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TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS
FEBRUARY 20, 2024
8:08 A M

THE COURT: Good norning. This is Judge Janeson
Lee. |I'mhear with nmy coll eague Judge John Horvath and
Judge St. John Courtenay IIl. W are here for |IPR
2024- 00002 Sansung El ectronics Conpany versus Slyde
Anal ytics LLC. If there's anyone on this call not for
this case, please disconnect. And | understand the
parties have arranged for a court reporter. Let ne
take a roll call see who's here for petitioner and
who's here for patent owner starting with petitioner
pl ease.

MR. COOK: Thank you, your Honor. This is Brian
Cook with O Melveny and Myers for petitioner Samsung.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. COOK: And with ne today are ny col |l eagues
Ti m Fi nk and Ben Haber.

THE COURT: Thank you. Patent owner?

MR. LAMBRI ANAKOS: Good norning, your Honor.
This is Peter Lanbrianakos on behalf of the patent
owner .

THE COURT: Okay. Anyone else from patent
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owner ?

MR. LAMBRI ANAKOS: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. So | understand fromthe
e-mail communication that this is a call where the
petitioner's requesting authorization to file
prelimnary reply. | think nost of the itens
petitioner wants to address in a prelimnary reply has
to do with the case 2024-00002, four zeros and a two.
But towards the end of the e-mail it's also nentioning
a synptomtype issue that's common to four cases,
that's 224-00006, 224-00040 and 224-00041; is that
correct.

MR. COOK: This is Brian Cook your Honor, yes
that is correct.

THE COURT: So ny plan is to just let counsel
for petitioner tell us why you should be granted
perm ssion to file this prelimnary reply and then turn
it over to patent owner to find out why patent owner
opposes. (Go ahead, petitioner.

MR. COOK: Thank you, your Honor. This is Brian
Cook. So there are, there are 4 issues that we brought
up in our e-mail that we'd like to discuss today. And
| "' m happy to respond to themall first if the Board
woul d |i ke or we can go one at a tine.

THE COURT: Let's get rid of the easy one, the
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di scretionary denial itens, the 325D and the 314A

Wel | perhaps maybe | can cut through sone.

Patent owner, in |ight of the

filing by

petitioner of the Sotera stipulation do you still ask

for discretionary denial under 314A?

MR. LAMBRI ANAKOS: No, your Honor.

We, well we

do, but we believe that it's likely under the case | aw

t hat discretionary denial will not be ruled. So, you

know, in our view based on the current guidance we

understand that it's very unlikely that discretionary

deni al woul d be, would be granted.

THE COURT: But --

MR. LAMBRI ANAKOS: | don't want to waive that
ar gunment .
THE COURT: | see, okay. All right. Because if

you waive it then they don't need to tal k about it. So

petitioner they're not waiving the argunment. They're

still going to say we should discretionaril
314A. We could, if you think it's appropri
could respond to that if it's just to say,
what ever you want to say long or short. |
not a problem Is that understood?

MR. COOK: Okay. That's understood.

applies to all 4 of the cases then?

y deny under
ate you
you know,

think that's

And t hat

THE COURT: No, if you could start with 325D
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which is, oh the rest of the issues all have to do with
this particular case, 2024-00002. So you can start
with 325D and then nove into the other 2 technical
| ssues. We woul d appreciate it.

MR. COOK: (Okay. Thank you, your Honor. This
I's Brian Cook again. So the 325D issue, this is patent
owner's argunent that the petition should be denied
under 325D. As we understand it the patent owner is
arguing that the hoteling reference which is Exhibit
1006, is previously considered art because it's
I ncorporated by reference into a different hoteling
reference which I'lIl call hoteling 535 which was
di scussed during prosecution.

And we believe this is just contrary to
the MPP and support precedent. And this is what we
want to address in our papers. And | can also go into
that issue in nore detail if the Court would Iike.

THE COURT: This sounds a little odd. You're
saying there's a hoteling reference and it is
I ncorporated by reference into another reference which
is al so named hot el ing.

