to the authentication accounting server and
wherein the authentication accounting server... communicates...the temporarily
assigned network address to the redirection server: Zenchelsky establishes the
well known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,
Il. 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 /l. 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.
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A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending
Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the
time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or
denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
the '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 He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 2-7

No additional limitation in any of Claims 2-7 renders any of those claims
patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 2: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further provides control over a
plurality of data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the
individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that “Based on the user identifier, the
credential server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration
database 210 and enclose the list in a credential ticket. The credential ticket is sent
back in a response message and will be used for the user to communicate with the
network element access server 206.” Col. 19 /. 2-11. The credential server
corresponds to the redirection server and the user credentials correspond to an
individualized rule set, so He et al. teaches that the redirection server provides control
over data to and from users’ computers as a function of an individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 3: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further blocks the data to and
from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As
explained with respect to Claim 2, He et al. teaches that the credential server 204
retrieves user credentials which correspond to an individualized rule set that controls
access to the network elements 104. Thus, the network elements 104 which cannot be

accessed in accordance with the user credentials are inherently blocked from access.
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He et al. also teaches that “Any attempts by the user to try to make any changes to the
ticket, intentional or unintentional, will be detected by the network element access
server when it is used for communications with the server 106 and, therefore, would
void the ticket and make it useless. This is to prevent the user from modifying the list of
certified user credentials as well as other information in the ticket to gain unauthorized
network access rights.” Col. 19 /. 24-31.

Regarding Claim 4: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server further allows the data to and
from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As
explained with respect to Claim 2, the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials
which correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to the network
elements 104. Data exchange occurs between accessed network elements 104.

Regarding Claim 5: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches that the redirection server further redirects the
data to and from the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set.
In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been
obvious at the time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as
permitting or denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the
Background section of the '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’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 6: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches that the redirection server further redirects the
data from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a function of the
individualized rule set. In the Pending Reexamination, the Board has already stated
that it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to modify He et al. to
perform redirection as well as permitting or denying access to the user, based on
Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of the '118 patent. The Board stated

that “redirection is an obvious extension of the use of a control to block the user.”
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Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted Prior Art renders obvious that the redirection server
further redirects the data to and from the users’ computers to multiple destinations as a
function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 7: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the database entries for a plurality of the plurality of
users’ IDs are correlated with a common individualized rule set. He et al. teaches
that user credentials “may also be established based on the current obligations or roles
the user plays in the network. For example, the organization that consists of a
department number and a location code can reflect the current responsibility the users
have in their job and, therefore, can be used as the user credentials to determine the
access rights for the users to access network elements.” Col. 13 /. 34-40. Since
multiple users may have the same role in the network, He et al. at least renders obvious
that the database entries for a plurality of user ID’s may be correlated with common
user credentials, which correspond with individualized rule sets.

B. Claims 9-14 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and Admitted

Prior Art

Claims 9-14 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements
common to claims 9-14 (namely, the elements of Claim 8) were obvious in view of the
above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 9-14
overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in
Claim 8 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because
the elements of Claim 8 are incorporated into dependent Claims 9-14, Requestor is
including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of Claim 8
to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 9-14.

1. Elements Common to Claims 9-14 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 9-14. These
arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending

Reexamination.
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He et al. teaches a system comprising:

a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of user IDs with an
individualized rule set: He et al. teaches a database 210 in Figure 10, and that “The
authentication server 202 can maintain a database of records for the user accounts in
the registration database 210. Each record of a user account generally comprises the
following information:...The user identifier...The list of user credentials.” Col. 16
II. 50-61. The list of user credentials corresponds to the individualized rule set.

A dial up network server that receives user IDs from users’ computers:
He et al. teaches a dial up server 1002 in Figure 10, and that “The user uses a user
element 102 and initiates the authentication process by requesting to send a request
message to the authentication server 202. The request message contains the user
identifier presented to the authentication server 202 for user network authentication.”
Col. 17 II. 55-60.

A redirection server connected to the dial-up network server and a public
network: He et al. teaches a credential server 204 in Figure 10 that connects to the
dial up server 1002 and a public network 106. Although He et al. may not disclose
redirection (as discussed in detail below), the credential server corresponds in all other
respects to the redirection server.

An authentication accounting server connected to the database, the dial-up
network server and the redirection server: He et al. teaches the authentication
server 202 in Figure 10, that connects to the dial up server 1002 and the credential
server 204 via the public network 106.

With respect to the system, He et al. teaches a method comprising the steps of:

Communicating a first user ID for one of the users’ computers...from the
dial-up network server to the authentication accounting server: He et al. teaches
that “(1) The user dials into the dial-up server. The server authenticates the user based
on anyone of the available mechanisms in the module. (2) The dial-up server invokes
the Kerberos client process and uses the user identifier and password to authenticate
the user to the network.” Col 31 /. 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 communicates a first user ID for one of the users’ computers to
the authentication accounting server.

