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at least one signal splitter, the signal splitter having a com-
mon port and a plurality oftap ports, the common port of
the signal splitter being coupled to the filter; and

a plurality of terminal devices, each terminal device being
coupled to a tap port of at least one signal splitter, at least
one of the terminal devices providing frequency bins
with more transmit bits which occupy parts of the chan-
nel where the signal to noise ratio (SNR) is high;

wherein the reflections from the filter provide a path for
terminal devices back through the tap port of the signal
splitter and out each other tap port to transmit signals to
other terminal devices thus allowing terminal devices to
communicate directly with each other to form the signal
distribution network.

2. The signal distribution network of claim 1, wherein at
least one of the communication channels between terminal
devices uses time division duplex protocol for communica-
tions and the communications are synchronized by broadcast-
ing a beacon message on the network.

3. The signal distribution network of claim 2, wherein the
power level of each OFDM carrier is adjusted according to the
signal loss at each OFDM carrier frequency to overcome
frequency selective channel impairments caused by the
reflections from the filter.

4. The signal distribution network of claim 1, wherein the
signal modulation used by the terminal devices is orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) and the modulation
order of each OFDM carrier is adjusted according to the
signal to noise ratio (SNR) at each OFDM carrier frequency
to overcome frequency selective channel impairments caused
by the reflections from the filter.

5. A broadband local area network using coaxial cable
building wiring as a communication channel, the network
comprising:

a plurality of terminal devices, each terminal device com-
municating with other terminal devices using orthogo-
nal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) modula-
tion, at least one of the terminal devices providing
frequency bins with more transmit bits which occupy
parts ofthe channel where the signal to noise ratio (SNR)
is high;

a network of building cables coupled to the plurality of
terminal devices; and

a filter having a first and second port, the first port con-
nected to a building point of entry and the second port
connected to the plurality of terminal devices via the
network of building cables, wherein signals transmitted
by any of the terminal devices and received at the second
port of the filter are rejected by the filter such that such
signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are
reflected back into the network of building cables in
order to create acommunication path between the trans-
mitting terminal device and at least one other terminal
device coupled to the network of building cables.

6. The broadband local area network of claim 5 wherein the

modulation order of each OFDM carrier is adjusted according
to the signal to noise ratio (SNR) at each OFDM carrier
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frequency to overcome frequency selective channel impair-
ments present in the coaxial building wiring caused by the
reflections from the filter.

7. The broadband local area network of claim 5, wherein
the power level of each OFDM carrier is adjusted according to
the signal loss at each OFDM carrier frequency to overcome
frequency selective channel impairments present in the
coaxial building wiring caused by the reflections from the
filter.

8. The broadband local area network of claim 5 wherein the
frequency used for communicating is above the cable televi-
sion band.

9. The broadband local area network of claim 5, wherein at
least one of the communication channels between terminal
devices uses time division duplex protocol for communica-
tions and the communications are synchronized by broadcast-
ing a beacon message on the network.

10. A broadband local area network for transmitting modu-
lated signals using coaxial cable building wiring containing a
plurality of branches comprising:

a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring
that rejects network signals originating in the building
wiring such that the rejected network signals do not pass
through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter
back into all branches of the building wiring;

at least one signal splitter;

a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring
branches, each terminal device capable of communicat-
ing with other terminal devices the reflected signal path
created by the filter, wherein the terminal devices per-
form equalization on the received signal that restores a
flat frequency response to overcome communication
channel impairments caused by the reflected signals.

11. The network of claim 10 wherein the equalization is
frequency domain equalization.

12. The network of claim 10 wherein the equalization is
time domain equalization.

13. The network of claim 10 wherein the equalization is
adaptive.

14. The network of claim 13 wherein the terminal devices
use orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)
modulation to overcome the communication channel impair-
ments caused by the reflected signals.

15. The network of claim 14 wherein the terminal devices
use forward error correction to recover the transmitted signals
without errors.

16. The network of claim 10 wherein the terminal devices
use orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)
modulation to overcome the communication channel impair-
ments caused by the reflected signals.

17. The broadband local area network of claim 10, wherein
at least one of the communication channels between terminal
devices uses time division duplex protocol for communica-
tions and the communications are synchronized by broadcast-
ing a beacon message on the network.
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Abstract

The ever increasing consumers demand
for bandwidth and physical limits of
conventional wireline modems have led to
development of alternative high rate data
transmission solutions. One promising such
alternative is transmission of data over the
existing hybrid-fiber coax (HFC) network.

Stanford Telecom has developed a low
cost single chip subscriber modem, STEL-
2176 “SuperChip”, for HFC applications.
Development of novel algorithms, optimized
application of existing robust algorithms
and efficient hardware implementation have
made STEL-2176 a commercially viable
high performance ASIC.

This paper will address the achievements
of Stanford Telecom in developing the
downstream demodulator portion of this
system.

1.0 Introduction

With the release of MCNS (Multimedia
Cable Network Systems) specifications for
Data-Over-Cable Interface, the competition
to build a high performance, low cost
subscriber cable modem is moving at a very
high speed. The stringent requirements, on
both upstream modulator and downstream
demodulator, make the realization of this

0-7803-4303-4/97/$10.00 1997 IEEE
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task difficult. Adding to this the price
sensitivity of such a product, makes the job
of the chip designer even more difficult.

An efficient hardware implementation
and a high degree of integration made the
STEL-2176 the first commercial IC to
combine the upstream modulator and
downstream demodulator on a single chip.
The modulator is designed to transmit 4/16-
QAM (quadrature amplitude modulation)
signals, with or without Reed-Solomon
encoding. The demodulator is capable of
receiving 16/64/256-QAM  signals and
provides ITU-T J.83 Annex-A and Annex-B
forward error correction.

STEL-2176 is fully compliant with both
MCNS and DAVIC (digital audio-visual
committee) standards, and covers nominal
symbol rates of 5 Mbaud and 7 Mbaud. The
programmable matched filter can operate at a
wide selection of excess bandwidths (12 to
18%) as called for by different standards.

The high degree of integration along with
full programmability makes this 3.3V, 0.35
micron chip highly versatile and able to
operate under severe channel conditions.

The focus of this paper is on the
downstream demodulation function of
STEL-2176. Sections 2 and 3 discuss the
front-end and timing recovery functions.
Equalizer and carrier recovery are dealt with
in Sections 4 and 5 respectively and section 6
summarizes the paper.



2.0 Front End

In this section the analog off chip
requirements as well as the digital front end
of STEL-2176 modem will be discussed. A
block diagram of the chip’s front end blocks
and the analog interfacing circuitry is shown
in Figure 1. In the following sections we will
discuss the front end functions of gain
control and down conversion.

STEL-2176 Cable Modem

Figure 1: STEL-2176 “SuperChip” front end block
diagram.

2.1 Automatic Gain Control

The downstream cable signal can have
power level variations of as much as 30 dB.
Full digital accommodation of this dynamic
range requires 5 extra bits from ADC, so the
signal level should be adjusted in analog
domain. However since QAM decision level
boundaries are too close (~0.5 dB for 256-
QAM) the gain adjustments should be
smaller and digitally trackable, limiting the
loop bandwidth of the AGC. A typical
convergence curve of the AGC circuit is
shown in Figure 2.

STEL-2176 uses a hybrid analog/digital
automatic gain control circuit. This circuit
uses an on-chip digital signal power
estimator and a programmable threshold
device outputting a single bit indicating
whether the signal should be amplified or
attenuated. The serial bits are then low pass
filtered (or integrated) over time to control
the gain of the variable gain amplifier (see
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Figure 1). A second threshold device and
output bit is also provided for customers
who prefer a 2 stage gain control function.

An on-off switchable digital AGC is
available after the matched filter to boost the
signal power up in applications where (such
as MCNS) the ADC needs to be significantly
underdriven to accommodate large adjacent
channels.

AGC Convergence Plot, Initial Power Error: +10dB

AGC Ouput Powar Errar, dB8

2 N — N i
(] 2 4 [ 8 10
Time, Miliseconds

Figure 2: 256-QAM AGC Convergence Curve.
Initial Gain Error=10dB.

2.2 Down Conversion

STEL-2176 uses a three step down
conversion process. The signal is first down
converted from RF to a pre-specified
intermediate frequency in the analog front
end. The IF frequency depends on the center
frequency of the channel selecting SAW
filter, which is approximately 44MHz for the
U.S. standard 6MHz bandwidth channels (36
for 8MHz European standard.)

The IF signal is directly sampled by an
on-chip 10 bits ADC at 25Msps (29Msps) or
slightly more than 4 times the symbol rate.
The clock frequencies were carefully chosen
to alias back the signal to the desired center
frequency of 6MHz (8MHz) in digital
domain. This signal is then translated to
baseband by a digital down converter and the
image component is then removed. The
timing recovery/interpolator circuit then



decimates the signal down to exactly 4
samples per symbol at which point it is
matched filtered. The matched filter is an
excess bandwidth programmable square root
raised cosine FIR filter.

3.0 Timing Recovery

The Proper recovery and tracking of
timing frequency and phase is essential for
detection of any modulated signal. For
satisfactory performance in multilevel QAM
systems, the timing error must be an
increasingly smaller fraction of symbol timing
as the number of levels increase. Timing
error can be in the from of timing phase
offset and jitter as well as frequency.

The use of an equalizer in a receiver
system can help with timing phase offset.
This is specially true when using a T/2
spaced equalizer. Figure 3a shows a 256-
QAM (with 40dB input SNR) signal quality
as a function of timing offset, after
equalization with a T spaced adaptive hybrid
equalizer. It can be seen that the presence of
the equalizer keeps the system insensitive to
small timing offset errors.

Timing jitter, however, is very critical
even in the presence of an equalizer, due to
it’s rapid changing nature which makes it
untrackable for the equalizer. Figure 3b
shows a QAM signal quality versus root-
mean-squared (rms) timing jitter. It can be
seen that 1 degree rms timing jitter results in
a maximum achievable SNR of 37dB, which
is comparable to Annex A specification of
36dB. This shows that for reliable detection
of 256-QAM, we require sub-degree rms
jitter.

To  satisfy the  stringent jitter
specifications a novel timing recovery
algorithm with a second order rated phased
locked loop was developed. This algorithm
has at its heart a robust and optimum timing
error detection algorithm that dramatically
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reduces timing jitter as well as offset. This
timing  recovery  scheme  performed
remarkably well even for small excess
bandwidth signal (12%). Figure 4 shows the
tracking performance of the timing recovery
circuit for a 256-QAM signal.

Furthermore an all digital and fully
integrated clocking circuit was used to make
the product more marketable as well as
better testable. By integrating the analog to
digital converter and oscillator and frequency
synthesizer onto the chip the need for
expensive analog off-chip components as
well as possible analog-digital interfacing
difficulties for customers was eliminated.
Using a fixed clock, we also eliminated the
oscillator tuning issues and made the chip
more testable.

Signal Quality as a function of Timing Offset

Ouput Signal to Noise Ratio, dB
w w w w W
S R > o &

n
@

N
3

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Timing Offset, Degrees

Signal Quality as a function of RMS Timing Jitter

22} \;

T2 3 4 5 & 71 s
RMS Timing Jitter, Degrees

Figure 3: 256-QAM signal quality versus timing

impairments, a: offset, b: jitter. Input SNR=40dB.




Timing Recovery Convergence Plot
10 ™
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Figure 4: Timing Recovery convergence curve for a

256-QAM signal with 35dB SNR.

4.0 Equalization

The STEL-2176 uses a decision feed
back equalizer (DFE), with 16 (symbol
spaced) feed forward and 8 feed-back taps.
The feed-forward equalizer initially operates
in the blind mode and then is switched to the
decision directed mode. In the blind mode,
the constant modulus algorithm (CMA) is
used to update the tap coefficients, and in the
decision directed mode the LMS (least mean
square) algorithm is wused. The blind
equalization is done to reduce the symbol
error rate to a level where the decision
directed mode can begin operating safely.
The switching from the blind mode to the
decision directed mode is done
automatically, based on the SNR (computed
by a SNR calculating routine). The SNR
level for switching is programmable. The
switching can also be done based on the
number of symbols.

Both the initialization and the location of
the center tap are programmable. During the
acquisition, the step size parameters can be
programmed to take any value (from a given
set), at any desired time.

The equalizer is designed to equalize the
multipath profile given in the MCNS
specifications (Figure 5), as well as 5%
AM-hum and +/- 3 dB gain.
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5.0 Carrier Recovery

The STEL-2176 has a very fast carrier
acquisition capability. The acquisition time
for 64-QAM is less than 10 msec (at 5
Mbaud), and about 50 msec for 256-QAM.
Carrier recovery is achieved in two steps. At
first the frequency offset is reduced to about
+/- 10 kHz (from +/-200 KHz) using a
coarse frequency estimator. The frequency
estimator is a modified form of “times-4”
technique. Once the frequency offset is
within +/- 10 KHz range, a second-order
phase lock loop (PLL) is used to achieve the
lock.

The phase detector of the PLL uses a
special kind of weighting to achieve
robustness. The PLL, and can track a phase
noise of -70 dBc/Hz at 10 KHz for 64-QAM,
and -75 dBc/Hz at 10 KHz for 256-QAM.

Figure 6 shows the scatter plots of a 64-
QAM signal at various stages of
equalization and carrier recovery. The signal
is corrupted with MCNS multipath and 200
KHz frequency offset. Figure 6a shows the
signal at the input of the blind equalizer;
Figure 6b shows the signal at the output of
the blind equalizer after the coarse frequency
correction; Figure 6¢ shows the signal at the
output of the PLL following the blind
equalizer, and Figure 6d shows the signal at



the output of the PLL following the decision 5 after 11 mili seconds

directed equalizer.
Both the equalizer and the carrier 10t
recovery are equipped with burst protection 5l 4 :’:::23:
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6.0 Conclusion:
STEL-2176 is a highly programmable

i T e— T chip which meets various industry standards

) and specifications. As a complete subscriber

Figure 6a solution, it has integrated modulator,
after 7 milli seconds demodulator and FEC on a single chip.

15 To test the efficiency of STEL-2176,

extensive testing under very severe channel
impairments were carried out, using various
specifications (MCNS and DAVIC) , and
various QAM sizes (16, 64 and 256).

The major emphasis, in both design and
testing, was placed on 256-QAM, the most
difficult of all. Under severe channel
impairments (AM/FM hum, phase noise,

10t

-10

15 frequency offset, gain, etc.) the system has
80 s 05 0 18 1.5dB implementation loss for 256-QAM (30
Figure 6b - dB AWGN channel) , and 0.5dB for 64-
s after 9 mill seconds QAM (23.5 dB AWGN channel) and
0.25dB for 16-QAM (17 dB AWGN
10 ] channel). The system meets the BER
sl .3:3328. } performancc; specs of .b'oth Annex-A and
300” .§ Annex-B without any difficulty.
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L. INTRODUCTION

1. My name is Stuart Lipoff, and I am over 21 years and otherwise
competent to make this Declaration. I make this Declaration based on facts and
matters within my own knowledge and on information provided to me by others,
and, if called as a witness, I could and would competently testify to the matters set
forth herein.