MR. COOK: That's correct, your Honor. It's an,
it's another patent by the sane inventor. The inventor
has dozens of patents. They're unrelated patents in

the sense that they have different disclosures.
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They' re not cumul ati ve of one anot her and patent owner
does not argue it's cunulative. But it does happen to
I ncorporate by reference the other hoteling patents
that we rely on as a secondary reference.

THE COURT: | see. There's no ni sunderstandi ng
by the parties that there's |ike a double, two
references by the same nanme and one is incorporated by
the other. That's not the issue of m sidentification;
is that right?

MR. COOK: | don't believe so.

THE COURT: Ckay. Okay you can nove on to the
other two. Well maybe let's solve this 325D. Let's
hear from Patent owner on 325D. Wy woul d you oppose a
prelimnary reply addressing the 325D?

MR. LAMBRI ANAKOS: Pat ent owner opposes because
the petitioner hasn't stated any reason why to adopt
the argunent in it's petition. The hoteling reference
that it relies on, hoteling 1006 incorporated by
reference into the hoteling application that was
considered by the PTO, that's readily apparent from any
review of the prosecution history we obviously found
t hat when we reviewed the background of the, of the
patent at issue.

It's not sinply enough to say that, you

know, they have an argunent as to why 325D shoul dn't
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apply. The question for the call, ny understanding is
that they need to tell us why they didn't address the
I ssue although it was apparent at the tinme of the
petition.

It's not as if we raised an i ssue which
t hey coul dn't know about, didn't know about, which
wasn't, which they could not anticipate. And so
putting asi de whether they think they have a response
to the argunment, the issue of whether it should have
been addressed in the petition is clear and that is it
shoul d have. And therefore there shouldn't be the
opportunity for nore papers on this issue.

THE COURT: We understand your position. Okay
before we nove on to the other two subject matter, is
t here anything else you want to say on 325D,
petitioner?

MR. COOK: Yes, if | could just address that
briefly I think the issue is, the case lawis quite
clear in the MPP and the Court precedent is that
reference incorporated by reference by another one does
not make it considered art. That's why we didn't need
to address that issue. So this is not sonething we
expected Patent owner would bring up as a reason to
deny the petition. That's why we wanted to have the

opportunity to address it here.
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THE COURT: Ckay thank you. Now if you can go
over to the two technical argunents about what the art
does, but does not show we woul d appreciate it.

MR. COOK: Yes, thank you. So the second issue
is that we would |li ke to, we believe that the, the
Patent owner's prelimnary response characterizes the
reference, the prior art references and what's in the
petition and takes kind of a narrow view of what's
di scl osed.

The first issue we wanted to address was
the limtation about whether or not the card w dget
occupies the entire matri x display. Patent owner
suggests that the only disclosure in there or that the
only disclosure that petitioner relies on is sonething
t hat the cards occupy substantially all of the display
and argues that petitioner is arguing that
substantially all, discloses all.

And that's just not the case. Petitioner
has poi nted out separate disclosures, a Louse reference
that clearly states it includes the entire display
area. And we also rely on expert testinony that, why
It would be obvious that that entire display area
di scl osure discloses the (inaudible) limtation.

We wanted to point out the petition's, the

portions of the petition and the references in our
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expert declaration to make sure that that's not
over | ooked.

THE COURT: This has to do with item 2 in your
e-mail, not item 3.

MR. COOK: Item2, that's correct.

THE COURT: And this is the only thing you want
to say sonething about because there's quite a bit of
argunment on that matter, whether cards are being
scroll ed and whether cards are being scrolled in their
expanded form Those are also issues or from what |
just heard you only care about whether substantially
all nanmes entire; is that right?

MR. COOK: Well | would say what we want to
address is that in both the Louse reference, the first
primary reference and the second primary reference
simlar argunent is raised. And the argunent is that
It's whether you can scroll cards in their, as entire,
considering the entire display area.