Communicating the individualized rule set that correlates with the first user
ID...to the redirection server from the authentication accounting server: He et al.
teaches that “Upon receiving the user request message, the authentication server 202
uses the user identifier in the message to look up the user registration database 210
and retrieves a record corresponding to that user (user record). A response message is
prepared by the authentication server 202 and sent back to the user. The response
message contains a general ticket for the user to communicate with the credential
server 204.” Col. 17 I. 61-col. 18 I. 1. Thus, He et al. teaches that the authentication
accounting server accesses the database. He et al. teaches that credentials are
passed from the database 210 to the credential server 204, so He et al. teaches that the
authentication accounting server communicates the individualized rule set that
correlates with the first user ID to the redirection server.

Processing data directed toward the public network from the one of the
users’ computers according to the individualized rule set: He et al. teaches that
“‘By presenting the correct secret key to the local access control system, the user
authenticates his/her identity to the network. The correctness of the user-supplied
secret key is verified through the process of decrypting the response message. It is the
ability to retrieve the ticket in the message that allows the user to proceed with the
network access control process to access network resources and information.” Col. 18
II. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that data directed toward the public network from the
one of the users’ computers are processed by the redirection server according to the
user credentials, which correspond to the individualized rule set.

2. Elements Common to Claims 9-14 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicitly teach the following elements common to Claims 9-14,
but these elements would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of
either Zenchelsky or Admitted Prior Art:
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Communicating...a temporarily assigned network address for the first user
ID from the dial-up network server to the authentication accounting server and
communicating...the temporarily assigned network address to the redirection
server from the authentication accounting server: Zenchelsky establishes the well
known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,
Il. 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 /l. 60-64. It would have been
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary
IP address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source
and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched
packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending
Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the
time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or
denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
the '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 He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior
Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 9-14

None of the additional limitations of Claims 9-14 render any of those claims
patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 9: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches the step of controlling a plurality of data to and from the
users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that
“‘Based on the user identifier, the credential server 204 will retrieve the list of user
credentials from the registration database 210 and enclose the list in a credential ticket.
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The credential ticket is sent back in a response message and will be used for the user
to communicate with the network element access server 206.” Col. 19 /. 2-11. The
credential server corresponds to the redirection server and the user credentials
correspond to an individualized rule set, so He et al. teaches the step of controlling data
to and from users’ computers as a function of an individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 10: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches the step of blocking the data to and from the users’
computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As explained with respect to
Claim 9, He et al. teaches that the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which
correspond to an individualized rule set that controls access to the network elements
104. Thus, the network elements 104 which cannot be accessed in accordance with the
user credentials are inherently blocked from access. He et al. also teaches that “Any
attempts by the user to try to make any changes to the ticket, intentional or
unintentional, will be detected by the network element access server when it is used for
communications with the server 106 and, therefore, would void the ticket and make it
useless. This is to prevent the user from modifying the list of certified user credentials
as well as other information in the ticket to gain unauthorized network access rights.”
Col. 19 1I. 24-31.

Regarding Claim 11: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches the step of allowing the data to and from the users’
computers as a function of the individualized rule set. As explained with respect to
Claim 9, the credential server 204 retrieves user credentials which correspond to an
individualized rule set that controls access to the network elements 104. Data
exchange occurs between accessed network elements 104.

Regarding Claim 12: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, the Admitted Prior Art teaches the step of redirecting the data to and from
the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule set. In the Pending
Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the
time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or

denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
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the '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 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.” Decision at 9. Thus, the Admitted
Prior Art renders obvious the step of redirecting the data to and from the users’
computers to multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule set.

Regarding Claim 14: The method of claim 8, in addition to the limitations
rendered obvious as explained above, He et al. teaches the step of creating database
entries for a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID further
being correlated with a common individualized rule set. He et al. teaches that user
credentials “may also be established based on the current obligations or roles the user
plays in the network. For example, the organization that consists of a department
number and a location code can reflect the current responsibility the users have in their
job and, therefore, can be used as the user credentials to determine the access rights
for the users to access network elements.” Col. 13 /l. 34-40. Since multiple users may
have the same role in the network, He et al. at least renders obvious the step of creating
database entries for a plurality of user ID’s may be correlated with common user
credentials, which correspond with individualized rule sets.

C. Claims 16-24 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art

Claims 16-24 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements
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common to claims 16-24 (namely, the elements of Claim 15) were obvious in view of the
above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 16-24
overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in
Claim 15 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because
the elements of Claim 15 are incorporated into dependent Claims 16-24, Requestor is
including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of
Claim 15 to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 16-24.

1. Elements Common to Claims 16-24 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 16-24. These
arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending
Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system comprising:

a redirection server programmed with a user’s rule set: He et al. teaches a
credential server 204 in Figure 10, and that “Based on the user identifier, the credential
server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration database 210
and enclose the list in a credential ticket.” Col. 19 /. 2-5. Alternatively, providing
access by the credential server to the database containing the rule set can constitute
being programmed with the rule set.

wherein the rule set contains at least one of a plurality of functions used to
control data passing between the user and a public network: He et al. teaches a
“list of user credentials. This list shall reflect the most recent changes to the privilege
set for the user. The privilege set can be built on previous achievements or credit
history.” Col. 16 /. 61-64. As explained previously, the user credentials correspond to a
rule set. He et al. also teaches that “By presenting the correct secret key to the local
access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the network. The
correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the process of decrypting
the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the message that allows
the user to proceed with the network access control process to access network
resources and information.” Col. 18 ll. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches that passing
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between the user and the public network is controlled according to the user credentials,
which correspond to the rule set.