2. I have been retained as a technical expert witness in this matter by
Counsel for the Requester, Unified Patents, LLC (“Requester”) to provide my
independent opinions on certain issues requested by Counsel for Requester relating
to the accompanying Ex Parte Reexamination of U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249 (“the
’249 Patent”), challenging Claim 10 (the “Challenged Claim™). My compensation in
this matter is not based on the substance of my opinions or on the outcome of this
matter. I have been informed that Entropic Communications, LLC (“Patent Owner™)
is the purported owner of the 249 Patent. I note that I have no financial interest in
Requester or Patent Owner, and I have no other interest in the outcome of this matter.

3. I have reviewed, had input into, and endorse the discussions in the
Requester’s Request for Ex Parte Reexamination of the 249 Patent (the “Request™),
including the statements in the Request regarding the *249 Patent and its prosecution
history, the scope of the claim, the prior art’s disclosure of the claim, and the

statements throughout the Request regarding a POSITA’s knowledge and
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understanding.

II. QUALIFICATIONS

4, In formulating my opinions, I have relied on my knowledge, training,
and experience in the relevant field, which I have summarized below.

5. [ am currently president of IP Action Partners Inc., a consulting practice
that serves the telecommunications, information technology, media, electronics, and
e-business industries.

6. [ earned a Bachelor of Science degree in Electrical Engineering in 1968
and a second Bachelor of Science degree in Engineering Physics in 1969, both from
Lehigh University. I earned a Master of Science degree in Electrical Engineering
from Northeastern University in 1974, and then a Master of Business Administration
degree from Suffolk University in 1983.

7. I hold a Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) General
Radiotelephone License. I also hold a Certificate in Data Processing from the
Institute for the Certification of Computing Professionals (“ICCP”), which is
supported by the Association for Computing Machinery (“ACM”).

8. [ am also a registered professional engineer (PE) in the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts and in the State of Nevada.

9. I am a fellow of the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers

(“IEEE”) Consumer Electronics, Communications, Computer, Circuits, and
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Vehicular Technology Groups. I have been a member of the IEEE Consumer
Electronics Society National Board of Governors (formerly known as the
Administrative Committee) since 1981, and I was Boston Chapter Chairman of the
IEEE Vehicular Technology Society from 1974 to 1976. I served as the 1996-1997
President of the IEEE Consumer Electronics Society, and from 1999 to 2018 I served
as Chairman of the Society’s Technical Activities and Standards Committee and as
Vice President of Publications for the Society. Since 2018 I have served as Vice
President of Standards and Industry Activities for the Society. I have also served as
an Ibuka Award committee member for the IEEE’s Award in the field of consumer
electronics.

10.  Thave prepared and presented numerous papers at the IEEE and at other
professional meetings. For example, in fall 2000, I served as general program chair
for IEEE’s Vehicular Technology Conference on advanced wireless communication
technology. I have organized sessions at The International Conference on Consumer
Electronics, and I was the 1984 program chairman. I conducted an eight-week IEEE-
sponsored short course on Fiber Optics System Design. I received IEEE’s Centennial
Medal in 1984, and I received IEEE’s Millennium Medal in 2000.

11.  As Vice President and Standards Group Chairman for the Association
of Computer Users (“ACU”) from 1980 to 1983, I served as the ACU representative

to the ANSI X3 Standards Group. From 1976 to 1978, I served as Chairman of the
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task group on user rule compliance for the FCC’s Citizens Advisory Committee on
Citizen’s Band Radio.

12.  Over the last 25 years, I have been a member of the Society of Cable
Television Engineers, the Association for Computing Machinery, and The Society
of Motion Picture and Television Engineers. From 2001 to 2004, I served as a
member of the USA advisory board to the National Science Museum of Israel. In
1998, I presented a short course on international product development strategies as
a faculty member for Technion Institute of Management in Israel. From 2001 to
2003, I served as a member of the board or directors of The Massachusetts Future
Problem Solving Program.

13. Tam anamed inventor on seven United States patents and have several
publications on data communications in publications, including Electronics Design,
Microwaves, EDN, the Proceedings of the Frequency Control Symposium, Optical
Spectra, and IEEE publications.

14.  During my professional career dating from 1969 to the present, I have
been heavily engaged in the study, analysis, evaluation, design, and implementation
of products and technology associated with consumer electronics and electronic
appliances.

15.  For 25 years, I worked for Arthur D. Little, Inc. (“ADL”), where [

became Vice President and Director of Communications, Information Technology,
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and Electronics (“CIE”). Prior to my time at ADL, [ served as a Section Manager for
Bell & Howell Communications Company for four years, and prior to that, as a
Project Engineer for Motorola’s Communications Division for three years.

16. At ADL, I was responsible for the firm’s global CIE practice in
laboratory- based contract engineering, product development, and technology-based
consulting. At both Bell & Howell and Motorola, I had project design responsibility
for wireless communication and paging products.

17.  While employed at ADL, I served as the leader of a project that
developed a series of specifications for residential cable modems known as Data
over Cable Service Interface Specification, or “DOCSIS.” The scope of work for
this project included developing a roadmap and strategic framework for evolving the
business from internet services to broadband services combining voice, data, and
secure electronic content delivery. This project was performed by ADL under
contract to the Multimedia Cable Network System (“MCNS”) consortium and the
specifications resulting from that project have since been adopted by the United
Nations as a global telecommunications specification.

18. Following my time at ADL, I managed a project (through IP Action
Partners) for Next Generation Network Architecture, LLC (“NGNA”) that produced
a five-year planning horizon for services and technology in the cable industry. The

services and vision were then mapped to overall architectures impacting network
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elements in the back office, head-end, outside plant, and customer premises, and
documented in next generation network recommendations. The project involved
coordination with senior technical staff of several multiple service operators
(“MSOs”) as well as interactions with over one hundred suppliers and vendors of
systems, software, and products in the cable industry.

19.  Additional details about my employment history, fields of expertise,
and publications are included in my curriculum vitae (attached as Appendix A).

A.  Materials Considered

20.  As part of my work in forming my opinions in connection with this
proceeding, I have reviewed the following materials, which I believe those in the
field would reasonably rely upon in forming opinions regarding the subject matter
of this proceeding:

Exhibit 1003 (“Afshary”) U.S. Patent Application Publication No.
2006/0218593 to Amir S. Afshary et al.

Exhibit 1004 (“Mills™) U.S. Patent 6,795,450 to Andrew Mills et al.
Exhibit 1006 (“Amit”) U.S. Patent No. 7,127,734 to Mati Amit

For ease of citation, when [ cite to any of the non-patent/application

references, I refer to the exhibit page number added at the bottom or cover page.
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III. LEGAL FRAMEWORK

21. I am atechnical expert and do not offer any legal opinions. However, |
have been informed about certain legal principles regarding patentability and related
matters under United States patent law, which I have applied in performing my
analysis and arriving at my technical opinions in this matter.

A.  Anticipation

22. I am informed that a person cannot obtain a patent on an invention if it
is anticipated by an earlier prior art reference. It is my understanding that, to
anticipate a claim under 35 U.S.C. § 102, a reference must disclose each and every
element of the claim, arranged as in the claim.

B. Obviousness

i General Framework

23. I am informed that a person cannot obtain a patent on an invention if
the differences between the invention and the prior art are such that the subject
matter as a whole would have been to a person having ordinary skill in the art
obvious at the time of the invention. [ am informed that a conclusion of obviousness
may be founded upon more than a single item of prior art. I am also informed that
obviousness is determined by evaluating the following factors: (1) the scope and
content of the prior art, (2) the differences between the prior art and the claim at

issue, (3) the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art, and (4) secondary
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considerations of non-obviousness. In addition, the obviousness inquiry should not
be done in hindsight. Instead, the obviousness inquiry should be done through the
eyes of a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the alleged invention.

24.  In considering whether certain prior art renders a particular patent claim
obvious, I am informed that one must consider the scope and content of the prior art,
examples of which include disclosures in patents, trade publications, journal articles,
conference papers, industry standards, product literature and documentation, texts
describing competitive technologies, requests for comment published by standard
setting organizations, and materials from industry conferences.

25. I am informed that for a patent claim to be found obvious, the proper
perspective to consider is that of a person having ordinary skill in the art (often
referred to as a “PHOSITA,” “POSITA,” or “POSA™) at the time of the alleged
invention. I am informed that the factors to consider in determining the level of
ordinary skill in the art include (1) the educational level and experience of people
working in the field at the time the invention was made, (2) the types of problems
faced in the art and the solutions found to those problems, and (3) the sophistication
of the technology in the field.

ii. Analogous Art

26. I am informed that for a prior art reference to be proper for use in an

obviousness analysis, the reference must be “analogous art” to the claimed
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invention. I am informed that a reference is analogous art to the claimed invention
if: (1) the reference is from the same field of endeavor as the claimed invention (even
if it addresses a different problem); or (2) the reference is reasonably pertinent to the
problem faced by the inventor (even if it is not in the same field of endeavor as the
claimed invention). In order for a reference to be “reasonably pertinent” to the
problem, it must logically have commended itself to an inventor's attention in
considering his problem. In determining whether a reference is reasonably pertinent,
one should consider the problem faced by the inventor, as reflected either explicitly
or implicitly, in the specification. I believe that all of the references I considered in
forming my opinions in this reexamination are well within the range of references a
person having ordinary skill in the art would have consulted by the time of the
invention to address the type of problems described in the Challenged Claims.

iil. Combining Known Elements in the Art, Common Sense

27. 1 am informed that, in order to establish that a claimed invention was
obvious based on a combination of prior art elements, a clear articulation of the
reason(s) why a claimed invention would have been obvious must be provided.
Specifically, I am informed that, under the U.S. Supreme Court’s KSR decision, a
combination of multiple items of prior art renders a patent claim obvious when there
was an apparent reason for a person having ordinary skill at the time of the invention

to combine or modify the prior art. I am informed that such reason may include, but
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is not limited to, one or more of the following rationales: (A) combining prior art
methods according to known methods to yield predictable results; (B) substituting
one known element for another to obtain predictable results; (C) using a known
technique to improve a similar device in the same way; (D) applying a known
technique to a known device ready for improvement to yield predictable results; (E)
trying a finite number of identified, predictable potential solutions, with a reasonable
expectation of success; (F) identifying that known work in one field of endeavor
may prompt variations of it for use in either the same field or a different one based
on design incentives or other market forces if the variations are predictable to one of
ordinary skill in the art; or (G) identifying an explicit teaching, suggestion, or
motivation in the prior art that would have led one of ordinary skill to modify the
prior art reference or to combine the prior art references to arrive at the claimed
invention.

28. I am informed that the test for obviousness 1s not whether the features
of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary
reference, but rather whether one of skill would have been motivated to combine the
teachings of the prior art references to achieve the claimed invention. Nevertheless,
I am informed that an invention that is a combination of prior art must do more than
yield predictable results to be non-obvious and that, even where one or more

motivations to combine exist, claims are not necessarily obvious unless a person
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having ordinary skill in the art would have had a reasonable expectation of success
in implementing or applying the proposed combination at the time of the invention.

29. Ialsoam informed that in conducting an obviousness analysis, a precise
teaching directed to the specific subject matter of the challenged claim need not be
sought out because it is appropriate to take account of the inferences and creative
steps that a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would
employ. In other words, the prior art need not be directed towards solving the same
specific problem as the problem addressed by the patent. Further, the individual prior
art references themselves need not all be directed towards solving the same problem.
The prior art considered can be directed to any need or problem known in the field
of endeavor at the time of invention and can provide a reason for combining the
elements of the prior art in the manner claimed. Common sense teaches that familiar
items may have obvious uses beyond their primary purposes, and a person having
ordinary skill in the art will often have been able to fit the teachings of multiple prior
art references like pieces of a puzzle. I am informed that, under the KSR standard,
common sense 1s important and should be considered.

30. I also am informed that the fact that a particular combination of prior
art elements was “obvious to try” may indicate that the combination was obvious
even if no one attempted the combination. If the combination was obvious to try

(regardless of whether it was actually tried) or leads to anticipated success, then it is
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likely the result of ordinary skill and common sense rather than innovation. I am
further informed that in many fields it may be that there s little discussion of obvious
techniques or combinations, and it often may be the case that market demand, rather
than scientific literature or knowledge, will drive the design of an innovation. When
there is a design need or market pressure to solve a problem and there are a finite
number of identified, predictable solutions, a person having ordinary skill in the art
has good reason to pursue the known options within his or her technical grasp. If this
leads to the anticipated success, it is likely the product not of innovation, but of

ordinary skill and common sense.

. Teaching Away

31. I am informed that it is improper to combine references where the
references teach away from their combination. I am informed that a reference may
be said to teach away when a person of skill, upon reading the reference, would be
discouraged from following the path set out in the reference, or would be led in a
direction divergent from the path that was taken by the patent applicant. In general,
a reference will teach away if it suggests that the line of development flowing from
the reference’s disclosure 1s unlikely to be productive of the result sought by the
patentee. I am informed that a reference teaches away, for example, if (1) the
combination would produce a seemingly inoperative device, or (2) the references

leave the impression that the product would not have the property sought by the
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patentee. However, | am informed that a reference does not teach away if it merely
expresses a general preference for an alternative invention but does not criticize,
discredit, or otherwise discourage investigation into the invention claimed. Further,
a person of skill will often appreciate that different courses of action often have
simultaneous advantages and disadvantages, and I am informed the existence of such
does not necessarily obviate a motivation to combine.

V. Secondary Considerations

32. I am informed that even if a prima facie case of obviousness is
established, the final determination of obviousness must also consider “secondary
considerations™ if presented. [ am informed that in most instances, the patentee raises
these secondary considerations of non-obviousness. In that context, the patentee
argues an invention would not have been obvious in view of these considerations,
which include: (a) commercial success of a product due to the merits of the claimed
invention; (b) a long-felt, but unsatisfied need for the invention; (¢) failure of others
to find the solution provided by the claimed invention; (d) deliberate copying of the
invention by others; (e) unexpected results achieved by the invention; (f) praise of
the invention by others skilled in the art; (g) lack of independent simultaneous
invention within a comparatively short space of time; (h) teaching away from the
invention in the prior art.

33. I am further informed that secondary-considerations evidence 1s only
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relevant if the offering party establishes a connection, or nexus, between the
evidence and the claimed invention. The nexus cannot be based on prior art features.
For example, if commercial success of products allegedly embodying the claims is
presented as a secondary indicium of non-obviousness, the patent owner must show
that such success is due to features of the claimed invention, and not features
unrelated to the claimed invention or that already existed in the prior art. The
establishment of a nexus is a question of fact. While I understand that the Patent
Owner here has not offered any secondary considerations at this time, I will
supplement my opinions in the event that Patent Owner raises secondary
considerations during the course of this proceeding.

C. Claim Construction

34. 1 am informed that in performing an obviousness analysis, it is
necessary to understand the scope of the claims. I am also informed the first step in
an unpatentability analysis, therefore, involves construing the claims. Second, the
construed claim language is then compared to the disclosures of the prior art.

