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Key Points

• Claim Construction

• Ground 1
• Obvious for a “first provider” to “utilize” Bodart’s server to provide a “telephony service”
• Configuring Bodart’s server is a “request to provision a second service”
• Logging into email or IM server serves to “activate the second service”
• Creating rules in Bodart’s server acts to “associate the second service with the first 

telephone number”

• Ground 2
• de Castro provides a “telephone service… associated with the first telephone number”
• Petition consistently identified “client 40” as “the first user”
• de Castro shows “mapping” caller and called phone numbers to Jabber IDs

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE 3



© 2023  Cisco and/or its affiliates. All rights reserved.   Cisco Confidential

“request to provision” &
“activate”

Zilkr identifies only “permissive” 
disclosures in the specification

Patent Owner Response

Patent Owner Response at 33.

“[I]t is . . . not enough that the only 
embodiments, or all of the embodiments, contain 
a particular limitation to limit a claim term 
beyond its ordinary meaning.”

Aventis Pharma S.A. v. Hospira, Inc., 675 F.3d 1324, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 
2012) (internal quotations omitted).
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“request to provision” & “activate”

We agree with the Board, which wrote:

[T]his language [of the specification] clearly is permissive, not 
mandatory. At most, this sentence [which the Court has 
reproduced above] explains that the cellular telecommunication 
system can be a UMTS system or GSM system; not that the 
cellular telecommunication system must be a UMTS system 
or GSM system.

Sisvel Int’l S.A. v. Sierra Wireless, Inc., 81 F.4th 1231 (Fed. Cir. 2023) (bold emphasis added).
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“request to provision” &
“activate”

Ex.1001, Claims 1 & 4 (discussed in Petitioner Reply at 8).

“[W]here the limitation that is sought to be ‘read into’ an 
independent claim already appears in a dependent claim, 
the doctrine of claim differentiation is at its strongest.”

Liebel-Flarsheim Co. v. Medrad Inc., 358 F.3d 898, 910 (Fed. Cir. 2004).

* * *
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“utilized by”

Patent Owner Sur-Reply at 14.

“[I]t is . . . not enough that the only embodiments, or all of the 
embodiments, contain a particular limitation to limit a claim 

term beyond its ordinary meaning.”

Aventis Pharma S.A. v. Hospira, Inc., 675 F.3d 1324, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 
2012) (internal quotations omitted).

Patent Owner Sur-Reply
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“associated with”

Patent Owner Response at 54.

Patent Owner Response

Patent Owner Response at 55.
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Key Points

• Claim Construction

• Ground 1
• Obvious for a “first provider” to “utilize” Bodart’s server to provide a “telephony service”
• Configuring Bodart’s server is a “request to provision a second service”
• Logging into email or IM server serves to “activate the second service”
• Creating rules in Bodart’s server acts to “associate the second service with the first 

telephone number”

• Ground 2
• de Castro provides a “telephone service… associated with the first telephone number”
• Petition consistently identified “client 40” as “the first user”
• de Castro shows “mapping” caller and called phone numbers to Jabber IDs
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Bodart’s server “utilized” by a “first provider”

Houh Declaration

Ex.1005, ¶100-101 (cited in Petition at 31; Petitioner Reply at 14-15).
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Telephone service providers knew to “utilize” a 
server (like Bodart’s) to provide telephone services

Ex.1035, [0039] (cited in Petitioner Reply at 13; discussed further in 
Supplemental Houh Declaration, Ex.1030, ¶ ¶19-20).

Tertiary Evidence – Buford 
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Telephone service providers knew to “utilize” a 
server (like Bodart’s) to provide telephone services

* * *

* * *

* * *

* * *

Ex.1036, Abstract, 6:9-12, 6:32-35, 6:57-61, 7:9-14, 8:19-20 (cited in Petitioner’s Reply at 13; discussed 
further in Supplemental Houh Declaration, Ex.1003, ¶21-22). 

Tertiary Evidence – Chemin 

12DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT - NOT EVIDENCE



© 2023  Cisco and/or its affiliates. All rights reserved.   Cisco Confidential

“a request to provision a second service”

Petitioner Reply

Petitioner Reply at 18.
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“a request to provision a second service”
Supplemental Houh Declaration

Ex.1003, ¶32 (cited in 
Petitioner Reply at 18).
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“activate the second service with the second provider”

Ex.1003, ¶37 (cited in Petitioner Reply at 22.

Supplemental Houh Declaration
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“associate the second service with the first 
telephone number”

Ex.1003, ¶40 (cited in Petitioner Reply at 23-24.

Supplemental Houh Declaration
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Key Points
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“to provide… telephone service”

Ex.1008, [0002] (cited in Petition at 53 & 60; Petitioner Reply at 26).

de Castro
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“associated with the first telephone number”

Ex.1008, [0116] (cited in Petition at 60; Petitioner Reply at 28).

de Castro
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“the telephone service is associated with the first 
telephone number”

Ex.1008, [0139] & [0141] (cited in Petition at 60, 63).

de Castro
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“the telephone service is associated with the first 
telephone number”

Petition at 60.

de Castro
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“the telephone service is associated with the first 
telephone number”

Ex.1008, [0139] & [0141] (cited in Petition at 60, 64, 66).

de Castro
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“a request to provision a second service for the first user”

Petition at 58-59, 62.

Petition analyzing [1.4] Petition analyzing [1.3]
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“mapping from the first telephone number to a second 
identifier (ID)”

Ex.1008, [0114] (discussed in Petition at 52, 60, 63-66; Petitioner Reply at 30-31).

de Castro
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