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow automated
modification of at least a portion of the rule set:. He et al. teaches that “It is
desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to
create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-
friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently
manage user accounts.” Col. 17 Il. 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 /l. 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 1. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be modified,
the length of the “lifetime” can be modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be
made at any time, the modification can occur “as a function of time”. The “data
transmitted” and “location” are optional recitations, and thus do not carry patentable
weight in the current claim (MPEP 2106, Section C). It is also noted that the phrase
“some combination” does not necessarily require two or more of the elements to be
present. For example, a subcombination could be a combination that invokes only one
of the elements recited.

2. Elements Common to Claims 16-24 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicity 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, ll. 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 /l. 60-64. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify
He et al. to provide a temporary IP address to a user node and additionally encode
communications packets with source and destination address as necessarily to facilitate
communication through a switched packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending
Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the
time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or
denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
the '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 He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 16-24

None of the additional limitations of Claims 16-24 render any of those claims
patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 16: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow
modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time. He et al.
teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security
administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should
provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively
and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a
redirection server configured to allow modification of a portion of a rule set. He et al.

also teaches a “maximum lifetime of each authentication,” col. 17 I. 13, and since any

25-
Panasonic-1011
Page 283 of 307



Patent No.: 6,779,118
Request for Ex Parte Reexamination

portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the “lifetime” can be modified.
Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any time, the modification can
occur “as a function of time.”

Regarding Claim 17: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow
modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data
transmitted to or from the user. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database
tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and
modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the
system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.”
Col. 17 II. 19-23. The system administrator must provide data in order to effect these
modifications. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow modification of a
portion of the rule set as a function of data transmitted from a user, namely the system
administrator.

Regarding Claim 18: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow
modification of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or
locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database
tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and
modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the
system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.”
Col. 17 . 19-23. The administrator must access the location of the database tool to use
the tool. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow modification of a portion of a
rule set as a function of a location accessed by a user, namely the system
administrator.

Regarding Claim 19: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.
He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system

security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool
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should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to
effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 . 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
1. 13, and since any portion of the user account can be modified, the length of the
“lifetime” can be modified. Alternatively, since the modification can be made at any
time, the modification can occur “as a function of time.”

Regarding Claim 20: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the
data transmitted to or from the user. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a
database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,
disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface
to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user
accounts.” Col. 17 Il. 19-23. The system administrator must provide data in order to
effect these modifications. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow removal or
reinstatement of a portion of the rule set as a function of data transmitted from a user,
namely the system administrator.

Regarding Claim 21: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of the
location or locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that
a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,
disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface
to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user
accounts.” Col. 17 Il. 19-23. The administrator must access the location of the
database tool to use the tool. Thus, the redirection server is configured to allow
removal or reinstatement of a portion of a rule set as a function of a location accessed

by a user, namely the system administrator.
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Regarding Claim 22: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that the redirection server is configured to allow the
removal or reinstatement of at least a portion of the rule set as a function of some
combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or location or locations
the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be
provided for the system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a
user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system
security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17
II. 19-23. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow removal or
reinstatement of a portion of a rule set. He et al. also teaches a “maximum lifetime of
each authentication,” col. 17 I. 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 He et al. may not teach that the redirection server is connected to a
computer using the temporarily assigned network address, Zenchelsky renders
obvious a temporarily assigned network address. Zenchelsky establishes the well
known nature of assigning temporary IP address to user at session login. Col. 1,
Il. 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 /l. 60-64. It would have been
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary
IP address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source
and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched
packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

Regarding Claim 24: In addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches that instructions to the redirection server to modify the
rule set are received by one or more of the user side of the redirection server and
the network side of the redirection server. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that
a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,
disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface
to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user
accounts.” Col. 17 Il. 19-23. A system security administrator is a type of user, and
He et al. shows users presenting input to the network, in Figure 10. Accordingly,
instructions transmitted from a network administrator originate at terminal 102 and
proceed through the user side elements 1002, 1004 as well as the network side

element 106.
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D. Claims 26-27 Are Obvious over He et al. in view of Zenchelsky and
Admitted Prior Art

Claims 26-27 are rendered obvious by He et al., in view of Zenchelsky and

Admitted Prior Art. To show this, Requestor first demonstrates that the elements
common to claims 26-27 (namely, the elements of Claim 25) were obvious in view of the
above art, and next shows that none of the additional features recited in Claims 26-27
overcome the obviousness of the common elements.

Requestor notes that the Board has already determined that the elements in
Claim 25 are obvious in view of He et al., Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art. Because
the elements of Claim 25 are incorporated into dependent Claims 26-27, Requestor is
including the following discussion regarding the obviousness of the elements of
Claim 25 to provide a complete discussion of the obviousness of Claims 26-27.