35. I am informed that claims in a reexamination are given their broadest
reasonable interpretation consistent with the patent specification. I am informed that,
for the purposes of claim construction, expert testimony may be helpful to provide
background on the technology at issue, to explain how an invention works, to ensure

an understanding of the technical aspects of the patent is consistent with that of a
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POSITA, or to establish that a particular term in the patent had a particular meaning
in the pertinent field at the time of the invention. However, I am also informed that
it 1s not the role of technical experts to supplant the examiner or the USPTO in
applying principles of claim interpretation.

36. For purposes of this proceeding, Counsel has instructed me to
understand the claim terms of the Challenged Claim in a way that is generally
consistent with the terms’ broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the
specification of the ’249 Patent. My analysis below is consistent with these
principles.

IV. OPINION

A.  Level of Skill of a Person Having Ordinary Skill in the Art

37. 1 was asked to provide my opinion as to the level of skill of a person
having ordinary skill in the field of the *249 Patent at the time of the claimed
invention (referred to herein as a “POSITA”). I have been instructed to assume that
the time of the claimed invention of the *249 Patent is May 4, 2001. In determining
the characteristics of a POSITA, I was told to consider several factors, including the
type of problems encountered in the art, the solutions to those problems, the rapidity
with which innovations are made in the field, the sophistication of the technology,
and the education level of active workers in the field. I also placed myself back in

the time frame of the claimed invention and considered the colleagues with whom I
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had worked at that time.

38.  Inmy opinion, a POSITA would be a person having, as of May 4, 2001:
(1) an undergraduate degree in electrical engineering, or a closely related field, or
similar advanced post-undergraduate education; and (2) two to three years of work
experience in the field of radio frequency systems (e.g., cable television systems),
with more education substituting for less experience and vice versa. Such a person
of ordinary skill in the art would have been capable of understanding the *249 Patent
and the prior art references discussed herein.

39. Based on my education, training, and professional experience in the
field of the claimed invention, I am familiar with the level and abilities of a POSITA.
Additionally, I met at least these minimum qualifications at least as of May 4, 2001.
Further, although my qualifications may exceed those of the hypothetical person
defined above, my analysis and opinions regarding the ’249 Patent have been
rendered from the perspective of a POSITA during the relevant time frame.

B. Background of the Technology

A Background of the ’249 Patent

40. The 249 Patent is titled “Network Interface Device and Broadband
Local Area Network Using Coaxial Cable” and it 1s directed to a “local area
network™ which “uses coaxial cable wiring for interconnection of terminal devices.”

249 Patent (EX1001), Abstract. The 249 Patent uses a “frequency selective
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network interface device ... placed at the building point of entry ... to reflect
network signals transmitted by terminal devices back into the building distribution
to be received by other terminal devices.” Id. In this way, “the network interface
provides a path for terminal devices to transmit and receive from other terminal
devices.” Id.

41. To provide a background of the *249 Patent, independent claim 10 is
reproduced below.

10. A broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals
using coaxial cable building wiring containing a plurality of branches
comprising:

a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects
network signals originating in the building wiring such that the rejected
network signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected
by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring;

at least one signal splitter;

a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each
terminal device capable of communicating with other terminal devices
the reflected signal path created by the filter, wherein the terminal
devices perform equalization on the received signal that restores a flat
frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments

caused by the reflected signals.

42.  In general, claim 10 is related to creating a local area network using

coaxial wiring. The *249 Patent notes that when “the coaxial cable used for the LAN
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is shared with a community aerial television (CATV) or cable TV service the signals
must be separated to avoid interference.” *249 Patent (EX1001), 1:22-24. The *249
Patent explains that in “a conventional cable TV or cable modem use, this isolation
is of no concern because terminal devices do not communicate with each other.”
Id., 2:15-18. However, in “a LAN system, terminal devices communicate directly
with each other.” /d., 2:18-21. Thus, the *249 Patent purports to provide “a suitable
signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable wired
building.” Id., 3:4-7.

43.  More specifically the *249 Patent contemplates “a frequency selective
network interface device placed at the building point of entry (POE) to reflect
upstream signals transmitted by terminal devices back into the building distribution
whereby the signals may be received by other terminal devices. By reflecting
upstream signals back into the building as downstream signals, the network interface
device provides a path for terminal devices to transmit to and receive from other
terminal devices.” 249 Patent (EX1001), 3:11-18. According to the *249 Patent,
this “overcomes the problem of port-to-port isolation in the signal
splitter/combiners.” Id., 3:18-20. Additionally, the 249 Patent states that “the
network interface device is to isolate signals generated within the building and
prevent the transmission outside the building. Due to the frequency selectivity of the

network interface, upstream and downstream signals for cable TV and cable modem
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service are not disturbed.” Id., 3:25-27.
44.  Figure 2 of the 249 Patent shows ““a signal distribution plan according

to the present invention.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 3:58-59.

FIG. 2

222
§< {/ 220 /‘ 224
V D—
r——— " - -TTTTrTT L an oo e k]
i Network {7 210 |
i gl:::;:‘; interface {
} | 230 t
! - ‘
| Sphiter {
1 |
! N ;
’ z 232 f
| ~ e !
| Splitter ™v Spiittar :
l
] |
: L““"l 270 L—————— |
{ Ve |
i v w?:‘?:n LAN Modem I :
}
} 2 4{) 250” i L e 280 Combiner LAN Modem !
i PG LAN [ :
H 260~} Uevice 282
{ ! LAN d |
{ v Devics {
{ T |
{ |
i I
]

[ SONpUUUR UGS U U SO SO UUUG SR UGG UG U UGN U UUR UURUULS FUUN UUG S U DU SUUR AUUR SUUS U SO U U SIS U SR S

*249 Patent (EX1001), Fig. 2

45.  In describing Figure 2, the 249 Patent states that a “frequency selective
network interface device 210 is located at the point of entry (POE) to the building
LAN wiring.... The network interface 210 produces a reflection of upstream signals
back into the LAN wiring so that terminal devices, such as LAN modem 270, can
receive a signal transmitted by another terminal device connected to the LAN wiring

forming the network. The invention intentionally introduces a reflection into the
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LAN wiring and exploits the reflected signal to provide communication path in a
system that has high isolation between terminal devices due to splitters 230, 231,
and 232 installed in the wiring.” 249 Patent (EX1001), 3:59-4:13.

46. However, the use of in-building coaxial cable wiring to create a local
area network was well-known prior to the 249 Patent. For example, prior to the
’249 Patent’s priority date, Afshary disclosed “a coaxial cable local area network
(LAN) for digitally communicating client generated data between clients of the cable
LAN.” Afshary (EX1003), Abstract. Afshary’s system uses a “low pass filter (LPF)
18” which prevents signals from the LAN “from getting back to the public cable
network™ by “reflect[ing] cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network of
the cable LAN.” Id., 99 14, 16. Similarly, Amit disclosed a technique in which
“signals will typically propagate between the devices via reflections from other
devices in the line.” Amit (EX1006), 3:19-23.

47.  Thus, the challenged claim recites nothing more than concepts and
elements that were well-known prior to the *249 Patent.

C. Prior Art References

i Overview of Afshary

48.  Afshary describes “a coaxial cable local area network (LAN) for
digitally communicating client generated data between clients of the cable LAN.”

Afshary (EX1003), Abstract. Afshary’s system uses a “cable LAN isolator such as
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LPF [low pass filter] 18 which “maintains security for the cable LAN” and does so
by “restricting spurious signals or cable LAN signals to the premise of the user” and
which will also “reflect cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network of the
cable LAN.” Afshary (EX1003), 9 15-16. With reference to Figure 2, reproduced
below, Afshary explains that “[i]n the overall operation, a first client, such as PC 62,
communicates digital data to a first cable LAN adapter 32 through client interface

66...the first cable LAN adapter 32 communicates the processed data to a second

cable LAN adapter 32 through coaxial cable wire 24.” Afshary (EX1003), 9 23.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2

49. In my opinion, Afshary is analogous art to the 249 Patent. The field
of endeavor of the ’249 Patent is “broadband communication networks” and
“network interface devices and network wiring.” °249 Patent (EX1001), 1:14-16.

Afshary “relates to a coaxial cable local area network (LAN) for digitally
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communicating client generated data between clients of the cable LAN.” Afshary
(EX1003),9 7.

50.  Afshary is also reasonably pertinent to at least one problem addressed
by the ’249 Patent. The 249 Patent purports to address at least the problem of
“providing a suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a
coaxial cable wired building.” 249 Patent (EX1001), 3:4-7. Afshary discloses
“digitally communicating client generated data between clients of the cable LAN”
and 1s thus reasonably pertinent to the problem of “providing a suitable signal path
for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable wired building.” Afshary
(EX1003), q 7. Accordingly, Afshary is analogous art to the *249 Patent for this
reason as well.

ii. Overview of Amit

51. Amit discloses “the ability to use existing cable TV wires for home
networking.” Amit (EX1006), Abstract. Amit explains that it “provides a system
and methods for communication between subscribers devices over cable
infrastructure designed to carry video signals, using pass band frequency bands,
without transmission through a CATV headend device. Amit (EX1006), 2:34-38.
Amit shows in Figure 2 “an example of a preferred embodiment™ of its system,
which includes a “[n]otch filter ... that does not pass a certain RF range that is used

by the home networking devices” and Amit further describes that “signals arriving
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to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204-207, 212] are partially reflected back

to these home units [204-207].” Id. at 6:24-44.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2

52.  In my opinion, Amit is analogous art to the 249 Patent. As detailed
above, the field of endeavor of the 249 Patent is “broadband communication
networks” and “network interface devices and network wiring.” °249 Patent
(EX1001), 1:14-16. Amit similarly describes using “cable TV wires for home
networking.” Amit (EX1006), Abstract. Thus, Amit is within the same field of
endeavor. Amit is also reasonably pertinent to at least one problem addressed by the
’249 Patent. The *249 Patent purports to address at least the problem of “providing
a suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable

wired building.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 3:4-7. Amit discloses “methods for
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communication between subscribers’ devices over cable infrastructure designed to
carry video signals.” Amit (EX1006), 2:34-38. Thus, Amit is reasonably pertinent
to at least one of the problems allegedly solved by the *249 Patent.

iil. Overview of Mills

53. Mills relates to “computer network point to point data
communications” in various implementations, including “Ethernet using coaxial.”
Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13. As pertinent to the analysis in this reexamination request,
Mills teaches that “receivers use an equalizer to adjust for the characteristics of the
incoming line.” Id., 6:22-34.

54. In my opinion, Mills is analogous art to the 249 Patent. As detailed
above, the field of endeavor of the 249 Patent is “broadband communication
networks” and ‘“network interface devices and network wiring.” °249 Patent
(EX1001), 1:14-16. Mills describes techniques for “computer network point to
point data communications” in various implementations, including “Ethernet using
coaxial.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13. Thus, Mills is within the same field of
endeavor.

55. Mills is also reasonably pertinent to at least one problem addressed by
the 249 Patent. The *249 Patent purports to address the problem of “providing a
suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable wired

building.” °249 Patent (EX1001), 3:4-7. By describing techniques for point-to-
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point data communications using coaxial wiring, Mills is reasonably pertinent to at
least one of the problems allegedly solved by the 249 Patent.

D. Disclosure and Teachings of Prior Art References

i Obviousness of Claim 10 by Afshary and Mills

56. In my opinion, each and every limitation of claim 10 is rendered
obvious by the combined teachings of Afshary and Mills.
Claim 10

[10.0] A broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals using
coaxial cable building wiring containing a plurality of branches comprising:

57. To the extent the preamble is a limitation of the claims, Afshary
discloses it or at least renders it obvious.

58.  First, Afshary discloses a local area network ... using coaxial cable
building wiring:

“The invention relates to a coaxial cable local area network (LAN)
for digitally communicating client generated data between clients of the

cable LAN.”

Afshary, Abstract.

59.  Afshary also teaches that the local area network is a broadband local
area network because its clients use a “broadband application specific integrated
circuit (ASIC) 78. Afshary (EX1003), 9 30.

60.  Additionally, Afshary teaches transmitting modulated signals:
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“In the preferred embodiment, a signal generated by adapter 32
downstream of LPF 18 rapidly transmits data from one adapter to

another adapter as a carrier modulated digital signal.”
Afshary (EX1003), q 26.
61. Afshary further teaches building wiring containing a plurality of

branches. As shown in Figure 1, the cable LAN in Afshary contains a plurality of

branches 24 (annotated in dashed boxes).
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1 (annotated)
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62. Likewise, Figure 2 of Afshary shows multiple branches 24 (annotated

in dashed boxes):
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2 (annotated)

63. Accordingly, Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious, the
preamble of claim 10.
[10.1] a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects
network signals originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network

signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back
into all branches of the building wiring,

64. Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious this limitation.

65.  First, Afshary discloses a filter located at the point of entry of the
building wiring. Afshary teaches a low pass filter (LPF) 18, which is a filter as
recited because the *249 Patent discloses that the filter “would typically be a low

pass filter.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 4:25-26. Accordingly, Afshary’s LPF 18 is the
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same type of filter contemplated for use by the *249 Patent.
66. Afshary teaches that the filter 1s located at the point of entry of the
building wiring:

“Near the point at which drop cable 10 enters home 12, low pass
filter (LPF) 18 is installed by the user, upstream of the in-home cable
LAN network and downstream of any cable service company supplied

low pass filter 20.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9§ 14.
67. As shown in Figure 1, LPF 18 is located at the point of entry of the

building wiring:
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1 (annotated)
68. Second, Afshary discloses that the filter rejects network signals
originating in the building such that the rejected network signals do not pass through
the filter. Afshary explains:

“By restricting spurious signals or cable LAN signals to the premise
of the user, LPF 18 maintains security by preventing such signals
from getting back to the public cable network.”

Afshary (EX1003), q 16.
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“LPF 18 maintains security for the cable LAN, works to improve the
performance of the cable LAN, and prevents signals generated within
the cable LAN from interfering with cable service company
operations.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 15.

69. Because Afshary’s low pass filter restricts cable LAN signals to the
premise of the user and prevents cable LAN signals from getting back to the public
cable network and interfering with cable service company operations, Afshary’s low
pass filter rejects network signals originating in the building such that the rejected
network signals do not pass through the filter.

70.  Afshary also explains that the cable LAN signals are reflected by the
filter back into all branches of the building wiring:

“LPF 18 will also reflect cable LAN transmitted signals back into the
network of the cable LAN.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 16.
71.  Afshary describes the cable LAN as the wiring branches within the
home shown 1n Figure 1:

“Near the point at which drop cable 10 enters home 12, low pass filter
(LPF) 18 1s installed by the user, upstream of the in-home cable LAN
network and downstream of any cable service company supplied low

pass filter 20.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9§ 14.
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72.  Afshary also discloses that splitters, such as splitter 22 depicted in

Figure 1, “permit more than one client to receive identical data by dividing the cable
into two or more cable wires.” In more detail, Afshary explains:

“Coaxial cable splitters permit more than one client to receive identical
data by dividing the cable into two or more cable wires. Thus, from the
point at which drop cable 10 enters home 12, drop cable 10 is split by
splitter 22 into different cable wires 24, each cable wire 24 being routed

to different rooms in home 12.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 18.

