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APPEARANCES:

ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONER:
THEODORE M. FOSTER, ESQUIRE
DAVID MCCOMBS, ESQUIRE
Haynes and Boone, LLP
2505 N. Plano Road
Suite 4000
Richardson, Texas 75082

ON BEHALF OF PATENT OWNER:
BRETT MANGRAUM, ESQUIRE
Mangrum Law Group, PLLC
1515 N Town East Blvd
Suite 138
Mesquite, TX 75150

ALSO PRESENT:

DINA BILKSHTEYN, ESQUIRE
KEVIN K. MCNISH, ESQUIRE

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing Thursday, January
18, 2018, commencing at 1:00 p.m., at the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office, 600 Dulany Street, Alexandria, Virginia.
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515 PROCEEDINGS

2 JUDGE SMITH: Please be seated.

3 (Pause.)

4 JUDGE SMITH: Good afternoon. Welcome to the Patent

5Trial and Appeal Board. We're here this afternoon for a hearing in two
6inter-parties review matters IPR2016-00058 and 2017-00198. The case
7in which Cisco Systems is the Petitioner and Uniloc Luxembourg is the

gPatent Owner. I'd like to start by getting appearance of Counsel.

9 Petitioner, please step up to the podium and make your
10appearance.
11 MR. MCCOMBS: Hello, Your Honors. I'm David

12McCombs, I'm lead counsel in this case. With me is my partner Theodor
13Foster who will be making the presentation today. Also here on behalf of
14Cisco is Kevin McNish and Dina Blikshteyn.

15 JUDGE SMITH: Welcome. Who do we have on behalf of
16Patent Owner?

17 MR. MANGRAUM: Good afternoon, Your Honors. My
18name is Brett Mangraum, I'll be representing Patent Owner, Uniloc

19Luxembourg. With me is partner Jim Etheridge of Etheridge Law Group.

20 JUDGE SMITH: Thank you. I'd like to --

21 MR. MANGRAUM: And I will --

22 JUDGE SMITH: Oh. Go --

23 MR. MANGRAUM: I will be presenting today, Your
24Honor.

25 JUDGE SMITH: Okay.

26 MR. MANGRAUM: And I'm also lead counsel.
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1 JUDGE SMITH: Thank you. I'd like to go over a few
2administrative details quickly before we begin, just about the start of the
3hearing today. Our trial hearing order indicated that there will be 30
4minutes of argument for each side. Petitioner, you'll go first presenting
syour case. Patent Owner will then be allowed to respond to Petitioner.
6Petitioner, if you wish, you may reserve time for rebuttal. Do you wish
7to do so?
8 MR. FOSTER: Yes. Your Honor, can I reserve ten minutes
ofor rebuttal, please?
10 JUDGE SMITH: Ten minutes for rebuttal. Thank you. One
11more administrative detail. When you reference your slides, please
12identify the particular slide number so that we can keep track of which
13slide you're discussing here during the hearing. And also when we
14review the transcript, it makes it easier to read the transcript.
15 Petitioner, when you're ready, you may begin.
16 MR. FOSTER: Good afternoon, and may it please the
17Board. First, just a minor housekeeping matter. To clarify, I believe the

18proceeding number for both of these the year should be 2017.

19 JUDGE SMITH: Oh. My mistake. I'm sorry.

20 MR. FOSTER: Each party made a slight typo in their cover
21sheets on their demonstratives.

22 JUDGE SMITH: T see.

23 MR. FOSTER: But it's 2017 for both cases. Both these

24cases involve technology for transitioning from written communication to
25spoken or voice communication. And, specifically, for transitioning from

26exchange of instant messages to a conference call. And that same idea,
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1that same transition, from instant messaging to conference calling is

2discussed and disclosed in both of the references in ground 1 of each of

3these proceedings, Hamberg and Lamb.

4 And so I'd like to start today's discussion by addressing how

sHamberg describes the message format and making that transition, how

6L.amb describes the one click button makes that initiation very easy, and
7then why a person of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious
8to combine their teachings and arrive at the claim subject matter.

9 Skipping to slide 5, the first topic I'd like to go over relates
10to Hamberg's description of the communication system where users are
11initially exchanging instant messages and then they move on to a
12conference call when one of those users can send a short call alias
13message.

14 Looking at slide 6, I have here the abstract from Hamberg
15which describes this key idea of setting up a conference call from an
16exchange of instant messages and moving, quote, "from message chatting
17to conference calling by sending a predefined message to the server,"
18close quote. And so that message that Hamberg describes provides the
19indication to the server that the users would like to leave instant
20messaging and move on to conference calling.

21 Looking at slide 7, Hamberg is -- also describes the rather
22unremarkable idea that not everyone is available all of the time. And as
23Hamberg's example provides, and it's just an example, Hamberg has an
24example user names Max who has set his status to be absent, and then the
25note indicated in Hamberg's figure shows that he is apparently asleep.

2650, obviously, Max has indicated he does not want to take part in a
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