1. Elements Common to Claims 26-27 and Taught by He et al.

He et al. teaches the following elements common to Claims 26-27. These
arguments correspond to the findings made by the Examiner in the Pending
Reexamination.

He et al. teaches a system that comprises:

A redirection server containing a user’s rule set: He et al. teaches a
credential server 204 in Figure 10, and that “Based on the user identifier, the credential
server 204 will retrieve the list of user credentials from the registration database 210
and enclose the list in a credential ticket.” Col. 19 /. 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: He et al.
teaches a “list of user credentials. This list shall reflect the most recent changes to the
privilege set for the user. The privilege set can be built on previous achievements or
credit history.” Col. 16 /. 61-64. As explained previously, the user credentials
correspond to a rule set. He et al. also teaches that “By presenting the correct secret
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key to the local access control system, the user authenticates his/her identity to the
network. The correctness of the user-supplied secret key is verified through the
process of decrypting the response message. It is the ability to retrieve the ticket in the
message that allows the user to proceed with the network access control process to
access network resources and information.” Col. 18 /. 24-31. Thus, He et al. teaches
that passing between the user and the public network is controlled according to the user
credentials, which correspond to the rule set.

Modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule set while the user’s rule set
remains correlated to the temporarily assigned network address in the redirection
server: He et al. teaches that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the
system security administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account.
Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security
administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /l. 19-23.
Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server configured to allow modification of a portion
of a rule set.

Wherein the redirection server has a user side that is connected to a
computer and a network side connected to a computer network wherein the
computer is connected to the computer network through the redirection server:
He et al. teaches the credential server 204 in Figure 10 that connects to a dial-up user
through a dial-up server 1002. Thus, He et al. teaches a redirection server, namely a
credential server, with a user side connected to a computer. He et al. also teaches that
the credential server 204 is connected to an interconnection network 106. Thus, He et
al. teaches the redirection server having a network side connected to a computer
network.

Furthermore, He et al. teaches that “User credential/privilege control requires that
the credential server 204 be relied upon to provide and certify the user credential
information to be presented to a network element 104 for the local access control
system to make further access decisions on network resources and information.”
Col. 18 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
II. 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 Common to Claims 26-27 and Taught by Further Art

He et al. may not explicity 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,
Il. 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 /l. 60-64. It would have been
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify He et al. to provide a temporary IP
address to a user node and additionally encode communications packets with source
and destination address as necessarily to facilitate communication through a switched
packet network as taught by Zenchelsky.

Note that a computer address is not a physical object, and thus is not physically

connected to anything.
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A redirection server that performs redirection: In the Pending
Reexamination, the Board has already stated that it would have been obvious at the
time of the invention to modify He et al. to perform redirection as well as permitting or
denying access to the user, based on Admitted Prior Art from the Background section of
the '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 He et al. in combination with Zenchelsky and Admitted Prior Art.

3. Individual Limitations of Claims 26-27

None of the additional limitations of Claims 26-27 render any of those claims
patentable over the limitations shown to be obvious for the reasons above.

Regarding Claim 26: in addition to the limitations rendered obvious as explained
above, He et al. teaches the step of modifying at least a portion of the user’s rule
set as a function of one or more of: time, data transmitted to or from the user,
and location or locations the user access [sic]. He et al. teaches that “It is desirable
that a database tool be provided for the system security administrator to create, delete,
disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should provide a user-friendly interface
to aid the system security administrator to effectively and conveniently manage user
accounts.” Col. 17 Il. 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, He et al. teaches the step of removing or reinstating at least a portion of the
user’s rule set as a function of one or more of: time, the data transmitted to or

from the user, and a location or locations the user access [sic/. He et al. teaches
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that “It is desirable that a database tool be provided for the system security
administrator to create, delete, disable and modify a user account. Such a tool should
provide a user-friendly interface to aid the system security administrator to effectively
and conveniently manage user accounts.” Col. 17 /. 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).
VII. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Requestor has identified a substantial new question of

the patentability of Claims 2-7, 9-14, 16-24, and 26-27 of the '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 lkudome et al.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: February 17, 2012 By: [Jerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
Registration No. 31,567
949-433-2849
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VIIl. 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: IJerry Turner Sewell/
Jerry Turner Sewell
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USER SPECIFIC AUTOMATIC DATA
REDIRECTION SYSTEM

RELATED APPLICATION

This application claims priority 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 Internet traffic.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

In prior art systems as shown in FIG. 1 when an Internet
user establishes a connection with an Internet Service Pro-
vider (ISP), the user first makes a physical connection
between their computer 100 and a dial-up networking server
102, the user provides to the dial-up networking server their
user ID and password. The dial-up networking server then
passes the user ID and password, along with a temporary
Internet Protocol (IP) address for use by the user to the ISP’s
authentication and accounting server 104. A detailed
description of the IP communications protocol is discussed
in Internetworking with TCP/IP, 3rd ed., Douglas Comer,
Prentice Hall, 1995, which is fully incorporated herein by
reference. The authentication and accounting server, upon
verification of the user ID and password using a database
106 would send an authorization message to the dial-up
networking server 102 to allow the user to use the temporary
IP address assigned to that user by the dial-up networking
server and then logs the connection and assigned IP address.
For the duration of that session, whenever the user would
make a request to the Internet 110 via a gateway 108, the end
user would be identified by the temporarily assigned IP
address.