73.  Thus, because Afshary’s low pass filter restricts cable LAN signals
from interfering with cable service signals and reflects cable LAN signals back into
the network of the cable LAN, and because data reflected by LPF 18 is split by
splitter 22 and communicated to all clients coupled to the splitter, Afshary discloses,
or at least renders obvious, that the signals do not pass through the filter, but rather
are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring as recited.

74.  Accordingly, Afshary’s low pass filter 18 discloses, or at least renders
obvious, a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects
network signals originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network
signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back into

all branches of the building wiring as recited.
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[10.2] at least one signal splitter;

75.  Afshary discloses at least one signal splitter:

“Thus, where splitter 22 is located close to LPF 18, the return loss
characteristics of LPF 18 may be helpful in coupling the cable LAN
signal power from one arm of splitter 22 to another arm of splitter 22.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 16. Afshary’s splitter 22 is annotated by a dashed box

below:
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1 (annotated)

“Coaxial cable splitters permit more than one client to receive
identical data by dividing the cable into two or more cable wires. Thus,
from the point at which drop cable 10 enters home 12, drop cable 10 1s
split by splitter 22 into different cable wires 24, each cable wire 24
being routed to different rooms in home 12.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 18.

76. Thus, Afshary’s splitter 22 discloses, or at least renders obvious, at
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least one signal splitter as recited.

[10.3.1] a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each
terminal device capable of communicating with other terminal devices the
reflected signal path created by the filter,

77.  Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious, this limitation.
78.  Asshown in Figure 1, Afshary discloses a plurality of terminal devices

such as multiple “cable LAN adapter 32” devices:
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32 2
/”‘* SETTOPBOX PC ]
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48
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k7]
) 26
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2 32
A C SET TOP BOX T\
36" 30
A cABLE MODEMH /‘[L_l 22 v SN
30 18 28
, - I(
20~
R
FIG. 1 s e
. I |

Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1

79.  Afshary also explains:
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“Within living room 26 of FIG. 1 is living room television (TV) 28
having set top box (STB) 30. Set top box 30 includes boxes that provide
interactive television through high speed internet data access. Coupled
between cable wire 24 and set top box 30 is cable LAN adapter 32.
Cable wire 24 is also routed to office 34. Within office 34 is office
personal computer (PC) 36 having an internet gateway. The internet
gateway may be personal computer 36 having high speed access to the
internet, where the high speed access may be achieved through the
shown a cable modem 30, as well as other connection such as
asymmetric digital subscriber loop (ADSL) modem, an integrated
service digital network (ISDN), a T1 line, and a multimedia cable
network system (MCNS) cable modem. Coupled between cable wire
24 and personal computer 36 is a second cable LAN adapter 32.”
Afshary (EX1003), 9 18.

“Cable wire 24 is also routed to bedroom 40 and to bedroom 46. To
communicate with cable LAN adapter 32 in bedroom 40 and
bedroom 46, cable wire 24 is further divided from splitter 22 by splitter
38 into two cable wires 24. Within bedroom 40 is bedroom TV 42
having set top box 44. Coupled between cable wire 24 and set top box
44 is a third cable LAN adapter 32. Within bedroom 46 is bedroom
PC 48 coupled to a fourth cable LAN adapter 32. To complete the
cable LAN network, cable wire 24 from splitter 38 is connected to cable
LAN adapter 32 in bedroom 46. The number and arrangement of rooms
and clients in home 12 is not particular to an embodiment of the
invention. Home 12 may have different rooms, in different numbers and

arrangements, each having different clients.”
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Afshary (EX1003), 9 19.

80.

Afshary also explains, with reference to Figure 2, “[t]ypical clients of

the cable LAN network.” For example, Afshary explains:

“Typical clients of the cable LAN network are shown in FIG. 2. These
clients may include digital TV set top box 50, digital video cassette
recorder (VCR) 52, digital TV 54, home control and monitoring hub
56, wireless hub 58 with bridge 60, personal computer 62, and personal
computer motherboard 64. Bridge 60 of wireless hub 58 is capable of
communicating with different wireless devices. For example, one such
wireless device may be a remote-control device that can be used for
multiple clients on the network such as PC's, set top boxes, and digital
TV's.

As shown in FIG. 2, client interface 66 couples cable LAN adapter 32
to a client. Adapter 32 serves to connect these clients to the network of
cable wires 24. Client interface 66 may be any suitable computer
interface, such as a Peripheral Component Interconnect (PCI) adapter
card, Universal Serial Bus (USB), or buses meeting the Institute of
Electronic and Electrical Engineering standard for a high performance
serial bus, IEEE 1394. Adapter 32 may also be coupled to a client by
other techniques. For example, adapter 32 may be housed in a client of
the cable-LAN network such as indicated by dashed lines 68 for PC
motherboard 64.”

Afshary (EX1003), 99 20-21.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2

81.  As also shown in Figures 1 and 2, the ferminal devices are connected
to the wiring branches, such as the “coaxial cable wire 24.”
82. Afshary also discloses that each terminal device [is] capable of

communicating with other terminal devices the reflected signal path created by the
filter:

“The overall operation can be understood from FIG. 2. In the overall
operation, a first client, such as PC 62, communicates digital data to
a first cable LAN adapter 32 through client interface 66. After
processing the data for transmission, the first cable LAN adapter 32
communicates the processed data to a second cable LAN adapter
32 through coaxial cable wire 24. On receiving the data, the second
adapter 32 further processes the transmitted data to a form usable by a
second client, such as digital TV 54, and transmits that data to second

client digital TV 54 through client interface 66. First cable LAN adapter
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32 may also communicate this same data to other adapters 32, that, in

turn, may transmit the received data to their associated client.”

Afshary (EX1003), q 23.

“LPF 18 will also reflect cable LAN transmitted signals back into the
network of the cable LAN.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 16.

“In the preferred embodiment, a signal generated by adapter 32
downstream of LPF 18 rapidly transmits data from one adapter to

another adapter as a carrier modulated digital signal.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 26.

“With the signal transmitted from a first adapter 32, at least a
designated second adapter 32 will receive the signal. On receiving
the transmitted data through cable wire 24, second adapter 32 reverses
the process by converting the transmitted data into a form usable by a
second client and transmitting that data to that client. From switch 132
of F1G. 4, LNA 118 focuses the signal so that down converter 114 may
convert the signal to an intermediate frequency (IF) of around 44 MHz

The analog signal 1s then converted to a digital signal in ADC 110.”
Afshary (EX1003), § 41.

“As shown in FIG. 2, client interface 66 couples cable LAN adapter 32

to a client. Adapter 32 serves to connect these clients to the network of

cable wires 24. Client interface 66 may be any suitable computer

interface, such as a Peripheral Component Interconnect (PCI) adapter

card, Universal Serial Bus (USB), or buses meeting the Institute of
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Electronic and Electrical Engineering standard for a high performance
serial bus, IEEE 1394. Adapter 32 may also be coupled to a client by

other techniques. For example, adapter 32 may be housed in a client of
the cable-LAN network such as indicated by dashed lines 68 for PC
motherboard 64.”

Afshary (EX1003), 9 21.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2 (annotated)

83.  As shown in the dashed arrows annotating Figure 2, above, cable LAN
adapter 32 is used by PC 62 to communicate over wiring 24. The signal from cable
LAN adapter 32 is transmitted to the LPF 18, which in turn reflects the signal back
into the LAN, where it 1s received by the second cable LAN adapter 32 coupled to

digital TV 54.
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84. By describing that the cable LAN adapters 32 communicate with each
other through coaxial cable wiring, and by describing that the low pass filter reflects
cable LAN signals into the cable LAN network, Afshary discloses, or at least renders
obvious, that each terminal device [is] capable of communicating with other
terminal devices the reflected signal path created by the filter as recited.

[10.3.2] wherein the terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal

that restores a flat frequency response to overcome communication channel
impairments caused by the reflected signals.

85.  Afshary is silent regarding the terminal devices perform equalization
on the received signal that restores a flat frequency response to overcome
communication channel impairments caused by the reflected signals. Mills,
however, teaches this limitation. And in the combined system of Afshary and Mills
further described below, the combination discloses, or at least renders obvious, this
limitation.

86. Mills relates to “‘computer network point to point data
communications,” and teaches that its invention “can be applied to ... RF networks”™
and “appropriate media such as coax cable.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13; 12:29-39.

87. Mills discloses:

“Additionally, to assist the PLL, most receivers use an equalizer to
adjust for the characteristics of the incoming line. Various types of
equalizers (e.g. adaptive, fixed, etc.) can be used to balance out the

effect the characteristics of the media have on the incoming signal. For
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example, a twisted pair cable typically experiences an attenuation
which is a function of its length and the frequency of interest. The
equalizer will compensate for the attenuation by creating a frequency
dependant gain. This results in a frequency response that is as flat
as possible, across the spectrum, for that cable length.”

Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32.

88.  Although Mills refers to a twisted pair cable in the example above,
Mills makes clear that it also teaches that its invention “can be applied to ... RF
networks” and “appropriate media such as coax cable.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13;
12:29-39.

89.  Mills further discloses:

“Similarly, in an embodiment, an adaptive receiver PHY equalizer is
designed to remember the input characteristics of the link, as last
determined. For example, storage of the equalizer coefficients, which
contain information that maps the input characteristics, will enable the

recetver to quickly adapt to the received signal.”

Mills (EX1004), 23:41-46.

90. Mills discloses techniques performed in a receiver, such as a “network
interface card” (Mills (EX1004), 3:22-25), which a POSITA would have recognized
as a terminal device consistent with the *249 Patent’s “LAN modem 270" coupled
to a “LAN device 280 such as a PC. °249 Patent (EX1001), 4:8-13.

91. Thus, Mills discloses, or at least renders obvious, that receivers
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(terminal devices) use an equalizer to adjust for characteristics of the incoming line
(perform equalization on the received signal) that results in a frequency response
that is as flat as possible (that restores a flat frequency response) due to
characteristics of the incoming line such as the length of the cable and frequency of
interest (to overcome communication channel impairments). Mills (EX1004), 6:22—
32,23:41-46.

92. The ’249 Patent, for example, explains that a “reflection anywhere in
the wiring produces a multipath signal in some or all wiring branches that creates
inter-symbol interference (ISI)....ISI will degrade the bit error rate (BER)
performance of the communication channel. The effects of ISI can be overcome by
applying modulation techniques or receiver processing techniques. An adaptive
equalizer in the terminal device creates a filter response that restores a flat frequency
response impaired by the multipath signal.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 5:64—6:13. The
’249 Patent also explains that it creates reflections by “introducing any impairment
into an element, for example a cable, component, or connector....” /d. at 4:63—65.

93. Because Mills teaches using equalizers to “balance out the effect the
characteristics of the media” (i.e., the cable), it thus teaches overcoming
communication channel impairments as recited. Further, it was known at the time
of the 249 Patent that performing equalization in a receiver would overcome inter-

symbol interference (ISI) (the impairment that the *249 Patent seeks to solve by
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equalization), and thus, a POSITA would have recognized Mills’ equalization to
overcome communication channel impairments as recited. See, e.g., Labat
(EX1009), 1:4-19 (“present invention relates to an equalizer circuit (or ‘equalizer’)
for receivers in digital communications systems... Equalization consists essentially
in removing as much intersymbol interference (ISI) as possible....This can result
from...a phenomenon of multi-path propagation.”); Shin (EX1014), pp. 1-2
(describing a downstream unit (i.e., receiver) that includes a DFE equalizer “to
eliminate intersymbol interference (ISI)”); Kerpez (EX1011), pp. 141 (stating that
“[1]f there is no equalizer, then the distortion engendered by a long-delay echo will
become additive noise that increases the BER” teaching that performing equalization
improves bit error rate, consistent with disclosure of the *249 Patent), 136 (focusing
on “signal reflections” much like the 249 Patent), 137 (teaching that “Signal
distortion due to static reflections can be reduced by adaptive equalization.”);
Dehgan (EX1010), 7:6—-11 (describing an “adaptive equalizer that compensates for
Inter-Symbol Interference due to the characteristics of channel 16 and receiver 14.”).

94.  While Mills may not explicitly disclose that these impairments are
caused by the reflected signals, this would have been obvious in the combination
with Afshary, as Afshary’s signals that are received by the terminal devices are
reflected signals; thus, applying Mills’ technique to Afshary would result in

overcoming communication channel impairments caused by the reflected signals as
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recited.

95. Indeed, in view of Kerpez (EX1011), a POSITA would have recognized
that the reflected signals described in the *249 Patent (e.g., at 4:64—-65) were well-
known to be addressed by an equalizer:

Digital transmission is also strongly affected by small signal reflections
(commonly referred to as microreflections in the cable-industry
literature), which would not be noticeable with analog video. Signal
distortion due to static reflections can be reduced by adaptive

equalization

As signals propagate, they encounter an impedance mismatch at every
cable connector and component interface. Each mismatch causes a
portion of the signal to be reflected and travel in the opposite direction.
Two successive changes in direction can produce an echo, i.e., an
attenuated and delayed replica of the signal, transmitted in the same
direction. Echoes interfere with detection of the main signal, which

travels directly to the receiver.

Kerpez (EX1011), p. 137.

96.  Thus, the combined teachings of Afshary and Mills render obvious that
terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal that restores a flat
[frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments.

97. A POSITA would have been motivated to combine the teachings of

Afshary and Mills for multiple reasons.
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98.  First, combining the teachings would have been no more than
combining prior art elements according to known methods to yield predictable
results. Together, Afshary and Mills teach each and every limitation recited in claim
10. A POSITA would have been motivated to combine Mills’ teaching of a receiver
that performs equalization with Afshary’s teachings of receivers, to adjust for
characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA would have
seen as an advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating
a gain. Thus, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine this teaching of
Mills with Afshary. A POSITA would have also recognized a reasonable
expectation of success in the combination, as modifying Afshary’s receivers in
accordance with Mills teachings (to the extent Afshary’s receivers did not have an
equalizer) would have been straightforward to a POSITA having the requisite skill
in the art. For example, because Mills discloses that “most receivers use an
equalizer,” and because equalizers in receivers were well-known at the time of the
"249 Patent (as detailed in Labat and Shin, for example) a POSITA would have
recognized a reasonable expectation of success in adding an equalizer to the terminal
devices of Afshary (e.g., the cable LAN adapters), as doing so would have required
(at most) only a small amount of additional circuitry that was well-known to a
POSITA at the time.

