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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

____________ 

 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

____________ 

 

SNAP INC., 

Petitioner, 

 

v. 

 

VAPORSTREAM, INC., 

Patent Owner. 

____________ 

 

Case IPR2018-00200 

Patent 8,886,739 B2 

____________ 

 

 

Before JUSTIN T. ARBES, STACEY G. WHITE, and 

JENNIFER MEYER CHAGNON, Administrative Patent Judges. 

 

WHITE, Administrative Patent Judge. 

 

 

 

FINAL WRITTEN DECISION 

35 U.S.C. § 318(a) 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner, Snap Inc., filed a Petition for inter partes review of claims 

1 and 4–6 of U.S. Patent No. 8,886,739 B2 (Ex. 1001, “the ’739 patent”).  

Paper 2 (“Pet.”).  We instituted trial on claims 1 and 4–6 on all asserted 

grounds of unpatentability.  Paper 13 (“Decision”).  Patent Owner, 

Vaporstream, Inc., filed a Patent Owner Response (Paper 25, “PO Resp.”), 

Petitioner filed a Reply (Paper 30, “Reply”), and Patent Owner filed a 

Sur-Reply (Paper 32, “Sur-Reply”).  Patent Owner also filed a Motion to 

Exclude (Paper 34) to which Petitioner filed an Opposition (Paper 36). 

An oral hearing was held on March 27, 2019, and a transcript of the 

hearing is included in the record.  Paper 44 (“Tr.”). 

We have authority under 35 U.S.C. § 6.  This Decision is issued 

pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 318(a).  For the reasons that follow, we determine 

that Petitioner has shown by a preponderance of the evidence that claims 1 

and 4–6 of the ’739 patent are unpatentable. 

A. Related Matters 

The ’739 patent is at issue in Vaporstream, Inc. v. Snap Inc., 

No. 2:17-cv-00220-MLH-KS (C.D. Cal.).  Paper 3; Pet. 1.  Petitioner has 

filed at least nine other petitions for inter partes review directed to related 

patents that are owned by Patent Owner.  Paper 9.   

B. The ’739 Patent 

The ’739 patent is directed to “[a]n electronic messaging system and 

method with reduced traceability.”  Ex. 1001, Abstract.  As noted in the 

’739 patent specification, “[t]ypically, an electronic message between two 

people is not private.”  Id. at 1:53–54.  Messages may be intercepted by third 

parties; logged and archived; or copied, cut, pasted, or printed.  Id. at 1:54–
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58.  “This may give a message a ‘shelf-life’ that is often uncontrollable by 

the sender or even the recipient.”  Id. at 1:59–60.  The challenged claims are 

directed to a “sender-side” method for reducing traceability of an electronic 

message.  See id. at 2:14–22, 18:50–19:12.   

Figure 3 of the ’739 patent is reproduced below. 

 

Figure 3 depicts an example of the ’739 patent’s messaging system.  Id. at 

10:51–52.  System 300 includes user computers 315 and 320 and single 

server computer 310.  Id. at 10:52–54.  Electronic message 330 is 

communicated via this system using a method detailed below.   
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Figure 5 of the ’739 patent is reproduced below. 

 

Figure 5 is a flow chart depicting an exemplary method of the ’739 patent.  

Id. at 3:31–32.  In step 510, the user inputs the recipient’s address on a 

screen.  See id. at 11:30–35, 11:42–45, Fig. 8.  A recipient address identifies 

a particular desired recipient and may be a unique identifier (e.g., a screen 

name, a login name, a messaging name, etc.) that has been established for 

use with this system or it may be a preexisting address such as an email 

address, Short Message Service (SMS) address, telephone number, or 
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Blackberry personal identification number.  Id. at 6:63–7:9.  After the 

recipient address has been entered, the system will proceed to step 515 and 

display another screen wherein the user may input the content of an 

electronic message.  Id. at 11:42–48, Fig. 9.  “An electronic message may be 

any electronic file, data and/or other information transmitted between one or 

more user computers.”  Id. at 7:39–41.  The electronic message may include 

text, image, video, audio, or other types of data.  Id. at 7:41–49.  In one 

embodiment, “the recipient address and the message content are entered on 

separate display screens.”  Id. at 11:48–49.  “Separation of the entry of the 

recipient address and message content further reduces the traceability of an 

electronic message by, in part, reducing the ability of logging at computer 

315” that receives the message, for example, by preventing screenshot 

logging from capturing the recipient address and message content 

simultaneously.  Id. at 9:9–11, 11:51–54. 

At step 520, the message content is communicated to the server.  Id. at 

11:61–63.  The recipient address is communicated to the server separately 

from the corresponding message content in order to reduce the ability to 

intercept the entire message during communication to the server.  Id. at 

11:64–12:1.  “[A] correlation (e.g., a non-identifying message ID . . . ) may 

be utilized to associate the two components.”  Id. at 6:58–60.  In this regard, 

“at step 530, system 300 generates a message ID for associating the 

separated message content and header information [(which includes the 

recipient address)] of electronic message 330.  Server 310 maintains a 

correspondence between the message content and header information.”  Id. 

at 12:26–30, 6:46–54; see also id. at 13:19–21 (“A message ID [is] used to 

maintain correspondence between the separated components of electronic 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