The redirection of Internet traffic is most often done with
World Wide Web (WWW) traffic (more specifically, traffic
using the HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol)). However,
redirection is not limited to WWW traffic, and the concept
is valid for all IP services. To illustrate how redirection is
accomplished, consider the following example, which redi-
rects a user’s request for a WWW page (typically an html
(hypertext markup language) file) to some other WWW
page. First, the user instructs the WWW browser (typically
software running on the user’s PC) to access a page on a
remote WWW server by typing in the URL (universal
resource locator) or clicking on a URL link. Note that a URL
provides information about the communications protocol,
the location of the server (typically an Internet domain name
or IP address), and the location of the page on the remote
server. The browser next sends a request to the server
requesting the page. In response to the user’s request, the
web server sends the requested page to the browser. The
page, however, contains html code instructing the browser to
request some other WWW page—hence the redirection of
the user begins. The browser then requests the redirected
WWW page according to the URL contained in the first
page’s html code. Alternately, redirection can also be
accomplished by coding the page such that it instructs the
browser to run a program, like a Java applet or the like,
which then redirects the browser. One disadvantage with
current redirection technology is that control of the redirec-
tion is at the remote end, or WWW server end—and not the
local, or user end. That is to say that the redirection is
performed by the remote server, not the user’s local gateway.
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Filtering packets at the Internet Protocol (IP) layer has
been possible using a firewall device or other packet filtering
device for several years. Although packet filtering is most
often used to filter packets coming into a private network for
security purposes, once properly programed, they can filter
outgoing packets sent from users to a specific destination as
well. Packet filtering can distinguish, and filter based on, the
type of IP service contained within an IP packet. For
example, the packet filter can determine if the packet con-
tains FTP (file transfer protocol) data, WWW data, or Telnet
session data. Service identification is achieved by identify-
ing the terminating port number contained within each IP
packet header. Port numbers are standard within the industry
to allow for interoperability between equipment. Packet
filtering devices allow network administrators to filter pack-
ets based on the source and/or destination information, as
well as on the type of service being transmitted within each
IP packet. Unlike redirection technology, packet filtering
technology allows control at the local end of the network
connection, typically by the network administrator.
However, packet filtering is very limited because it is static.
Once packet filtering rule sets are programed into a firewall
or other packet filter device, the rule set can only be changed
by manually reprogramming the device.

Packet filter devices are often used with proxy server
systems, which provide access control to the Internet and are
most often used to control access to the world wide web. In
a typical configuration, a firewall or other packet filtering
device filters all WWW requests to the Internet from a local
network, except for packets from the proxy server. That is to
say that a packet filter or firewall blocks all traffic originating
from within the local network which is destined for con-
nection to a remote server on port 80 (the standard WWW
port number). However, the packet filter or firewall permits
such traffic to and from the proxy server. Typically, the proxy
server is programed with a set of destinations that are to be
blocked, and packets destined for blocked addresses are not
forwarded. When the proxy server receives a packet, the
destination is checked against a database for approval. If the
destination is allowed, the proxy server simply forwards
packets between the local user and the remote server outside
the firewall. However, proxy servers are limited to either
blocking or allowing specific system terminals access to
remote databases.

A recent system is disclosed in 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/Internet). According to the disclosure, the system has
a relational database which allows network administrators to
restrict specific terminals, or groups of terminals, from
accessing certain locations. Similarly limited as a proxy
server, this invention can only block or allow terminals’
access to remote sites. This system is also static in that rules
programmed into the database need to be reprogramming in
order to change which locations specific terminals may
access.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The present invention allows for creating and implement-
ing dynamically changing rules, to allow the redirection,
blocking, or allowing, of specific data traffic for specific
users, as a function of database entries and the user’s
activity. In certain embodiments according to the present
invention, when the user connects to the local network, as in
the prior art system, the user’s ID and password are sent to

Panasonic-1011
Page 297 of 307



US 6,779,118 Bl

3

the authentication accounting server. The user ID and pass-
word are checked against information in an authentication
database. The database also contains personalized filtering
and redirection information for the particular user ID. Dur-
ing the connection process, the dial-up network server
provides the authentication accounting server with the IP
address that is going to be temporarily assigned to the user.
The authentication accounting server then sends both the
user’s temporary IP address and all of the particular user’s
filter and redirection information to a redirection server. The
IP address temporarily assigned to the end user is then sent
back to the end user for use in connecting to the network.

Once connected to the network, all data packets sent to, or
received by, the user include the user’s temporary IP address
in the IP packet header. The redirection server uses the filter
and redirection information supplied by the authentication
accounting server, for that particular IP address, to either
allow packets to pass through the redirection server
unmolested, block the request all together, or modify the
request according to the redirection information.