99.  Additionally, the combined teachings would have represented nothing
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more than the use of a known technique (Mills’ teachings of performing equalization
on an incoming signal at a receiver) to improve Afshary’s similar methods in the
same way, i.e., to adjust for the characteristics of the incoming line. As detailed
above, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine Mills’ teaching of a
receiver that performs equalization with Afshary’s teachings of receivers, to adjust
for characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA would
have seen as an advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by
creating a gain. Thus, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine this
teaching of Mills with Afshary. A POSITA would have also recognized a reasonable
expectation of success in the combination, as modifying Afshary’s receivers in
accordance with Mills teachings would have been straightforward to a POSITA
having the requisite skill in the art.

ii. Obviousness of Claim 10 by Amit and Mills

100. In my opinion, each and every limitation of claim 10 is rendered
obvious by the combined teachings of Amit and Mills.
Claim 10

[10.0] A broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals using
coaxial cable building wiring containing a plurality of branches comprising:

101. To the extent the preamble is a limitation of the claims, Amit discloses

it or at least renders it obvious.
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102. First, Amit discloses a broadband local area network for transmitting
modulated signals using coaxial cable building wiring:

“In the prior art, coaxial cables have been used for local area
networks (LAN) and for analog communications. The system and
method of the present invention is designed for cable networks that
carry video or other information from a headend or an antenna, and thus
it 1s different from prior art LAN over coaxial cables. Furthermore, the
method employs a new digital modulation scheme based on pass-
band RF signaling, which is fundamentally different than prior art LAN

and analog modulation over coaxial cables.”
Amit (EX1006), 3:1-9.

“FIG. 2 shows an example of a preferred embodiment of the home

network method and system connected to a regional CATV plant;”

Amit (EX1006), 5:22-24.

“FIG. 16 shows building wiring;”

Amit (EX1006), 5:40.

“We note that the method and system will still be capable to perform
home networking if the home coaxial wiring is not connected to a
regional CATV plant [201], but connected to TV antenna, or even

disconnected.”
Amit (EX1006), 7:5-8.
103. Amit also discloses the building wiring containing a plurality of

branches:
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“The cable network can be divided to ‘branches’ because the tree
structure supplies attenuation between its branches. The attenuation
1s granted by the coaxial cables and by components that include filters.
Some of the splitters also provide good isolation between the sub

networks that are connected to these components.”

Amit (EX1006), 9:36-42.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2

104. Thus, Amit discloses, or at least renders obvious, the preamble of claim

10.
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[10.1] a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects
network signals originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network
signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back
into all branches of the building wiring,

105. Amit discloses a filter located at the point of entry of the building that
rejects network signals originating in the building wiring such that the rejected
network signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter
back into all branches of the building wiring.

106. First, Amit discloses a filter located at the point of entry of the building

wiring. As shown in Figure 2, Amit discloses a notch filter 202.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2 (annotated)

107. The *249 Patent explains that, in one embodiment, “the filter 1s a series
notch filter” and thus, Amit’s notch filter is consistent with the examples disclosed
in the *249 Patent. 249 Patent (EX1001), 5:40-41.

108. Amit discloses that the notch filter 202 rejects network signals
originating in the building wiring:

“Notch filter [202], is a band reject filter that does not pass a certain
RF range that is used by the home networking devices [204-207,
2121”7
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Amit (EX1006), 6:29-31.
“High reflection
The reflection from the notch filter is in the power of the signal or it
might be higher. When this reflection is higher than the signal we can
use this reflection as our main signal.”

Amit (EX1006), 14:1-6.

109. Amit further discloses that the rejected network signals do not pass
through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the
building wiring:

“l. Subscribers' devices may communicate directly (not via the
headend) using RF signaling over the coax cable. These signals will
typically propagate between the devices via reflections from other

devices in the line, e.g. splitters or amplifiers in the line.”

Amit (EX1006), 3:15-23.

“RF splitter [203] splits the signal coming from and to the regional
CATYV plant [201], to the signals coming to and from units [204—207,
212] respectively. The signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the
home units [204-207, 212] are partially reflected back to these home
units [204-207].”

Amit (EX1006), 6:36—41.
110. Based on the configuration shown in Figure 2 of Amit, Amit teaches
that, when signals arrive to the RF splitter from the home units, those signals from

the home units are reflected by the notch filter and then subsequently split by RF
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splitter to the units 204-207 and 212.

111. For example, a POSITA would have interpreted Amit’s teachings as
depicted in the following visual example, in which signals originating from the
HCNM 206 (i.e., one of Amit’s units 204-207, depicted by the thinner dashed lines
terminating in an arrow) are reflected by notch filter 202, and then after being
reflected by notch filter 202, are split by RF splitter 203 and communicated to all of

units 204-207 and 212 (depicted by the thicker dashed lines terminating in an arrow).
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2 (annotated)
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112. Amit further discloses:

“8. In a particular embodiment of the present invention, the splitter at
the input to the user premises is replaced by a special splitter device
that supplies higher quality home networking capabilities, or a filter is
connected to the splitter. A passive filter connected to the splitter
insures [sic] that the home networking signals in a specific home will
not interfere with or be interfered by other home networks. This passive
filter provides a “single home™ operational mode that allows for low
cost equipment and frequency re-use. A home network splitter that
supplies less isolation between the home drops and includes the filter

inside 1s also provided.”
Amit (EX1006), 4:30-39.

“The notch filter in the entrance of the home is a one of the basic
elements in the home network design. If this notch filter exists in the
HomeCN is disconnected from the regional cable network, therefore

its' design is more simple (single home network).”
Amit (EX1006), 7:15-19.

113. Thus, Amit teaches that, in one embodiment, the notch filter is
connected to the splitter to achieve a home networking environment using
propagation of the signals by reflection.

114. Thus, Amit’s notch filter discloses, or at least renders obvious, this

limitation.
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[10.2] at least one signal splitter,;

115. Amit discloses at least one signal splitter:

“RF splitter [203] splits the signal coming from and to the regional
CATYV plant [201], to the signals coming to and from units [204-207,
212] respectively. The signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the
home units [204-207, 212] are partially reflected back to these home
units [204-207].”

Amit (EX1006), 6:36—41.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2 (annotated)

116. Thus, Amit’s RF splitter discloses, or at least renders obvious, at least
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one signal splitter as recited.

[10.3.1] a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each
terminal device capable of communicating with other terminal devices the
reflected signal path created by the filter,

117. Amit discloses, or at least renders obvious, this limitation.

118. The *249 Patent explains that “terminals ... can include cable converter
boxes, televisions, and cable modems™ (249 Patent (EX1001), 1:27-31) and one
example of a “terminal device” 1s “LAN modem 270 (°249 Patent (EX1001), 3:64—
4:2). The LAN modem 270 terminal device in the *249 Patent 1s shown as coupled
to LAN device 280 which “can be, for example, a personal computer (PC)." See
’249 Patent (EX1001), Fig. 2, 4:8-11.

119. First, Amit discloses a plurality of terminal devices connected to the

wiring branches:

“The signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204—
207, 212] are partially reflected back to these home units [204-207].
It may be recommended to use splitters that deliberately have high
reflection levels (although we believe that the method and system can
operate with typical commercial splitters). The Video Cassette
Recorder (VCR) [204] and TV set [205] include Home Cable
Networking Interface (HCNI) devices. The Personal Computer
(PC) [208] is connected to a Home Networking Cable Modem
(HNCM) device [206] (that supplies the Home Networking
functionality and the Cable Modem functionality). The HCNM is
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also connected to a phone [215] and supplies the VoIP functionality. A
PC that includes HCNI can be connected directly to the HCN. The
HCNU-+wireless units [207, 212] are connected to the CATV and has a
wireless output (e.g. Bluetooth, HomeRF or infra-red) which connects
to devices within the vicinity of the device [207], such as wireless
telephone unit [209, 213], and a notebook computer [210]). The HCNU
devices are capable of transmitting and receiving digital
communications signals between them. These signals propagate in the
CATY wires and are reflected by the RF splitter [203]. The HCNM
device is further capable of operating as a DOCSIS cable modem and
communicating with a headend of a regional CATV plant [201]. The
HNCI's, the HCNU's and the HNCM use Home Cable Network
Protocol HCNP.”
Amit (EX1006), 6:39-64.

120. Consistent with the *249 Patent’s description of televisions as terminals
discussed above, Amit’s “TV set [205]” teaches a terminal device[]. Similarly,
consistent with the 249 Patent’s description of “cable modems,” and “LAN modem
270 coupled to LAN device 280 (a PC) as terminal devices, Amit’s HCNM 206,
which “supplies the Home Networking functionality” (i.e., LAN functionality) and
“Cable Modem functionality™ also teaches a terminal device[]. Thus, Amit teaches
a plurality of terminal devices as recited.

121. Second, the above disclosure also demonstrates that Amit’s terminal

devices are capable of communicating with other terminal devices the reflected
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signal path created by the filter:

“The signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204—
207, 212] are partially reflected back to these home units [204-207].
It may be recommended to use splitters that deliberately have high
reflection levels (although we believe that the method and system can
operate with typical commercial splitters). The Video Cassette
Recorder (VCR) [204] and TV set [205] include Home Cable
Networking Interface (HCNI) devices. The Personal Computer
(PC) |208] is connected to a Home Networking Cable Modem
(HNCM) device [206] (that supplies the Home Networking
functionality and the Cable Modem functionality). .... The HCNU
devices are capable of transmitting and receiving digital
communications signals between them. These signals propagate in
the CATYV wires and are reflected by the RF splitter [203]. The
HCNM device is further capable of operating as a DOCSIS cable
modem and communicating with a headend of a regional CATV plant
[201]. The HNCI's, the HCNU's and the HNCM use Home Cable
Network Protocol HCNP.”

Amit (EX1006), 6:39-64.
122. In one embodiment of Amit, the splitter and notch filter are integrated,
such that the reflected signal path is created by the filter as recited:

“To use the Single Home operation mode that simplifies the equipment,
a notch filter should be added. This filter can be added in the following
points:

Adding a filter at the flat/single user home entrance.
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The advantage of this method is the ability of the end user to add the
filter by himself.

Replace the house basement splitter that split the signals between the
flats to a special splitter.

The advantage of this method is the ability of the MSO to change a
single splitter to a special splitter that includes internal filter. This
splitter enables more effective usage of the home networking for some

flats (homes).”

Amit (EX1006), 13:31-43.
123. Thus, Amit discloses, or at least renders obvious, this limitation.
[10.3.2] wherein the terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal

that restores a flat frequency response to overcome communication channel
impairments caused by the reflected signals.

124.  Amit 1s silent regarding the terminal devices perform equalization on
the received signal that restores a flat frequency response to overcome
communication channel impairments caused by the reflected signals. Mills,
however, teaches this limitation. And in the combined system of Amit and Mills
further described below, the combination discloses, or at least renders obvious, this
limitation.

125. Mills relates to “computer network point to point data
communications,” and teaches that its invention “can be applied to ... RF networks”™
and “appropriate media such as coax cable.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13; 12:29-39.

126. Mills discloses:
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“Additionally, to assist the PLL, most receivers use an equalizer to
adjust for the characteristics of the incoming line. Various types of
equalizers (e.g. adaptive, fixed, etc.) can be used to balance out the
effect the characteristics of the media have on the incoming signal. For
example, a twisted pair cable typically experiences an attenuation
which is a function of its length and the frequency of interest. The
equalizer will compensate for the attenuation by creating a frequency
dependant gain. This results in a frequency response that is as flat

as possible, across the spectrum, for that cable length.”
Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32.

127. Although Mills refers to a twisted pair cable in the example above,
Mills makes clear that it also teaches that its invention “can be applied to ... RF
networks” and “appropriate media such as coax cable.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13;
12:29-39.

128. Mills further discloses:

“Similarly, in an embodiment, an adaptive receiver PHY equalizer is
designed to remember the input characteristics of the link, as last
determined. For example, storage of the equalizer coefficients, which
contain information that maps the input characteristics, will enable the

receiver to quickly adapt to the received signal.”

Mills (EX1004), 23:41-46.
129. Mills discloses techniques performed in a receiver, such as a “network

interface card” (Mills (EX1004), 3:22-25), which a POSITA would have recognized
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as a terminal device consistent with the *249 Patent’s “LAN modem 270" coupled
to a “LAN device 280 such as a PC. *249 Patent (EX1001), 4:8-13.

130. Thus, Mills discloses, or at least renders obvious, that receivers
(terminal devices) use an equalizer to adjust for characteristics of the incoming line
(perform equalization on the received signal) that results in a frequency response
that 1s as flat as possible (that restores a flat frequency response) due to
characteristics of the incoming line such as the length of the cable and frequency of
interest (fo overcome communication channel impairments). Mills (EX1004), 6:22—
32,23:41-46.

131. The ’249 Patent, for example, explains that a “reflection anywhere in
the wiring produces a multipath signal in some or all wiring branches that creates
inter-symbol interference (ISI)....ISI will degrade the bit error rate (BER)
performance of the communication channel. The effects of ISI can be overcome by
applying modulation techniques or receiver processing techniques. An adaptive
equalizer in the terminal device creates a filter response that restores a flat frequency
response impaired by the multipath signal.” *249 Patent (EX1001), 5:64—6:13. The
’249 Patent also explains that it creates reflections by “introducing any impairment
into an element, for example a cable, component, or connector....” /d. at 4:63—65.

132. Because Mills teaches using equalizers to “balance out the effect the

characteristics of the media” (i.e., the cable), it thus teaches overcoming
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communication channel impairments as recited. Further, it was known at the time
of the 249 Patent that performing equalization in a receiver would overcome inter-
symbol interference (ISI) (the impairment that the *249 Patent seeks to solve by
equalization), and thus, a POSITA would have recognized Mills’ equalization to
overcome communication channel impairments as recited. See, e.g., Labat
(EX1009), 1:4-19 (“present invention relates to an equalizer circuit (or ‘equalizer’)
for receivers in digital communications systems...Equalization consists essentially
in removing as much intersymbol interference (ISI) as possible.... This can result
from...a phenomenon of multi-path propagation.”); Shin (EX1014), pp. 1-2
(describing a downstream unit (i.e., receiver) that includes a DFE equalizer “to
eliminate intersymbol interference (ISI1)”); Kerpez (EX1011), pp. 141 (stating that
“[1]f there is no equalizer, then the distortion engendered by a long-delay echo will
become additive noise that increases the BER” teaching that performing equalization
improves bit error rate, consistent with disclosure of the *249 Patent), 136 (focusing
on “signal reflections” much like the 249 Patent), 137 (teaching that “Signal
distortion due to static reflections can be reduced by adaptive equalization.”);
Dehgan (EX1010), 7:6-11 (describing an “adaptive equalizer that compensates for
Inter-Symbol Interference due to the characteristics of channel 16 and receiver 14.”).

133. While Mills may not explicitly disclose that these impairments are

caused by the reflected signals, this would have been obvious in the combination
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with Amit, as Amit’s signals that are received by the terminal devices are reflected
signals; thus, applying Mills® technique to Amit would result in overcoming
communication channel impairments caused by the reflected signals as recited.

