
VERIZON APPENDIX A 1 

Appendix A 

Initial Contentions Regarding Non-Infringement of U.S. Patent Nos. 8,891,347 (“’347 
Patent”), 9,094,888 (“’888 Patent”), 10,368,361 (“’361 Patent) and 8,554,196 (“196 Patent”) 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Verizon responds as follows: 

For at least the reasons set forth below, there is no infringement of any Asserted Claim1 of 

an Asserted Patent (directly and/or indirectly, literally and/or under the doctrine of equivalents2) 

by Verizon’s use of devices that are capable of operating in a 4G LTE network or 5G network and 

have been sold or operated in the United States. Verizon will provide expert opinions regarding 

the details for why it has never infringed any valid and enforceable Asserted Claim and will 

disclose the identities and opinions of such experts in accordance with the schedule set by the 

Court’s Docket Control Order.  

Verizon’s responses below respond to the allegations made to date, and Verizon reserves 

the right to supplement its response to this interrogatory with information responsive to any 

supplemental contentions by Cobblestone. As identified in correspondence and Verizon’s 

Responses and Objections to Cobblestone’s Interrogatories and any supplements thereto, 

Cobblestone infringement contentions for each of the Asserted Patents are deficient and fail to 

identify with particularity the Accused Instrumentalities or how they function.  

Cobblestone has also failed to identify where, in the Accused Instrumentalities, each of the 

accused functionalities is met or performed. Cobblestone has also failed to specifically articulate 

any infringement theories under the doctrine of equivalents or provide any hypothetical equivalent 

1 As used in this response, “Asserted Claims” means the claims identified in Cobblestone’s March 
13, 2023 Infringement Contentions. 

2 Although Cobblestone’s Infringement Contentions allege that, each Asserted Claim is infringed 
or has been infringed under the doctrine of equivalents in Defendants’ Accused Instrumentalities, 
Cobblestone provides no detailed contentions supporting a claim under the doctrine of equivalents 
for any Asserted Claim elements. 
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claim necessary to determine whether there is ensnarement of the prior art. Cobblestone has also 

failed to specifically identify what actions by Verizon are alleged to constitute active inducement 

or contributory infringement of each patent. Cobblestone has thus failed to show that Verizon 

indirectly infringes (through inducement or contributory infringement) any of the Asserted Claims. 

The following provides additional patent-by-patent responses. 

I. The ’347 Patent

For at least the reasons set forth below, there is no infringement of claims 1-4, 6-12, 14-

17, and 19-23 of the ’347 Patent (directly and/or indirectly, literally and/or under the doctrine of 

equivalents) by any of the Accused Instrumentalities.  

Cobblestone contends that instrumentalities in Verizon’s network contain “(a) cellular base 

stations that support 3GPP 5G NR (“New Radio”) communications, (b) 4G LTE cellular base 

stations that support handover to or from 5G NR cellular base stations, [and] (c) user equipment 

that supports 3GPP 5G NR communications.”  E.g., Verizon Infring. Cont. Cover Pleading at 1. 

Verizon disagrees.  

.  Cobblestone has also not alleged or shown that its patent 

T-Mobile v. Cobblestone, IPR2024-00136
Cobblestone Exhibit 2018 

Page 2



 

VERIZON APPENDIX A  3 

is essential to practicing any mandatory portion of the LTE or NR Standard.  Thus, Cobblestone 

must show infringement based on evidence of how Verizon’s network is actually implemented and 

cannot rely on the standard alone to show infringement. 

For several claim elements, Cobblestone points to 3GPP TR documents. See, e.g., Verizon 

Infring. Cont. Ex. A at passim, e.g., 5, 17, 19 etc. Technical Reports are not 3GPP Technical 

Specifications and do not represent an industry standard for the purposes of analyzing 

infringement. Likewise, for several elements, Cobblestone points to various textbooks, White 

Papers, and O-RAN specifications. See, e.g., Verizon Infring. Cont. Ex. A at passim, e.g., 9-19 etc. 

(citing 5G New Radio (NR) : Physical Layer Overview and Performance IEEE Communication 

Theory Workshop, (NR Physical Layer Design: Physical layer structure, numerology and frame 

structure Workshop on 3GPP submission towards IMT-2020, (O-RAN.WG4.CUS.0-v05.00, 

Technical Specification). These submissions do not represent industry standards for the purposes 

of analyzing infringement.  

  Cobblestone’s allegations for this patent are limited to cellular base stations that support 

3GPP 5G NR beamforming, and (2) cellular user equipment (UE) that supports 3GPP 5G NR 

beamforming. Cobblestone has not shown or alleged that any other component in any other base 

station or user equipment infringes any claim of the ’347 Patent.  For example, Cobblestone has 

not shown that a 4G eNB infringes any of the asserted claims. 

Verizon incorporates by reference all technical specifications, documents, and/or source 

code identified or cited by Cobblestone in its Infringement Contentions, including any supplements 

thereto. Verizon further incorporates by reference the responses of Defendants and Intervenors 

Nokia and Ericsson to Common Interrogatory No. 7.  Verizon further incorporates by reference 

any discussion of Intervenors Nokia, Ericsson regarding the operation of their accused products 
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