We do want to address specifically the
entire display area disclosure and the argunents that
open w dgets can be scrolled and open w dgets woul d
al so occupy the entire display area. That's for the

Louse reference and sim | ar argunment for the Duarte.

THE COURT: Let's not go to Duarte yet. |Item 2
doesn't have to do with Duarte. Item 2 only has to do
Page 10

Veritext Lega Solutions
Caendar-CA @veritext.com 866-299-5127

Petitioner Samsung Ex-1035, 0010




© 00 N oo o0 b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P P P P P P PP PR
o A W N B O © 00 N O U b~ wWw N +—» O

wth the first ground.

MR. COOK: Item 2 actually deals with both
ref erences, both the Louse and the Duarte references |
bel i eve.

THE COURT: AlIl right. Item 2 cuts across both
grounds, right?

MR. COCK: That's correct.

THE COURT: But I'mstill alittle confused, you
know, that the |l anguage is all inclusive. It includes
so many different things. It includes when the cards

are scrolled are they being scrolled in an expanded
forn? That's one possibility. And another possibility
Is can the cards even be scrolled? That's another
possibility.

And the third possibility is just that,
yeah they're being scrolled, and they're being scrolled
I n expanded form But they're not expanded to cover
the entirety of the display. So there's so many
different argunents. |I'mtrying to get which one of
t hose three or all of them do you want to respond to?

It sounds |ike you only wanted to respond
to the last one which is well do they occupy the whole
t hi ng because the claimsays entire area. And you only
say that the art shows up substantially all

MR. COCK: Yes that's, so the issue that we
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really want to respond to is that we have made the
point in our petition that the art discloses scrolling,
the scrolling the widgets or the card in their entirely
expanded formtaking up the entire display.
And what we want to point out is that our

petition makes those argunents and shows where that
di sclosure is in the Louse reference and in the Duarte
reference including our expert testinony on those
| ssues. We really want to nake the point that both of
t hose references disclosed that you can scroll, you can
scroll cards in their entirely open formin which they
occupy the entire display. That's the issue we want to
address in our papers for both.

THE COURT: You keep saying issues, there are
sub-issues. And | pointed out there are sub-issues.
It sounds |ike you want to tal k about all the
sub-issues, whether the cards are being scrolled at all
and whet her the cards are being scrolled in expanded
form and al so whether the expanded form occupi es the
whol e thing. You want to talk about all of thenf

MR. COOK: To the extent that it's necessary,
but | think that, | don't think that the patent owner
I's disputing that the cards can for the | ast reference.
| think the patent owner is not disputing that the

cards can occupy the entire screen. | don't think that
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the Patent owner is disputing that the cards can be
scrol | ed.

THE COURT: They do dispute that the cards are
being scrolled in expanded form

MR. COCK: Correct.

THE COURT: | don't know if you want to talk
about that or sinply in expanded form It does not
have to occupy the whole thing, substantially all is

enough.

MR. COOK: Yeah I think it sounds |ike they, we
definitely want to address the entire idea that the
cards can be scrolled in expanded form And fromthe,
fromthe confusion it sounds |like yes they are
di sputing those aspects. W want to make cl ear our
argunent is the entire area that we want to address
cards can be expanded to the full side of the screen
and scrolled in their fully expanded formto enconpass
the entire screen.

THE COURT: So it's nmultiple, nmultiple stuff.
Al right. W understand that about itemtwo. How
about itemthree the technical one.

MR. COOK: So then itemthree is, this is
anot her issue about scrolling that applies just to the
Duarte reference. For this issue | think the question

I's whether the patent clains can recite, whether Duarte
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di scl oses that several cards, whether Duarte causes
several cards to scroll past. Wat we see here is it
appears that patent owner's taking kind of a narrow
view of the claimlanguage perhaps for the point of
claimconstruction argunent that the single sw pe or
single action would cause nultiple cards to scroll by.
So | think we just want to point out in

our petition where we show that, well first of all
Duarte does disclose that we can, and | think Patent
owner admts that, that with nultiple touches you can
scroll by nmultiple windows. To the extent they're
arguing that the claimrequires sonething narrower, we
believe that Duarte clains that as well as we want to
point out in points of our petition where we nade that
argunment .