134. Indeed, in view of Kerpez (EX1011), a POSITA would have recognized
that the reflected signals described in the *249 Patent (e.g., at 4:64-65) were well-
known to be addressed by an equalizer:

Digital transmission is also strongly affected by small signal reflections
(commonly referred to as microreflections in the cable-industry
literature), which would not be noticeable with analog video. Signal
distortion due to static reflections can be reduced by adaptive

equalization

As signals propagate, they encounter an impedance mismatch at every
cable connector and component interface. Each mismatch causes a
portion of the signal to be reflected and travel in the opposite direction.
Two successive changes in direction can produce an echo, i.e., an
attenuated and delayed replica of the signal, transmitted in the same
direction. Echoes interfere with detection of the main signal, which

travels directly to the receiver.

Kerpez (EX1011), p. 137.
135. Thus, the combined teachings of Amit and Mills render obvious that
terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal that restores a flat

[frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments.
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136. A POSITA would have been motivated to combine the teachings of
Amit and Mills for multiple reasons.

137. First, combining the teachings would have been no more than
combining prior art elements according to known methods to yield predictable
results. Together, Amit and Mills teach each and every limitation recited in claim
10. A POSITA would have been motivated to combine Mills” teaching of a receiver
that performs equalization with Amit’s teachings of receivers, to adjust for
characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA would have
seen as an advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating
a gain. Thus, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine this teaching of
Mills with Amit. A POSITA would have also recognized a reasonable expectation
of success in the combination, as modifying Amit’s receivers in accordance with
Mills teachings (to the extent Amit’s receivers did not have an equalizer) would have
been straightforward to a POSITA having the requisite skill in the art. For example,
because Mills discloses that “most receivers use an equalizer,” and because
equalizers in receivers were well-known at the time of the *249 Patent (as detailed
in Labat and Shin, for example) a POSITA would have recognized a reasonable
expectation of success in adding an equalizer to the terminal devices of Amit (e.g.,
the units 204-207 and 212), as doing so would have required (at most) only a small

amount of additional circuitry that was well-known to a POSITA at the time.
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138. Additionally, the combined teachings would have represented nothing
more than the use of a known technique (Mills” teachings of performing equalization
on an incoming signal at a receiver) to improve Amit’s similar methods in the same
way, 1.¢., to adjust for the characteristics of the incoming line. As detailed above, a
POSITA would have been motivated to combine Mills’ teaching of a receiver that
performs equalization with Amit’s teachings of receivers, to adjust for
characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA would have
seen as an advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating
a gain. Thus, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine this teaching of
Mills with Amit. A POSITA would have also recognized a reasonable expectation
of success in the combination, as modifying Amit’s receivers in accordance with
Mills teachings would have been straightforward to a POSITA having the requisite

skill in the art.
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V. CONCLUSION

139. Ideclare that all statements made herein of my knowledge are true, and
that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true, and that
these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the
like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of

Title 18 of the United States Code.

Date: September 11, 2023

/ . ?‘:/ A / ,
w At /5
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Mr. Lipoff is president of IP Action Partners Inc, a consulting practice in TIME
(telecommunications, information technology, media, electronics, and ebusiness) industries and
technologies. He draws upon his 30+ years of experience in a wide variety of technologies and
industries to assist clients with knowledge based consulting services involving complex business
decisions and problem resolution.

Mr. Lipoff was employed 25 years by Arthur D Little, Inc (ADL) as VP and Director of
Communications, Information Technology, and Electronics (CIE); 4 years by Bell & Howell
Communications Company as a Section Manager, and 3 years by Motorola's Communications
Division as a Project Engineer. At ADL he was responsible for the firm's global CIE practice in
laboratory based contract engineering, product development, and technology based consulting. At
both Bell & Howell and Motorola, he had project design responsibility for wireless
communications and paging products.

Stuart Lipoff has Bachelor's Degrees in Electrical Engineering and in Engineering Physics, both
from Lehigh University. He also has received a Masters Degree in Electrical Engineering from
Northeastern University, and a MBA degree from Suffolk University.

Mr. Lipoff is a fellow of the IEEE Consumer Electronics, Communications, Computer, Circuits,
and Vehicular Technology groups. He is a member of the IEEE Consumer Electronics Society
National Administration Committee, and was the Boston Chapter Chairman of the IEEE
Vehicular Technology Society. He served as 1996-7 President of the IEEE Consumer
Electronics Society and as Chairman of the Consumer Electronics Society Technical Activities
and Standards Committee; served as VP of Publications for The IEEE Consumer Electronics
Society; and currently serves as VP of Industry Activities and Standards. He has also chaired the
search committee for Sony supported Mazura Ibuka Award in consumer electronics and is a
current committee member. As Vice President and Standards Group Chairman of the
Association of Computer Users, he served as the ACU representative to The ANSI X3 Standards
group. For the Federal Communications Commission's Citizens advisory committee on CB radio
(PURAC), he served as Chairman of the task group on user rule compliance. He has been
elected to membership in the Society of Cable Television Engineers (SCTE), The Association of
Computing Machinery (ACM) , and The Society of Motion Picture and Television Engineers
(SMPTE).

Stuart Lipoff holds a FCC General Radiotelephone License and a Certificate in Data Processing
(CDP) from the ACM supported Institute for the Certification of Computing Professionals
(ICCP). He is a registered professional engineer (by examination) in The Commonwealth of
Massachusetts.

Mr. Lipoff holds seven USA patents and has published articles in Electronics Design,

Microwaves, EDN, The Proceedings of the Frequency Control Symposium, Optical Spectra, and
numerous IEEE publications. He has presented papers at many IEEE and other meetings. In the
fall of 2000, he served as general program chair for The IEEE Vehicular Technology Conference
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on advanced wireless communications technology. He has organized sessions at The
International Conference on Consumer Electronics and was the 1984 program chairman. He
conducted an eight week IEEE sponsored short course on Fiber Optics Systems Design. In 1984,
he was awarded IEEE's Centennial Medal and in 2000 IEEE's Millennium Metal.

He has served as a member of the USA advisory board to the National Science Museum of Israel
and has presented a short course on international product development strategies as a faculty
member of Technion Institute of Management in Israel. He also as a member of the board of
directors of The Massachusetts Future Problem Solving Program.

Mr Lipoff is internationally recognized as an authority and opinion leader in new economy
related businesses and technology. Citations supporting his recognition can be found on his web
site at http://www.ipaction.com .

Some examples of projects he has performed in the cable TV and telecommunications sector
include:

® For Next Generation Network Architecture llc (NGNA 1lc¢) consortium of Comcast, Cox, and
Time-Warner; he managed the project that produced a five year planning horizon vision for
the services and technology the cable industry will seek to deploy. The services and vision
were then mapped to overall architectures impacting network elements in the back office,
head-end, outside plant, and customer premises and documented in next generation network
recommendations. The project involved coordination with over fifty senior technical staff in
the three cable MSO sponsors as well as interactions with over 100 suppliers of systems,
software, and products to the cable industry. The recommendations and findings were wide
ranging including, for example: software defined downloadable conditional access (CA)
systems, migration of the outside plant from low to mid split, bridging from network CA to
in-home network digital rights management systems (DRM), and migration from 1way to
2way digital TV.

e For Chameleon Network Inc (CNI), a consumer electronic wallet startup, he served as CTO
developing overall systems architecture, prototype development, and developing an
intellectual property patent portfolio for which he a named inventor. The CNI system
employed multilayer security and feature management controls that facilitated trusted
interactions between end consumers, bank financial service providers, and merchants.

¢ For Comcast, he explored opportunities to acquire spectrum to launch an advanced high speed
public network wireless system that is optimized to deliver multimedia content such as video
and music entertainment in addition to competitive voice services. This project involved
looking beyond today's evolutionary air interface road maps to new 4th and 5th generation air
interface technologies.

e Leadership of the project for CableLabs that studied the technology and economics of

wireless personal communications technology. This project is highlighted in the history of
CableLabs in their website as one of the significant accomplishments of The Labs. The
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project included the selection of CDMA technologies and the development of strategies to
compete with incumbent cellular carriers. This effort led to the formation of a consortium
between Sprint and the cable MSOs that has evolved into the present Sprint PCS business.

e Security audit, design review, and recommendations for product improvement of a new
digital rights management (DRM) hardware/software module developed by DataPlay for
deployment in mass market advanced optical media and for electronic music distribution via
the internet including meeting with each of the major record labels to satisfy their concerns
regarding security robustness and ability to support flexible business models for content and
rights management.

e For a project jointly funded by the RIAA and IFPI, on behalf of the music industry, he
performed a project to identify technology solutions and business models to protect the music
content on CD-Audio media. The project involved coordination with a committee of each of
the major content owners and record labels.

¢  On behalf of a leading law firm representing TV-Com International, he supported the client
as a damages expert in patent litigation related to digital conditional access and encryption
technology employed to protect video entertainment delivered over cable television networks.
This project required the develop of sophisticated financial models which demonstrated the
value of the patents by computing the impact the technology had on the overall enterprise
value of the defendant.

¢ On behalf of a leading law firm representing IPPV Enterprises, he supported the client as
damages expert in patent ligtigation related to secure key exchange and key management as
employed by the defendant- Echostar. As above, this project required the development of
sophisticated financial models which demonstrated the value of the patents by computing the
impact the technology had on the overall enterprise value of the defendant

¢ Leadership of the project which developed the series of DOCSIS specifications for high
speed residential cable modems. The scope of work included developing a roadmap and
strategic framework for evolving the business from simple high speed internet services to
multimedia broadband services combining voice, data, and secure electronic content delivery.
This project was performed under contract to the MCNS consortium of cable TV operators
representing 85% of the subscriber base in North America and has since been adopted by the
United Nations as a global telecommunications standard.

e Under contract to The National Cable Telecommunications Association (NCTA), he
represented the point of view of the cable industry in an FCC workshop on universal
broadband availability. This project involved a presentation on the technical capabilities of
the cable industry DOCSIS cablemodem infrastructure, a comparison of cablemodem
services with DSL, fiber to home, and wireless broadband. Issues related to net neutrality
were included in the discussion. Following the FCC workshop, I was further commissioned
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by NCTA to prepare a white paper comparing DOCSIS cablemodem services with fiber to
the home services such as FiOS.

¢ For The National Association of Broadcasters (NAB) he managed a project to engage NAB
members in the development of new applications and services for over-the-air radio and
television broadcasting. The project included developing a list and priority recommendations
for research projects for consideration of funding by NAB which would explore the most
promising candidate research projects.

¢ For the cable operator consortium SpectrumCo I am supporting exploration of alternative
means to provide competitive public network wireless services to existing cable and new
customers. The project involves exploring 3rd and 4th generation wireless air-interface
technologies and developing models that integrate capital expenditures forecasts with
operating profits to develop financial performance perspectives of alternatives. A unique
aspect of this project includes developing technology forecasts and estimates of subscriber
equipment capable of supporting video and multimedia content delivery to handsets.

e  For COMCAST Cablevision of Philadelphia, I assisted in the development of a family of
advanced two-way, residential digital services, including: development of system/service
concepts and specification/selection of a range of equipment to provide this service. Detailed
operating and balance sheet financial models of were developed to measure financial
attractiveness of alternatives and use as a tool to select specific strategies.

¢ For a division of Westinghouse in cooperation with Kansai Electric (Japan), I developed
detailed business plans for the launch of cable TV and associated broadband services. The
project involved demand studies to assess adoption and desires of consumers followed by
recommendations on marketing, operating, and technology strategies.

® For the Westinghouse Teleprompter Cable Company, I studied the market for a fiberoptic
based institutional data network in Pittsburgh and developed the business and financial
models to examine the financial attractiveness of offering these services.

¢ For Times Mirror Cable TV, I developed business plans for the upgrade of selected systems
to 2way capability and exploration of alternative telephony and other advanced services to be
provided. I worked with the client to develop risk/reward perspectives for specific service
options and develop a roadmap in order of most attractive priorities.

® Analysis and recommendations in a study funded by CableLabs which led to today's hybrid-
fiber coax architecture widely deployed worldwide for delivering broadband multimedia
services to the home. The project involved developing forecasts of technology trends in
parallel with projecting the business applications. Detailed proforma financial models were
developed to make the cost/benefit of deploying this technology visible to the cable industry,
and strategies were developed and recommended to the industry.
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® On behalf of a leading law firm representing TV-Com International, he supported the client
as a damages expert in patent litigation related to digital conditional access and encryption
technology employed to protect video entertainment delivered over cable television networks.
This project required the develop of sophisticated financial models which demonstrated the
value of the patents by computing the impact the technology had on the overall enterprise
value of the defendant.

® On behalf of a leading law firm representing IPPV Enterprises, he supported the client as
damages expert in patent litigation related to secure key exchange and key management as
employed by the defendant- Echostar. As above, this project required the develop of
sophisticated financial models which demonstrated the value of the patents by computing the
impact the technology had on the overall enterprise value of the defendant

® Leadership of a project jointly funded by The National Association of Broadcasters and
Maximum Service TV Association to analyze options to accelerate the adoption of digital TV
technology by consumers. His recommendations were provided to the FCC and were the
basis for the August 2002 report and order the FCC issued to mandate a roll-out schedule for
digital TV receivers.

¢ For Bell South I contributed to a major operations improvement project involving developing
forecasts of the future competitive environment, customer needs, a strategy to compete, and
new business models. These forecasts were then applied to develop business redesign
recommendations and a list of new services offerings.

® For Magnavox Cable TV (a division of N.A. Philips) I performed comparative cost and
technical analysis of fiber optics versus conventional coax systems. This analysis was
followed by the development of strategies and sales support materials to pitch the new HFC
systems to cable TV operators.

¢ [ performed additional work for The Cable Television Laboratories in which I studied the
application of remote and distributed antennas supporting microcellular PCS on hybrid fiber-
coax cable TV systems. A key issue explored was the requirement for the fiber optic portion
of the plant to carry the PCS carriers in analog form and deal with the wide dynamic range
demands for inbound signals.

¢ For a consortium of the major cable TV operators consisting of Comcast, Time Warner, Cox,
and Rogers; I developed models for prediction of reliability of alternative HFC architectures
and their suitability to provide local exchange voice services competitive with ILECs. The
project required understanding the reliability specifications employed in conventional local
exchange carrier telephone plant and the contributions between hardware, power, and
workmanship failures. Each of three alternative fiber optic architectures for cable delivered
voice telephony were studied and modeled to develop reliability predictions and
recommendations were made as to which aspects of the three alternatives were the best
choice for cable delivered voice telephony.
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¢ For GTE Systems I prepared a presentation on developing commercial opportunities for
wide-bandwidth ATM switching. The scope of applications included: metro area network
LAN interconnect, broadcast studio digital video routing and switching, and distributed
switching for digital wireless personal communications networks. The goal of the project
was to explore cable TV and other commercial applications for their military systems
broadband switching technology.

® For Bellcore (now Telcordia division of SAIC), I evaluated the R&D portfolio of their
Applied Research Group. The main components of this portfolio were DWDM technologies
for long haul interLATA communications as well as optical multiplexing components for
passive optical network applications in cable TV and advanced broadband residential
services. I provided R&D planning assistance on the allocation of funding and priorities to
the R&D efforts and identified opportunities for securing intellectual property rights to
critical R&D efforts.

