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Before LOURIE, DYK, and MOORE, Circuit Judges.
MOORE, Circuit Judge.

MobileMedia Ideas, LLC sued Samsung Electronics
Co., Ltd. and Samsung Electronics America, Inc. (collec-
tively, Samsung), alleging infringement of the claims of
U.S. Patent No. 6,427,078 and U.S. Patent No. 5,915,239.1
In March 2017, MobileMedia assigned the patents-in-suit
to Ironworks, which was then substituted as plaintiff in
July 2017. In October 2018, the district court issued a
claim construction order, construing claim terms of both
the ’078 patent and '239 patent. Following the claim con-
struction order, the parties stipulated to noninfringement
of the claims of the ’078 patent and to noninfringement and
invalidity of the claims of the 239 patent. The district
court entered judgment based on its claim construction or-
der and the parties’ stipulation. Ironworks appeals the

1 MobileMedia also asserted infringement of the
claims of U.S. Patent No. 5,553,125. Samsung filed coun-
terclaims alleging noninfringement and invalidity of the
asserted claims of the ’125 patent. The district court dis-
missed with prejudice the claim of infringement of the as-
serted claims of the '125 patent. Order Granting Motion to
Dismiss Claim Regarding ’125 Patent, Ironworks Patents
LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al., No. 4:17-cv-
01958-HSG (N.D. Cal. Nov. 16, 2017), ECF No. 140. It
later dismissed without prejudice Samsung’s counter-
claims of noninfringement and invalidity of the asserted
claims of the 125 patent. Order of Final Decision, Iron-
works Patents LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al.,
No. 4:17-cv-01958-HSG (N.D. Cal. Nov. 22, 2019), ECF No.
178. The district court also dismissed without prejudice
Samsung’s counterclaim for invalidity of the asserted
claims of the '078 patent. Id.
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district court’s judgment, arguing that the district court’s
claim constructions were erroneous. We have jurisdiction
under 28 U.S.C. § 1295(a)(1).

For the reasons discussed below, we vacate and remand
the district court’s judgment of noninfringement of the as-
serted claims of the 078 patent because the district court
erred in its construction of the term “camera unit.” We also
vacate and remand the judgment of invalidity of the as-
serted claims of the ’239 patent because the district court
erred in its construction of the term “means for interpret-
ing the received voice commands.” Finally, we affirm the
judgment of noninfringement of the asserted claims of the
’239 patent because the district court did not err in its con-
struction of the term “means for storing the sub-identifi-

”»

ers.
I. THE’ 078 PATENT

Ironworks asserted infringement of claims 1-3, 6, 18,
36, 38, 42, 46, 73, and 77 of the 078 patent. All three as-
serted independent claims—claims 1, 36, and 73— require
a “camera unit.” The district court construed “camera unit”
as “camera arrangement comprising a camera, optics, mi-
croprocessor and memory, battery, and interface to exter-
nal systems constituting an individual component of a
whole personal communication device or whole portable
mobile cellular phone.” J.A. 40. Based on the district
court’s construction of “camera unit,” the parties stipulated
to noninfringement of the asserted claims of the ’078 pa-
tent. The district court entered final judgment of nonin-
fringement of those claims. Ironworks appeals from that
decision, arguing that the district court erroneously con-
strued the term “camera unit.”

We review a district court’s claim construction de novo
except for underlying fact findings related to extrinsic evi-
dence, which we review for clear error. Teva Pharm. USA,
Inc. v. Sandoz, Inc., 135 S. Ct. 831, 835 (2015). “The words
of a claim are generally given their ordinary and customary
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meaning as understood by a person of ordinary skill in the
art when read in the context of the specification and pros-
ecution history.” Thorner v. Sony Comput. Entm’t Am.

LLC, 669 F.3d 1362, 1365 (Fed. Cir. 2012). We hold that
the district court erred in its construction of “camera unit.”

The 078 patent is directed to a device for personal com-
munication, data collection and data processing. ’078 pa-
tent at 1:10-12. The device 1s a “small-sized, portable and
hand-held work station,” such as a notebook computer, that
includes a data processing unit, a display, a user interface,
at least one memory unit, a power source, and application
software. ’078 patent at Abstract; see also id. at 1:12—-17.
In some embodiments, the device also includes a camera
unit, which may be placed into the housing of the device or
fitted on a PCMCIA card, e.g., an insertable camera card.

Id.

The three independent claims in which the term “cam-
era unit” appears differ in the elements the “camera unit”
comprises. Claim 1 recites:

1. A portable cellular mobile phone for personal
communication, data collection and data pro-
cessing, which is a small-sized, portable and hand-
held work station including a housing and compris-
ing

a data processing unit comprising a microproces-
sor,

a display,

a user interface,

a number of peripheral device interfaces,

at least one memory unit;

a power source, and

application software,

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Case: 20-1191 Document: 26 Page: 5 Filed: 02/21/2020

TIRONWORKS PATENTS LLC v. SAMSUNG ELECS. CO., LTD. 5

wherein the device also comprises:

a camera unit for obtaining and outputting image
information comprising:

a camera for receiving image information;

optics connected to said camera for passing said im-
age information to the camera;

means for processing and for storing at least a por-
tion of said image information obtained by said
camera unit for later recall and processing;

at least one memory unit for storing said image in-
formation; and

an output coupled to said data processing unit for
outputting image information from said memory
unit to the processing unit; and

wherein at least a portion of said camera unit is lo-
cated within said housing, and said data processing
unit processes image information output by said
camera unit,

wherein said display presents image information
obtained by said camera unit, and

wherein said device further comprises means for
transmitting image information processed by said
processing unit to another location using a radio
frequency channel.

(emphasis added). Claim 36 recites:

36. A portable notebook computer having a hous-
Ing, comprising:

a camera unit for recording an image of a selected
object, and having at least one memory unit for
storing an image recorded by said camera unit;
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