
  

 
 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
 

___________________ 
 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
 

___________________ 
 
 

ROKU, INC., 
Petitioner 

 
v. 
 

MEDIA CHAIN, LLC, 
Patent Owner 

 
___________________ 

 
Case IPR2022-00391 

U.S. Patent No. 10,489,560 
___________________ 

 

 

PETITIONER’S UNOPPOSED MOTION TO DISMISS PETITION  
FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW 

 
 
 
 
 
Mail Stop “PATENT BOARD” 
Patent Trial and Appeal Board  
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case IPR2022-00391 
U.S. Patent No. 10,489,560  

 - i - 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

 REASONS WHY TERMINATION IS APPROPRIATE ............................... 1 

 STATUS OF PROCEEDINGS INVOLVING THE CHALLENGED 
PATENT .......................................................................................................... 2 

 CONCLUSION ................................................................................................ 2 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Case IPR2022-00391 
U.S. Patent No. 10,489,560  

 - ii - 

PETITIONER’S UPDATED EXHIBIT LIST 
 

Exhibit No. Description 

1001 U.S. Patent No. 10,489,560 (“’560 patent”) 

1002 
Declaration of John Tinsman in Support of Petition for Inter Partes 
Review of U.S. Patent No. 10,489,560 

1003 U.S. Patent Publication No. 2004/0010417 to Peled (“Peled”)  

1004 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2011/0191246 to Brandstetter et al. 
(“Brandstetter”) 

1005 U.S. Patent Publication No. 2005/0004873 to Pou et al. (“Pou”) 

1006 U.S. Patent Publication No. 2008/0140433 to Levy et al. (“Levy”) 

1007 U.S. Patent No. 7,818,261 to Weiskopf et al. (“Weiskopf”) 

1008 Intentionally Left Blank 

1009 
Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 9,715,581 (“’581 
Prosecution History”) 
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Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 9,898,590 (“’590 
Prosecution History”) 

1011 
Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 10,489,560 (“’560 
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Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 10,860,691 (“’691 
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Prosecution History of U.S. Patent No. 10,885,154 (“’154 
Prosecution History”) 

1015 Curriculum Vitae of John Tinsman 

1016 U.S. Patent No. 7,043,473 to Rassool et al. (“Rassool”) 

1017 Mary Madden, The State of Music Online: Ten Years After Napster, 
Pew Research Center (June 15, 2009) 
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“Digital Rights Management,” FTC.org (March 25, 2009) 
(https://www.ftc.gov/news-events/events-calendar/2009/03/digital-
rights-management) 

1021 
U.S. Patent No. 8,776,216 to Boccon-Gibod et al. (“Boccon-
Gibod”) 
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Urs Gasser et al., “Case Study: DRM-protected Music 
Interoperability and e-Innovation,” Harvard.edu (November 2007) 
(https://dash.harvard.edu/bitstream/handle/1/2794938/DRM-
protected+Music+Interoperability+and+eInnovation.pdf;jsessionid=
FEC1E2A0F87ABB7EB30E41EA93AC1CAC?sequence=2) 

1023 Intentionally Left Blank 

1024 Intentionally Left Blank 

1025 Intentionally Left Blank 

1026 Intentionally Left Blank 

1027 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2011/0314378 A1 to Nijim et al. 
(“Nijim”) 

1028 
“Apple TV Coming to Your Living Room,”Apple.com (January 9, 
2007) (https://www.apple.com/newsroom/2007/01/09Apple-TV-
Coming-to-Your-Living-Room/) 

1029 
Jaap Haitsma, et al., “A Highly Robust Audio Fingerprinting 
System,” 3rd International Conference on Music Information 
Retrieval, Paris, France, October 13-17, 2002 (“Haitsma”) 

1030 U.S. Patent No. 9,554,176 to Gharaat et al. (“Gharaat”) 
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1032 U.S. Patent No. 8,306,976 to Handman et al. (“Handman”) 
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1034 U.S. Patent No. 7,081,579 to Alcade et al. (“Alcade”) 
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Avery Li-Chun Wang, “An Industrial-Strength Audio Search 
Algorithm,” 4th International Conference on Music Information 
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song-you-th-5647458 

1037 
European Patent Application Publication No. 1,558,032 to Widevine 
Technologies, Inc. 

1038 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2013/0051772 to Ramaswamy et al. 
(“Ramaswamy”) 

1039 U.S. Patent No. 5,223,924 to Strubbe et al. (“Strubbe924”) 

1040 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2001/0056405 to Muyres et al. 
(“Muyres”) 

1041 U.S. Patent No. 7,603,382 to Halt, Jr. (“Halt”) 

1042 U.S. Patent No. 10,447,564 to Abraham et al. (“Abraham”) 
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