¢ For the ViaSat Division of Modern Times Group (Sweden) he developed business plans for
the launch of a new service that bundled discounted long distance telephone services with
direct to home satellite TV services and other interactive services including gambling via the
set-top box.

¢ For Magnavox Cable TV, he supported the development of a set-top-box cable converter
with a microcomputer based user interface and conditional access system. The product was
sold in both the USA and Canada.

¢ For Southern New England Telephone (SNET), he supported the launch of a video dial tone
service. He contribution to the project included engineering and cost analysis of system
alternatives as well as assisting with the preparing of RFPs for set-top-boxes and other
network elements.
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REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION
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Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam

Attn: Central Reexamination Unit
Hon. Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Commissioner:

Pursuant to the provisions of 35 U.S.C. §§ 301-307, Unified Patents, LLC (“Requester”)
hereby requests an ex parfe reexamination of claim 10 of United States Patent No. 7,594,249 (“the
’249 Patent,” EX1001), which issued on September 22, 2009, to Itzhak Gurantz et al., resulting
from U.S. Patent Application No. 09/910,412 filed on July 21, 2001, claiming priority to U.S.
Provisional Patent Application No. 60/288,967 filed on May 4, 2001. The *249 Patent is presently
assigned to Entropic Communications, LLC (“Entropic”). The assignment to Entropic is recorded
in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTO”) at reel/frame 055899/0291.

Requester submits that this Request presents prior art references and analysis that are non-

cumulative of the prior art that was before the Examiner during the original prosecution of the
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’249 Patent and that claim 10 of the ’249 Patent is invalid over these references. Requester
therefore requests that an order for reexamination and an Office Action rejecting claim 10 be

issued.
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L. STATEMENT POINTING OUT SUBSTANTIAL NEW QUESTIONS OF
PATENTABILITY

Prior to describing the substantial new questions of patentability presented in this Request,
provided below is an overview of the *249 Patent, a discussion of claim construction, and a listing

of the prior art being discussed in the present Request.

A. Overview of the "249 Patent and its History

(i) Scope of the °249 Patent

The ’249 Patent is titled “Network Interface Device and Broadband Local Area Network
Using Coaxial Cable” and it is directed to a “local area network” which “uses coaxial cable wiring
for interconnection of terminal devices.” 249 Patent (EX1001), Abstract. The *249 Patent uses a
“frequency selective network interface device ... placed at the building point of entry ... to reflect
network signals transmitted by terminal devices back into the building distribution to be received
by other terminal devices.” Id. In this way, “the network interface provides a path for terminal
devices to transmit and receive from other terminal devices.” /Id.

Copies of the 249 Patent and its file history are provided as Exhibits 1001 and 1002,
respectively. To provide a background of the ’249 Patent, independent claim 10, for which

reexamination is requested, is reproduced below.

10. A broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals using
coaxial cable building wiring containing a plurality of branches comprising;

a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects network
signals originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network
signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter
back into all branches of the building wiring;

at least one signal splitter;

a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each terminal
device capable of communicating with other terminal devices the reflected
signal path created by the filter, wherein the terminal devices perform
equalization on the received signal that restores a flat frequency response to
overcome communication channel impairments caused by the reflected
signals.

In general, the claim for which reexamination is requested is related to creating a local area

network using coaxial wiring. The ’249 Patent notes that when “the coaxial cable used for the
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LAN is shared with a community aerial television (CATV) or cable TV service the signals must

be separated to avoid interference.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 1:22-24. The ’249 Patent explains

that in “a conventional cable TV or cable modem use, this isolation is of no concern because

terminal devices do not communicate with each other.” Id., 2:15-18. However, in “a LAN

system, terminal devices communicate directly with each other.” Id., 2:18-21. Thus, the 249

Patent purports to provide “a suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a
coaxial cable wired building.” Id., 3:4-7.

More specifically the *249 Patent contemplates “a frequency selective network interface
device placed at the building point of entry (POE) to reflect upstream signals transmitted by
terminal devices back into the building distribution whereby the signals may be received by other
terminal devices. By reflecting upstream signals back into the building as downstream signals, the
network interface device provides a path for terminal devices to transmit to and receive from other
terminal devices.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 3:11-18. According to the *249 Patent, this “overcomes
the problem of port-to-port isolation in the signal splitter/combiners.” /d., 3:18-20. Additionally,
the *249 Patent states that “the network interface device is to isolate signals generated within the
building and prevent the transmission outside the building. Due to the frequency selectivity of the
network interface, upstream and downstream signals for cable TV and cable modem service are
not disturbed.” /d., 3:25-27.

Figure 2 of the 249 Patent shows “a signal distribution plan according to the present

invention.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 3:58-59.
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’249 Patent (EX1001), Fig. 2

In describing Figure 2, the 249 Patent states that a “frequency selective network interface
device 210 is located at the point of entry (POE) to the building LAN wiring.... The network
interface 210 produces a reflection of upstream signals back into the LAN wiring so that terminal
devices, such as LAN modem 270, can receive a signal transmitted by another terminal device
connected to the LAN wiring forming the network. The invention intentionally introduces a
reflection into the LAN wiring and exploits the reflected signal to provide communication path in
a system that has high isolation between terminal devices due to splitters 230, 231, and 232
installed in the wiring.” 249 Patent (EX1001), 3:59-4:13.

However, the use of in-building coaxial cable wiring to create a local area network was
well-known prior to the *249 Patent. For example, prior to the *249 Patent’s priority date, Afshary
disclosed “a coaxial cable local area network (LAN) for digitally communicating client generated
data between clients of the cable LAN.” Afshary (EX1003), Abstract. Afshary’s system uses a
“low pass filter (LPF) 18” which prevents signals from the LAN “from getting back to the public
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cable network” by “reflect[ing] cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network of the cable
LAN.” Id., qf 14, 16. Similarly, Amit disclosed a technique in which “signals will typically
propagate between the devices via reflections from other devices in the line.” Amit (EX1006),
3:19-23. Mills, the final reference included in this Request, is cited to teach limitations related to
equalization of reflected signals. Claim 10 is rendered obvious by Afshary and/or Amit, in

combination with the teachings of Mills, as shown by the analysis presented in this request.

(ii) Prosecution History of the °249 Patent

The ’249 Patent issued from U.S. Application No. 09/910,412, filed on July 21, 2001 (the
“’412 Application”). The *412 Application claims priority to U.S. Provisional Patent Application
No. 60/288,967, filed May 4, 2001.

In a first non-final office action, the examiner rejected original claims 1-18 as anticipated
by Carhart (U.S. Patent No. 6,622,304) or as obvious over Carhart in combination with various
additional references. EX1002, pp. 306-318. In response, the applicant amended some claims
and canceled others, and argued that Carhart did not anticipate or render obvious the claimed
subject matter. Id. at 293-303. The applicant argued that in Carhart’s approach, “other devices in
the same wiring branch as the transmitting device will not receive the transmitted signal” and that
“signals do not reach all devices in the building wiring,” stating that the “network interface device
of applicant’s invention is a two port device.” Id. at 298. However, the challenged claim does not
recite a requirement of a “two port device.”

In a first final office action, the examiner maintained the rejections of the claims as
anticipated by Carhart or rendered obvious by Carhart in combination with secondary references.
EX1002, pp. 274-289. In response to the final office action, the applicant amended the claims
consistent with an interview held with the examiner, and argued that the amended claims were not
anticipated by or rendered obvious by Carhart. Jd. at 256-263. Specifically, the applicant
amended the claims to recite that terminal devices connected to the network interface device
receive the reflected signal. /d. The applicant argued that Carhart’s device “does not reflect the
signal back to the wiring from which the signal was received.” Id.

Subsequently, the examiner issued a second non-final office action, rejecting the claims as
anticipated by Li (U.S. Patent No. 4,633,309) or as obvious over Li in combination with various

additional references. Id. at 237-248. In response, the applicant further amended some claims,
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and added new claims, including prosecution claim 29, which corresponds to challenged claim 10.
Id. at 220-227. With respect to prosecution claim 29, the applicant argued that “[e]qualization is
not taught by Li or Langlais” and thus alleged that claim 29 was allowable over the applied art.
Id. at 226.

The examiner then issued a second final office action, again rejecting the claims. /d. at
196-211. Prosecution claim 29 was rejected over Li in view of additional references, including
Manchester, Langlais, and Mukherjee. The examiner alleged that Mukherjee “teaches the terminal
devices perform equalization on the received signal.” /d. at 206.

The applicant then amended claim 29 again, changing the language to recite that the
“reflected signals produce a multipath signal in the wiring branches that creates impairments to
the performance of the communication channel” and that the claimed equalization “restores a flat
frequency response to overcome the communication channel impairments caused by the multipath
signals.” Id. at 184-193. The applicant argued again that Li and Langlais did not teach
equalization, and further, that “Mukherjee’s system does not employ a signal reflector to enable
device-to-device communication and does not address multipath caused by a signal reflector.” /d.
at 193.

The examiner then issued a third non-final office action, rejecting claim 29 over Kliger
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0069417) combined with Wu and Mukherjee. Id.
at 155-169. In response, the applicant responded (id. at 139-148) and further amended claim 29,
changing the claimed “network interface device” to a “filter,” removing the limitation regarding
“multipath signals” and changing the “channel impairments caused by the multipath signals” to
recite that the channel impairments were caused “by the reflected signals.” Id. at 142-143. The
applicant argued that none of the applied references taught or suggested “the missing element of a
filter tuned to reflect signals back into the network from which they were transmitted.” /d. at 145.

The examiner then issued a third final office action, which rejected claim 29 over Kliger
and Mukherjee. /d. at 122—-133. The applicant in response again argued that the applied references
did not “teach or suggest the missing element of a filter [tuned] to reflect signals back into the
network from which they were transmitted.” /d. at 120.

In turn, the examiner issued a fourth non-final office action, maintaining the rejection of
claim 29 over Kliger and Mukherjee. Id. at 89—-101. The applicant responded (id. at 55-64) and

amended claim 29 again, adding the limitation that the “rejected network signals do not pass
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through the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter” (id. at 58) and argued this distinguished the
claim over Kliger and Mukherjee.

The examiner found this amendment and reasoning persuasive, and issued a notice of
allowance. Id. at 29-34. The reasons for allowance stated that the “prior art of record fails to
reasonably show or suggest a filter located at the point of entry of a building tuned to reject network
signals originating in the building such that the network signals originating in the building do not
pass through the filter, but rather are reflected back into the building.” Id. at 33.

However, this Request presents and applies new prior art with analysis that discloses or
renders obvious every feature of claim 10, including these elements which allegedly rendered the
claim allowable. Specifically, Afshary—the prior art cited in proposed rejection Al—was not
considered by the examiner and teaches a filter which rejects network signals originating in the
building, as does Amit. Thus, the prior art presented in this Request, along with the analysis
presented by Mr. Lipoff (attached as Exhibit 1008), presents substantial new questions of
patentability.

Requester therefore asks that an Order for Reexamination be issued and that the

reexamination proceeding continue to reject and cancel claim 10 of the 249 Patent.

B. Level of Ordinary Skill in the Art

A person of ordinary skill in the art at and before the priority date of the 249 Patent
(“POSITA”) would have had a bachelor’s degree in electrical engineering, or a related subject,
and two to three years of work experience in the field of radio frequency systems (e.g., cable
television systems). A lack of experience can be remedied with additional education (e.g., a
Master’s degree), and likewise, a lack of education can be remedied with additional work

experience (e.g., 5—06 years). Lipoff (EX1008), 9 37-39.

C. Claim Construction
“During patent examination, the pending claims must be ‘given their broadest reasonable

interpretation consistent with the specification.”” MPEP § 2111. The ’249 Patent has not yet
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expired!; thus, the broadest reasonable interpretation standard applies.” MPEP § 2258. The present
Request presents the following claim analysis in a manner that is consistent with the broadest

reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.

D. Listing of Prior Art Patents and Printed Publications
Reexamination of claim 10 of the 249 Patent’ is requested in view of the following
references:

Exhibit 1003 (“Afshary”) U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0218593 to Amir
S. Afshary et al., filed January 3, 2006, claiming priority to U.S. Patent
Application No. 09/164,427 filed September 30, 1998, and published
September 28, 2006, which is prior art at least under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. §
102(e).

Exhibit 1004 (*Mills”) U.S. Patent 6,795,450 to Andrew Mills et al., filed September 28,
2000, and issued September 21, 2004, which is prior art at least under pre-
ATA 35 U.S.C. § 102(e).

Exhibit 1006 (“Amit”) U.S. Patent No. 7,127,734 to Mati Amit, filed April 12, 2000, and
issued October 24, 2006, which is prior art at least under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C.
§ 102(e).

I Based on the 816 days of patent term adjustment listed on the face of the *249 Patent, the
estimated expiration date of the 249 Patent is October 15, 2023. See ’249 Patent (EX1001),
field (*).

2 When the *249 Patent expires, the Phillips standard for claim construction will apply. See In re
CSB-System Int’l, Inc., 832 F.3d 1335, 1341 (Fed. Cir. 2016) (“When a patent expires during a
reexamination proceeding, the PTO should thereafter apply the Phillips standard for claim
construction.”). Requester submits that, even if the claims were interpreted under the Phillips
standard and the ordinary and customary meaning of each claim term were used, the claims would
have been obvious over the analysis presented below.

3 The 249 Patent issued from an application filed prior to the enactment of the America Invents

Act (“AIA”). Thus, the pre-AIA statutory framework applies.
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Afshary, Mills, and Amit were not cited or applied during the original prosecution of the *249
Patent. As demonstrated below, Afshary, Mills, and Amit present substantial new questions of

patentability.

(i) Overview of Afshary

Afshary describes “a coaxial cable local area network (LAN) for digitally communicating
client generated data between clients of the cable LAN.” Afshary (EX1003), Abstract. Afshary’s
system uses a “cable LAN isolator such as LPF [low pass filter] 18” which “maintains security for
the cable LAN” and does so by “restricting spurious signals or cable LAN signals to the premise
of the user” and which will also “reflect cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network of
the cable LAN.” Afshary (EX1003), q4 15-16. With reference to Figure 2, reproduced below,
Afshary explains that “[i]n the overall operation, a first client, such as PC 62, communicates digital
data to a first cable LAN adapter 32 through client interface 66.. . the first cable LAN adapter 32
communicates the processed data to a second cable LAN adapter 32 through coaxial cable wire

24 Afshary (EX1003),  23.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2

Afshary is analogous art to the 249 Patent. Lipoff (EX1008), §f 49-50. The field of
endeavor of the 249 Patent is “broadband communication networks” and “network interface
devices and network wiring.” 249 Patent (EX1001), 1:14-16. Afshary “relates to a coaxial cable
local area network (LAN) for digitally communicating client generated data between clients of the

cable LAN.” Afshary (EX1003), 9 7. Afshary is also reasonably pertinent to at least one problem
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addressed by the 249 Patent. The ’249 Patent purports to address at least the problem of
“providing a suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable wired
building.” 249 Patent (EX1001), 3:4-7. Afshary discloses “digitally communicating client
generated data between clients of the cable LAN” and is thus reasonably pertinent to the problem
of “providing a suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable
wired building.” Afshary (EX1003), 7. Accordingly, Afshary is analogous art to the 249 Patent

for this reason as well.