THE COURT: You're breaking up. One of our
judges can no longer hear. Let's wait a mnute and | et

himrelog in.

(Technical difficulties)

THE COURT: Still having technical difficulties.
We'll wait another m nute or so. OCkay. W solved the
difficulty. So I think Judge Horvath m ssed the | ast

m nute of, mnute of petitioner's summary. Can you
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rew nd back about a m nute or so?

MR. COOK: Sure that's fine. So | think what we
were discussing is that the main point is we're not
trying to bring up a new argunent here. What we want
to do is point out places in our petition where we
al ready nade, where we already made these points that
t he Patent owner could not address. But the point was
| don't know how far back to go.

But for the initial issue of scrolling the
full screen widget or card we want to make the argunent
that we pointed out in our petition where the
reference's disclosed that cards can take up the entire
screen and can be scrolled in that full entire screen
form

THE COURT: Are you tal king about, are you
tal ki ng about itemthree? | don't want you to go back
to item two.

MR COOK: Oh, I'msorry. Itemthree, so for
Itemthree what we want to point out is that the, this
is the Duarte issue about scrolling, essentially
scrolling nore than one card at a tine. So the way
Patent owner is interpreting this, we believe that
they' re making kind of a claimconstruction argunent
t hat says, when the claimsays that the processor nust

require, enable multiple cards to scroll by, Patent
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owner seens to be suggesting that that neans that a
single touch of the finger or single scroll causes
multiple cards to scroll by.

| think Patent owner is admtting that
Duarte does at |east when scrolling, you can scrol
multiple tinmes to the left. There's a disclosure note
that Patent owner cites in the PFTR. | think they're
saying that Duarte does not disclose nmaking nultiple,
mul tiple cards scroll with one finger.

So first the one issue is that we think
that that's, that's a claiminterpretation issue. And
t he second issue is that we do point out in our
petition that Duarte does disclose nultiple cards,
mul tiple cards scrolling with one finger notion.

If that's the claimed construction
position we want to point out where in our petition we
al ready nade those argunents.

THE COURT: Ckay. So you're saying they say
Duarte doesn't show with one finger flick you can
multiple cards go by. And you just want to point out
where in your petition you pointed that out?

MR. COOK: That's correct. And also just want
to say that we don't think the claimactually
necessarily requires that.

THE COURT: Do not require what, one flick
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mul tiple cards go by? But in any event you think the
petitioner established that the art does have it.

MR. COOK: That's correct, yes.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Okay. Let's go
to Patent owner to respond to these two technical
matters petitioner wants to address nore.

MR. LAMBRI ANAKOS: Your Honor, with respect to
| ssue two, it sounds like the petitioner is asking the
Board for perm ssion to repeat it's argunent in a
reply. So petitioner says that it's already nade the
argunment that the scroll cards occupy the entire
digital matrix display.

Petitioner says that it's expert has
al ready addressed that issue as well. But for sone
reason it's necessary for the petitioner to point out
where it has already nade those argunments to the Board.
Qur viewis that the Board is perfectly capabl e of
reading the petition and the acconpanyi ng decl arati on,
I dentifying the argunents and eval uating them

And wi thout nore there's no need for a
reply in such a situation. |It's sinply an attenpt to
per haps better explain or change perhaps an argunent.
Of course that's not what they' re asking for. They're
sinply asking to point out what they've already said.

We see no reason for that. We don't know
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of any, any rule or precedent of the Board that allows

a reply pre-institution for petitioner to sinply repeat
argunents or point out where they're |ocated. So with

respect to itemtwo we don't believe there's, it's been
stated any reason for a reply.

