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I N THE UNITED STATES DISTRI CT COURT 
WESTERN DISTRI CT OF MI SSOURI 

ST . J OSEPH DIVISION 

PROVISUR TECHNOLOGIES , I NC . , 

Plainti f f, 
vs . )Case No . 

)21 - cv- 6113- SRB 
) WEBER, INC . , et al . , 

De f endant s . 
)September 5 , 2023 
) 

TRANSCRI PT OF SCHEDULING HEARING 
BEFORE THE HONORABLE STEPHEN R . BOUGH 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

Proceedings recorded by elect roni c s t enography 
Transcript produced by computer 

Fo r the Pla i ntiff : 

Fo r the Defendants : 

APPEARANCES 

MR . MICHAEL BABBITT 
Wi l l ki e Farr & Ga l lagher LLP 
300 N. LaSal le Dri ve , St e 50th Fl oor 
Ch icago , I l l inoi s 6065 4 

MR . J EFFREY SIMON 
MS . TAYLOR BROOKE CONCANNON HAUSMANN 
Husch Blackwell LLP - KCMO 
4801 Main Street , Suite 1000 
Kansas Ci ty, Mi ssouri 6411 2 

MR . ADAM PRESCOTT SEI TZ 
MS . CAROLI NE A. BADER 
MS . MEGAN REDMOND 
Erise I P , P . A. 
7015 Coll ege Bl vd . , Suit e 700 
Over land Park, Kansas 6621 1 

MR . JASON SCOTT LE I KER 
Levy Crai g Law Firm 
4520 Main Street , Suite 1600 
Kansas Ci ty, Mi ssouri 6411 1 
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THE COURT : I do l ike your socks . 

MR . SEITZ : Thank you . They ' re f l ami ngos . 

THE COURT : Yeah . 

MR . SEITZ : I t h ink Mar kman i s goi ng t o be 

rela t ively nar row . Fr om our s t andpoint fo r t he clai ms, the 

patent claims f rom Provisur, I don ' t see a l ot o f , i f any, 

additional Mar kman . I want t o look t h rough t ha t one last t i me 

once we see t heir infringement contenti ons , once t hey serve 

those on the two new patents . 

Looki ng t hrough t he recor d from t he prior case and 

understanding that plai n and ordi nary i s a prett y good 

position f or most folks to be in , I t hink t hat most of our 

patent claims are p l ain and ordinar y . They ' re no t difficult 

or complex clai ms or c l a i m terms . I don ' t envi s i on burdening 

the court with much Markman at a l l . If t hat ' s a concern , I 

woul d be open to even tal king about l imiti ng t he number of 

clai ms -- c l aim terms that we could construe . 

But f rom my s t andpoint, I ' m not going to be 

presenting you with a bunch o f Markman t erms for construct ion . 

THE COURT : What I have d i scovered is t hat we can 

often have disputes about what p l ain and o r dinary mean , even 

i f one side doesn ' t t h i nk t hat . 

What do you think about it over here , Mr . Babbi t t? 

MR . BABBITT : Yes , Your Honor . And, you know, I ' d 

say I agr ee with Mr . Seitz i n as far as it goes with r espect 
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