When the user terminates the connection with the
network, the dial-up network server informs the authentica-
tion accounting server, which in turn, sends a message to the
redirection server telling it to remove any remaining filtering
and redirection information for the terminated user’s tem-
porary IP address. This then allows the dial-up network to
reassign that IP address to another user. In such a case, the
authentication accounting server retrieves the new user’s
filter and redirection information from the database and
passes it, with the same IP address which is now being used
by a different user, to the redirection server. This new user’s
filter may be different from the first user’s filter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a typical Internet Service
Provider environment.

FIG. 2 is a block diagram of an embodiment of an Internet
Service Provider environment with integrated redirection
system.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
INVENTION

In the following embodiments of the invention, common
reference numerals are used to represent the same compo-
nents. If the features of an embodiment are incorporated into
a single system, these components can be shared and per-
form all the functions of the described embodiments.

FIG. 2. shows a typical Internet Service Provider (ISP)
environment with integrated user specific automatic data
redirection system. In a typical use of the system, a user
employs a personal computer (PC) 100, which connects to
the network. The system employs: a dial-up network server
102, an authentication accounting server 204, a database 206
and a redirection server 208.

The PC 100 first connects to the dial-up network server
102. The connection is typically created using a computer
modem, however a local area network (LAN) or other
communications link can be employed. The dial-up network
server 102 is used to establish a communications link with
the user’s PC 100 using a standard communications proto-
col. In the preferred embodiment Point to Point Protocol
(PPP) is used to establish the physical link between the PC
100 and the dial-up network server 102, and to dynamically
assign the PC 100 an IP address from a list of available
addresses. However, other embodiments may employ dif-
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ferent communications protocols, and the IP address may
also be permanently assigned to the PC 100. Dial-up net-
work servers 102, PPP and dynamic IP address assignment
are well known in the art.

An authentication accounting server with Auto-Navi com-
ponent (hereinafter, authentication accounting server) 204 is
used to authenticate user ID and permit, or deny, access to
the network. The authentication accounting server 204 que-
ries the database 206 to determine if the user ID is autho-
rized to access the network. If the authentication accounting
server 204 determines the user ID is authorized, the authen-
tication accounting server 204 signals the dial-up network
server 102 to assign the PC 100 an IP address, and the
Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server 204 sends the redirection server 208 (1) the filter and
redirection information stored in database 206 for that user
ID and (2) the temporarily assigned IP address for the
session. One example of an authentication accounting server
is discussed in U.S. Pat. No. 5,845,070, which is fully
incorporated here by reference. Other types of authentica-
tion accounting servers are known in the art. However, these
authentication accounting servers lack an Auto-Navi com-
ponent.

The system described herein operates based on user Id’s
supplied to it by a computer. Thus the system does not
“know” who the human being “user” is at the keyboard of
the computer that supplies a user ID. However, for the
purposes of this detailed description, “user” will often be
used as a short hand expression for “the person supplying
inputs to a computer that is supplying the system with a
particular user ID.”

The database 206 is a relational database which stores the
system data. FIG. 3 shows one embodiment of the database
structure. The database, in the preferred embodiment,
includes the following fields: a user account number, the
services allowed or denied each user (for example: e-mail,
Telnet, FTP, 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 how to
modify the rule set during a session, and the like. Rule sets
may also have a preconfigured maximum lifetime to ensure
their removal from the system.

The redirection server 208 is logically located between
the user’s computer 100 and the network, and controls the
user’s access to the network. The redirection server 208
performs all the central tasks of the system. The redirection
server 208 receives information regarding newly established
sessions from the authentication accounting server 204. The
Auto-Navi component of the authentication accounting
server 204 queries the database for the rule set to apply to
each new session, and forwards the rule set and the currently
assigned IP address to the redirection server 208. The
redirection server 208 receives the IP address and rule set,
and is programed to implement the rule set for the IP
address, as well as other attendant logical decisions such as:
checking data packets and blocking or allowing the packets
as a function of the rule sets, performing the physical
redirection of data packets based on the rule sets, and
dynamically changing the rule sets based on conditions.
When the redirection server 208 receives information
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regarding a terminated session from the authentication
accounting server 204, the redirection server 208 removes
any outstanding rule sets and information associated with
the session. The redirection server 208 also checks for and
removes expired rule sets from time to time.

In an alternate embodiment, the redirection server 208
reports all or some selection of session information to the
database 206. This information may then be used for
reporting, or additional rule set generation.

System Features Overview

In the present embodiment, each specific user may be
limited to, or allowed, specific IP services, such as WWW,
FTP and Telnet. This allows a user, for example, WWW
access, but not FTP access or Telnet access. 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
new rule 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 208 replies to the
user’s request with a page containing a redirection com-
mand.

A user may also be periodically redirected to a location,
based on a period of time or some other condition. For
example, the user will first be redirected to a location
regardless of what location the user attempts to reach, then
permitted to access other locations, but every ten minutes the
user is automatically redirected to the first location. The
redirection server 208 accomplishes such a rule set by
setting an initial temporary rule set to redirect all traffic; after
the user accesses the redirected location, the redirection
server then either replaces the temporary rule set with the
user’s standard rule set or removes the rule set altogether
from the redirection server 208. After a certain or variable
time period, such as ten minutes, the redirection server 208
reinstates the rule set again.