Wth respect to the third argunment it
sounds |like the petitioner is trying to cast this as a
matter for claiminterpretation. And that a reply is
necessary in order to address claiminterpretation.

Now where the Patent owner is suggesting a
claiminterpretation which is not the claimin
ordi nary, neaning which is not applying sinply the
words of the claimin an easily understood way, | would
understand the need for a reply. But here we sinmly
apply the termin the claimwhere it says that the
processing circuit is specifically laid out so as to
cause said, several available cards to scroll past.

And we believe that the obvious, the plain
meani ng of those words is that scrolling involves
causi ng several available cards to scroll past. And so
we made the argunent that Duarte only discloses
dragging a single card at a tine. And that can't be
within the neaning of the claimthat requires several
such avail able cards to scroll past.

Now t hose words are right there in the
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claim And any petitioner should have addressed how
the dragging of a single card at a tine neets that
limtation. They failed to do so. Qur argunent is not
one which the petitioner, which should not have
antici pated and shoul d not have addressed head on in
t he petition.
And so given that the alleged claim

I nterpretation dispute is one which was readily
apparent at the time of the petition we don't believe
that a reply is appropriate. Unless the Court has any
guestions those are ny argunents on those two points.

THE COURT: Thank you. Can you give ne a m nute
so | can converse with ny coll eagues? Thank you.

MR. COOK: Your Honor, would it be possible for
me to respond to this briefly?

THE COURT: Are you petitioner?

MR. COOK: Petitioner, yes.

THE COURT: \What, you want another, you want
sonme nore tinme to respond?

MR, COOK: | want to make one qui ck point.

THE COURT: Ckay go ahead.

MR. COOK: | just wanted to say that our point
is really that the Patent owner m srepresented the
argument. We don't want to change anything. W want

to point out that they m srepresented in that they said

Page 19

Veritext Lega Solutions
Caendar-CA @veritext.com 866-299-5127

Petitioner Samsung Ex-1035, 0019




© 00 N oo o0 b~ wWw N P

N N N N NN P P P P P P PP PR
o A W N B O © 00 N O U b~ wWw N +—» O

that we omtted and said that we overl ooked. W' re not
trying to raise a new i ssue.

THE COURT: What do you nean m srepresented the
art? Sonetinmes those words are used too | oosely.

M srepresentation is a harsh word. |It's alnost like
accusi ng sonebody of cheating. Do you actually mean
parties have different reads of the art? You just

di sagree with how they see the art. They don't say you
m srepresented the art. They just go, they disagree
wth how you read the art. Are you saying they

m srepresented like lied or cheat?

MR. COOK: Your Honor, no | didn't nean to inply
that. | just neant to inply, |I neant to say that we
did address, you know, for exanple the claim
construction issue and poi nted out why Duarte discl oses
it even under an interpretation that one touch requires
multiple card scrolling and have expert testinony on
that issue that Patent owner did not respond to or did
not bring up in the POPR. W just want to make sure
that's not overl ooked.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. Hang on. Okay.
Thank you both parties. And we would |ike to have a
copy of the transcript whenever you have it and we'll
try to get this out as soon as we can. Thank you for

bei ng avail able on quick notice. And we are adjourned.
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(Proceedi ngs concl uded at

8:36 a.m)
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VS. )

SLYDE ANALYTICS, LLC.,

PATENT OWNER.

N N N N N

|, TECKLA CLAY, CSR NO. 13125, OFFICl AL
REPORTER OF THE SUPERI OR COURT OF THE STATE OF
CALI FORNI A, FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, DO HEREBY
CERTI FY THAT THE FOREGO NG PAGES, 1 THROUGH 22
COWPRI SE A FULL, TRUE AND CORRECT REMOTE TRANSCRI PT OF
THE PROCEEDI NGS TAKEN | N THE ABOVE ENTI TLED
CAUSE ON FEBRUARY 20, 2024 THI S 22ND DAY OF FEBRUARY,
2024.

TECKLA CLAY, CSR NO. 13125
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