The following steps describe details of a typical user
session:

Auser connects to the dial-up network server 102 through
computer 100.

The user inputs user ID and password to the dial-up
network server 102 using computer 100 which for-
wards the information to the authentication accounting
server 204

The authentication accounting server 204 queries data-
base 206 and performs validation check of user ID and
password.

Upon a successful user authentication, the dial-up net-
work server 102 completes the negotiation and assigns
an IP address to the user. Typically, the authentication
accounting server 204 logs the connection in the data-
base 206.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 then sends both the user’s rule set
(contained in database 206) and the user’s IP address
(assigned by the dial-up network server 102) in real
time to the redirection server 208 so that it can filter the
user’s IP packets.
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The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to control (filter, block, redirect, and the
like) the user’s data as a function of the rule set.

The following is an example of a typical user’s rule set,

attendant logic and operation:

If the rule set for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-2) was
such as to only allow that user to access the web site
www.us.com, and permit Telnet services, and redirect all
web access from any server at xyz.com to www.us.com, then
the logic would be as follows:

The database 206 would contain the following record for
user UserID-2:

ID UserID-2

Password: secret

HHHHHHHHRRRE

### Rule Sets ###

HHHHHHHHRRRE

#service rule expire
http WWW.US.Com 0

http * XyZ.Com=>WWW.us.com 0

the user initiates a session, and sends the correct user ID
and password (UserID-2 and secret) to the dial-up
network server 102. As both the user ID and password
are correct, the authentication accounting server 204
authorizes the dial-up network server 102 to establish a
session. The dial-up network server 102 assigns
UserID-2 an IP address (for example, 10.0.0.1) to the
user and passes the IP address to the authentication
accounting server 204.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 sends both the user’s rule set and the
user’s IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server
208.

The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to filter and redirect the user’s packets
according to the rule set. The logic employed by the
redirection server 208 to implement the rule set is as
follows:

IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND
( ((request type=HTTP) AND (destination address=
www.us.com) ) OR (request type=Telnet)
) THEN ok.
IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND
( (request type=HTTP) AND (destination address=
*.XyZ.com)
) THEN (redirect=www.us.com)

The redirection server 208 monitors all the IP packets,
checking each against the rule set. In this situation, if IP
address 10.0.0.1 (the address assigned to user ID UserID-2)
attempts to send a packet containing HTTP data (i.e.,
attempts to connect to port 80 on any machine within the
xyz.com domain) the traffic is redirected by the redirection
server 208 to www.us.com. Similarly, if the user attempts to
connect to any service other then HTTP at www.us.com or
Telnet anywhere, the packet will simply be blocked by the
redirection server 208.

When the user logs out or disconnects from the system,
the redirection server will remove all remaining rule sets.

The following is another example of a typical user’s rule
set, attendant logic and operation:

If the rule set for a particular user (i.e., user UserID-3) was
to force the user to visit the web site www.widgetsell.com,
first, then to have unfettered access to other web sites, then
the logic would be as follows:
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The database 206 would contain the following record for
user UserID-3;

ID UserlD-3

Password: top-secret

HHHHHRRH R

### Rule Sets ###

HHHHHE R

#service rule expire
http *=>www.widgetsell.com Ix

the user initiates a session, and sends the correct user ID
and password (UserID-3 and top-secret) to the dial-up
network server 102. As both the user ID and password
are correct, the authentication accounting server 204
authorizes the dial-up network server 102 to establish a
session. The dial-up network server 102 assigns user ID
3 an IP address (for example, 10.0.0.1) to the user and
passes the IP address to the authentication accounting
server 204.

The Auto-Navi component of the authentication account-
ing server 204 sends both the user’s rule set and the
user’s IP address (10.0.0.1) to the redirection server
208.

The redirection server 208 programs the rule set and IP
address so as to filter and redirect the user’s packets
according to the rule set. The logic employed by the
redirection server 208 to implement the rule set is as
follows:

IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND
(request type=HTTP) THEN (redirect=
www.widgetsell.com)
THEN SET NEW RULE
IF source IP-address=10.0.0.1 AND
(request type=HTTP) THEN ok.

The redirection server 208 monitors all the IP packets,
checking each against the rule set. In this situation, if IP
address 10.0.0.1 (the address assigned to user ID UserID-3)
attempts to send a packet containing HTTP data (i.e.,
attempts to connect to port 80 on any machine) the traffic is
redirected by the redirection server 208 to www.widgetsell-
.com. Once this is done, the redirection server 208 will
remove the rule set and the user if free to use the web
unmolested.

When the user logs out or disconnects from the system,
the redirection server will remove all remaining rule sets.

In an alternate embodiment a user may be periodically
redirected to a location, based on the number of other
factors, such as the number of locations accessed, the time
spent at a location, the types of locations accessed, and other
such factors.

A user’s account can also be disabled after the user has
exceeded a length of time. The authentication accounting
server 204 keeps track of user’s time online. Prepaid use
subscriptions can thus be easily managed by the authenti-
cation accounting Server 204.

In yet another embodiment, signals from the Internet 110
side of redirection server 208 can be used to modify rule sets
being used by the redirection server. Preferably, encryption
and/or authentication are used to verify that the server or
other computer on the Internet 110 side of redirection server
208 is authorized to modify the rule set or rule sets that are
being attempted to be modified. An example of this embodi-
ment is where it is desired that a user be redirected to a
particular web site until the fill out a questionnaire or satisfy
some other requirement on such a web site. In this example,
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the redirection server redirects a user to a particular web site
that includes a questionnaire. After this web site receives
acceptable data in all required fields, the web site then sends
an authorization to the redirection server that deletes the
redirection to the questionnaire web site from the rule set for
the user who successfully completed the questionnaire. Of
course, the type of modification an outside server can make
to a rule set on the redirection server is not limited to
deleting a redirection rule, but can include any other type of
modification to the rule set that is supported by the redirec-
tion server as discussed above.

It will be clear to one skilled in the art that the invention
may be implemented to control (block, allow and redirect)
any type of service, such as Telnet, FTP, WWW and the like.
The invention is easily programmed to accommodate new
services or networks and is not limited to those services and
networks (e.g., the Internet) now know in the art.

It will also be clear that the invention may be imple-
mented on a non-IP based networks which implement other
addressing schemes, such as IPX, MAC addresses and the
like. While the operational environment detailed in the
preferred embodiment is that of an ISP connecting users to
the Internet, it will be clear to one skilled in the art that the
invention may be implemented in any application where
control over users’ access to a network or network resources
is needed, such as a local area network, wide area network
and the like. Accordingly, neither the environment nor the
communications protocols are limited to those discussed.

What is claimed is:

1. A system comprising:

a database with entries correlating each of a plurality of

user IDs with an individualized rule set;

a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from

users’ computers;

a redirection server connected to the dial-up network

server and a public network, and

an authentication accounting server connected to the

database, the dial-up network server and the redirection
server;

wherein the dial-up network server communicates a first

user ID for one of the users’ computers and a tempo-
rarily assigned network address for the first user ID to
the authentication accounting server;
wherein the authentication accounting server accesses the
database and communicates the individualized rule set
that correlates with the first user ID and the temporarily
assigned network address to the redirection server; and

wherein data directed toward the public network from the
one of the users’ computers are processed by the
redirection server according to the individualized rule
set.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further provides control over a plurality of data to and from
the users’ computers as a function of the individualized rule
set.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further blocks the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized rule set.

4. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further allows the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized rule set.

5. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further redirects the data to and from the users’ computers as
a function of the individualized rule set.

6. The system of claim 1, wherein the redirection server
further redirects the data from the users’ computers to
multiple destinations as a function of the individualized rule
set.
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7. The system of claim 1, wherein the database entries for
a plurality of the plurality of users’ IDs are correlated with
a common individualized rule set.

8. In a system comprising a database with entries corre-
lating each of a plurality of user IDs with an individualized
rule set; a dial-up network server that receives user IDs from
users’ computers; a redirection server connected to the
dial-up network server and a public network, and an authen-
tication accounting server connected to the database, the
dial-up network server and the redirection server, the
method comprising the steps of:

communicating a first user ID for one of the users’
computers and a temporarily assigned network address
for the first user ID from the dial-up network server to
the authentication accounting server;

communicating the individualized rule set that correlates
with the first user ID and the temporarily assigned
network address to the redirection server from the
authentication accounting server;

and processing data directed toward the public network
from the one of the users’ computers according to the
individualized rule set.

9. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
controlling a plurality of data to and from the users’ com-
puters as a function of the individualized rule set.

10. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
blocking the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

11. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
allowing the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

12. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
redirecting the data to and from the users’ computers as a
function of the individualized rule set.

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

14. The method of claim 8, further including the step of
creating database entries for a plurality of the plurality of
users’ IDs, the plurality of users’ ID further being correlated
with a common individualized rule set.

15. A system comprising:

a redirection server programed with a user’s rule set
correlated to a temporarily assigned network address;

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

wherein the redirection server is configured to allow
automated modification of at least a portion of the rule
set correlated to the temporarily assigned network
address; and wherein the redirection server is config-
ured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of some combination of time, data
transmitted to or from the user, or location the user
access.

16. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of time.

17. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of the data transmitted to or from the
user.
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18. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow modification of at least a portion of the
rule set as a function of the location or locations the user
access.

19. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of time.

20. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of the data
transmitted to or from the user.

21. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of the location or
locations the user access.

22.The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
is configured to allow the removal or reinstatement of at
least a portion of the rule set as a function of some
combination of time, data transmitted to or from the user, or
location or locations the user access.

23. The system of claim 15, wherein the redirection server
has a user side that is connected to a computer using the
temporarily assigned network address and a network side
connected to a computer network and wherein the computer
using the temporarily assigned network address is connected
to the computer network through the redirection server.

24. The system of claim 23 wherein instructions to the
redirection server to modify the rule set are received by one
or more of the user side of the redirection server and the
network side of the redirection server.

25.1n 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 more of: time, the data transmitted
to or from the user and the location or locations the user
access.
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