(ii) Overview of Amit

Amit discloses “the ability to use existing cable TV wires for home networking.” Amit
(EX1006), Abstract. Amit explains that it “provides a system and methods for communication
between subscribers’ devices over cable infrastructure designed to carry video signals, using pass
band frequency bands, without transmission through a CATV headend device. Amit (EX1006),
2:34-38. Amit shows in Figure 2 “an example of a preferred embodiment” of its system, which
includes a “[n]otch filter ... that does not pass a certain RF range that is used by the home
networking devices” and Amit further describes that “signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the
home units [204-207, 212] are partially reflected back to these home units [204-207].” Id. at
6:24-44.
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Amit is analogous art to the *249 Patent. Lipoff (EX1008),  52. As detailed above, the
field of endeavor of the ’249 Patent is “broadband communication networks” and “network
interface devices and network wiring.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 1:14-16. Amit similarly describes
using “cable TV wires for home networking.” Amit (EX1006), Abstract. Thus, Amit is within
the same field of endeavor. Amit is also reasonably pertinent to at least one problem addressed by
the ’249 Patent. The *249 Patent purports to address at least the problem of “providing a suitable
signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable wired building.” *249 Patent
(EX1001), 3:4-7. Amit discloses “methods for communication between subscribers’ devices over
cable infrastructure designed to carry video signals.” Amit (EX1006), 2:34-38. Thus, Amit is
reasonably pertinent to at least one of the problems allegedly solved by the *249 Patent.

(iii)  Overview of Mills
Mills relates to “computer network point to point data communications” in various
implementations, including “Ethernet using coaxial.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13. As pertinent to
the analysis in this reexamination request, Mills teaches that “receivers use an equalizer to adjust

for the characteristics of the incoming line.” Id., 6:22-34.
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Mills is analogous art to the 249 Patent. Lipoff (EX1008), § 54. As detailed above, the
field of endeavor of the 249 Patent is “broadband communication networks” and “network
interface devices and network wiring.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 1:14-16. Mills describes
techniques for “computer network point to point data communications” in various
implementations, including “Ethernet using coaxial.” Mills (EX1004), 1:10-13. Thus, Mills is
within the same field of endeavor. Mills is also reasonably pertinent to at least one problem
addressed by the 249 Patent. The ’249 Patent purports to address the problem of “providing a
suitable signal path for terminal-to-terminal communication in a coaxial cable wired building.”
’249 Patent (EX1001), 3:4-7. By describing techniques for point-to-point data communications
using coaxial wiring, Mills is reasonably pertinent to at least one of the problems allegedly solved

by the 249 Patent.

E. Afshary, Mills, and Amit Each Present Substantial New Questions of
Patentability

As shown below, Requester submits that the prior art references Afshary, Mills, and Amit
raise a “substantial question of patentability” because “the teaching of the (prior art) patents and
printed publications is such that a reasonable examiner would consider the teaching to be important
in deciding whether or not the claim is patentable.” See MPEP § 2242 (emphasis in original).
Further, the “same question of patentability as to the claim has not been decided by the Office in
an earlier concluded examination or review of the patent” at least because none of the references
were before the Office during the original prosecution of the *249 Patent. See id.; id. § 2216. Thus,
as presented herein, each of Afshary, Mills, and Amit present a substantial new question of
patentability.

The present Request proposes the following rejections based on Afshary, Mills, and Amit:

Proposed Rejection Al: Claim 10 is rendered obvious by Afshary and Mills under 35

U.S.C. § 103(a).

Proposed Rejection B1: Claim 10 is rendered obvious by Amit and Mills under 35
U.S.C. § 103(a).
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(i) Afshary Presents Substantial New Questions of Patentability

As demonstrated in the proposed rejection Al below, Afshary, when combined with the
teachings of Mills, renders obvious claim 10 of the 249 Patent. Specifically, Afshary discloses
or teaches element [10.1] that rendered claim 10 allowable because Afshary teaches the use of a
filter that “reflect[s] cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network of the cable LAN.”
Afshary (EX1003), q 16.

Afshary therefore presents a substantial new question of patentability, and a reasonable
examiner would consider the reference important in determining whether claim 10 is patentable,
because Afshary was not cited by the examiner. A detailed explanation of the pertinence and
manner of applying Afshary to the claim for which reexamination is requested is set for in Section
I, below.

(ii)  Amit Presents Substantial New Questions of Patentability

As demonstrated in the proposed rejection B1 below, Amit, when combined with the
teachings of Mills, renders obvious claim 10 of the *249 Patent. Specifically, Amit discloses or
teaches element [10.1] that rendered claim 10 allowable because Amit teaches a “notch filter” and
also teaches that “[sJubscribers’ devices may communicate directly (not via the headend) using RF
signaling over the coax cable” using “signals” that will typically propagate between the devices
via reflections from other devices in the line.” Amit (EX1006), 3:19-23.

Amit therefore presents substantial new questions of patentability, and a reasonable
examiner would consider the reference important in determining whether claim 10 is patentable,
because Amit was not cited by the examiner. A detailed explanation of the pertinence and manner
of applying Amit to the claim for which reexamination is requested is set forth in Section II below.

(iii)  Mills Presents Substantial New Questions of Patentability

The majority of the limitations of the challenged claim are taught independently by Afshary
and Amit. Millsis cited herein to teach one limitation of independent claim 10. Specifically, Mills
teaches how “receivers use an equalizer to adjust for the characteristics of the incoming line.
Various types of equalizers (e.g. adaptive, fixed, etc.) can be used to balance out the effect the
characteristics of the media have on the incoming signal. For example, a twisted pair cable
typically experiences an attenuation which is a function of its length and the frequency of interest.

The equalizer will compensate for the attenuation by creating a frequency dependent gain. This
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results in a frequency response that is as flat as possible, across the spectrum, for that cable length.”
Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32.

As demonstrated in the proposed rejections A1 and B1 below, Mills in combination with
Afshary and Amit, renders obvious claim 10 of the ’249 Patent. Mills therefore presents
substantial new questions of patentability, and a reasonable examiner would consider the teachings
of the reference important in determining whether claim 10 is patentable, because Mills was not
cited by the examiner. A detailed explanation of the pertinence and manner of applying Mills to

the claim for which reexamination is requested is set for in Section II, below.

II. DETAILED EXPLANATION OF THE PERTINENCE AND MANNER OF
APPLYING THE PRIOR ART REFERENCES TO EVERY CLAIM FOR WHICH
REEXAMINATION IS REQUESTED

A, Proposed Rejections of the Claim

The present request presents proposed rejections based on the references Afshary, Mills,
and Amit.

Proposed rejections Al and B1 are based on obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a).
Requester notes that, even if there are minor differences between cited disclosures of the prior art
and the claimed concepts, the claims are still obvious, as a POSITA would not have appreciated
“some new synergy” or unexpected results from the limitations given the disclosures of the prior
art and the general knowledge of a POSITA. KSR Intern. Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 US 398, 417
(2007). When compared with the prior art described below and in light of the knowledge of a
POSITA, any “differences between the claimed invention and the prior art are such that the claimed
invention as a whole would have been obvious before the effective filing date of the claimed
invention to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the claimed invention pertains.” 35
U.S.C. § 103.

The proposed rejections are listed below and above and are described in further detail in

the claim chart that follows below.
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(i) Proposed Rejection Al: Claim 10 is rendered obvious by Afshary in
view of Mills under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a).

[10.0] A broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals using coaxial
cable building wiring containing a plurality of branches comprising:

To the extent the preamble is a limitation of the claims, Afshary discloses it or at least renders it
obvious.

First, Afshary discloses a local area network ... using coaxial cable building wiring:

“The invention relates to a coaxial cable local area network (LAN) for digitally
communicating client generated data between clients of the cable LAN.”

Afshary, Abstract.

Afshary also teaches that the local area network is a broadband local area network because its
clients use a “broadband application specific integrated circuit (ASIC) 78. Afshary (EX1003),
30.

Additionally, Afshary teaches transmitting modulated signals:

“In the preferred embodiment, a signal generated by adapter 32 downstream of LPF
18 rapidly transmits data from one adapter to another adapter as a carrier
modulated digital signal.”

Afshary (EX1003), ] 26.

Afshary further teaches building wiring containing a plurality of branches. As shown in Figure
1, the cable LAN in Afshary contains a plurality of branches 24 (annotated in dashed boxes).

* Emphasis added throughout unless otherwise specified.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1 (annotated)

Likewise, Figure 2 of Afshary shows multiple branches 24 (annotated in dashed boxes):
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2 (annotated)

Accordingly, Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious, the preamble of claim 10. Lipoff
(EX1008), 9 57-63.

[10.1] a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects network signals
originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network signals do not pass through
the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring;

Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious this limitation, because it teaches a low pass filter
(LPF) 18, which is a filter as recited because the '249 Patent discloses that the filter “would
typically be a low pass filter.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 4:25-26. Accordingly, Afshary’s LPF 18
is the same type of filfer contemplated for use by the *249 Patent.

First, Afshary discloses a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring:

“Near the point at which drop cable 10 enters home 12, low pass filter (LPF)
18 is installed by the user, upstream of the in-home cable LAN network and
downstream of any cable service company supplied low pass filter 20.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 14.

As shown in Figure 1, LPF 18 is located at the point of entry of the building wiring:
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1 (annotated)

Second, Afshary discloses that the filter rejects network signals originating in the building such
that the rejected network signals do not pass through the filter. Afshary explains:

“By restricting spurious signals or cable LAN signals to the premise of the user,
LPF 18 maintains security by preventing such signals from getting back to the
public cable network.”

Afshary (EX1003), ] 16.
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“LPF 18 maintains security for the cable LAN, works to improve the performance
of the cable LAN, and prevents signals generated within the cable LAN from
interfering with cable service company operations.”

Afshary (EX1003), q 15.

Because Afshary’s low pass filter restricts cable LAN signals to the premise of the user and
prevents cable LAN signals from getting back to the public cable network and interfering with
cable service company operations, Afshary’s low pass filter rejects network signals originating in
the building such that the rejected network signals do not pass through the filter. Lipoft (EX1008),
19 68-73.

Afshary also explains that the cable LAN signals are reflected by the filter back into all branches
of the building wiring:

“LPF 18 will also reflect cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network
of the cable LAN.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 16.

Afshary describes the cable LAN as the wiring branches within the home shown in Figure 1:

“Near the point at which drop cable 10 enters home 12, low pass filter (LPF) 18 is
installed by the user, upstream of the in-home cable LAN network and downstream
of any cable service company supplied low pass filter 20.”

Afshary (EX1003), ] 14.

Afshary also discloses that splitters, such as splitter 22 depicted in Figure 1, “permit more than
one client to receive identical data by dividing the cable into two or more cable wires.” In more
detail, Afshary explains:

“Coaxial cable splitters permit more than one client to receive identical data by
dividing the cable into two or more cable wires. Thus, from the point at which drop
cable 10 enters home 12, drop cable 10 is split by splitter 22 into different cable
wires 24, each cable wire 24 being routed to different rooms in home 12.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 18.
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Thus, because Afshary’s low pass filter restricts cable LAN signals from interfering with cable
service signals and reflects cable LAN signals back into the network of the cable LAN, and because
data reflected by LPF 18 is split by splitter 22 and communicated to all clients coupled to the
splitter, Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious, that the signals do not pass through the
filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring as recited.

Accordingly, Afshary’s low pass filter 18 discloses, or at least renders obvious, a filter located at
the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects network signals originating in the building
wiring such that the rejected network signals do not pass through the filter, but rather are reflected
by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring as recited. Lipoff (EX1008), [ 64-74.

[10.2] at least one signal splitter;

Afshary discloses af least one signal splitter:
“Thus, where splitter 22 is located close to LPF 18, the return loss characteristics
of LPF 18 may be helpful in coupling the cable LAN signal power from one arm of
splitter 22 to another arm of splitter 22.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 16. Afshary’s splitter 22 is annotated by a dashed box below:
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1 (annotated)

“Coaxial cable splitters permit more than one client to receive identical data by
dividing the cable into two or more cable wires. Thus, from the point at which drop
cable 10 enters home 12, drop cable 10 is split by splitter 22 into different cable
wires 24, each cable wire 24 being routed to different rooms in home 12.”

Afshary (EX1003), ] 18.

Thus, Afshary’s splitter 22 discloses, or at least renders obvious, at least one signal splitter as
recited. Lipoff (EX1008), ] 75-76.
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[10.3.1] a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each terminal
device capable of communicating with other terminal devices the reflected signal path
created by the filter,

Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious, this limitation.

As shown in Figure 1, Afshary discloses a plurality of terminal devices such as multiple “cable
LAN adapter 32” devices:
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48
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) 26
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kY 32
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367 h\30
A cABLE MODEM FU 22 v
30 18 28
10

| 20~
FIG. 1 sl

Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 1

Afshary also explains:

“Within living room 26 of FIG. 1 is living room television (TV) 28 having set top
box (STB) 30. Set top box 30 includes boxes that provide interactive television
through high speed internet data access. Coupled between cable wire 24 and set top
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box 30 is cable LAN adapter 32. Cable wire 24 is also routed to office 34. Within
office 34 is office personal computer (PC) 36 having an internet gateway. The
internet gateway may be personal computer 36 having high speed access to the
internet, where the high speed access may be achieved through the shown a cable
modem 30, as well as other connection such as asymmetric digital subscriber loop
(ADSL) modem, an integrated service digital network (ISDN), a T1 line, and a
multimedia cable network system (MCNS) cable modem. Coupled between cable
wire 24 and personal computer 36 is a second cable LAN adapter 32.”

Afshary (EX1003), q 18.

“Cable wire 24 is also routed to bedroom 40 and to bedroom 46. To communicate
with cable LAN adapter 32 in bedroom 40 and bedroom 46, cable wire 24 is
further divided from splitter 22 by splitter 38 into two cable wires 24. Within
bedroom 40 is bedroom TV 42 having set top box 44. Coupled between cable wire
24 and set top box 44 is a third cable LAN adapter 32. Within bedroom 46 is
bedroom PC 48 coupled to a fourth cable LAN adapter 32. To complete the cable
LAN network, cable wire 24 from splitter 38 is connected to cable LAN adapter 32
in bedroom 46. The number and arrangement of rooms and clients in home 12 is
not particular to an embodiment of the invention. Home 12 may have different
rooms, in different numbers and arrangements, each having different clients.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 19.

Afshary also explains, with reference to Figure 2, “[t]ypical clients of the cable LAN network.”
For example, Afshary explains:

“Typical clients of the cable LAN network are shown in FIG. 2. These clients may
include digital TV set top box 50, digital video cassette recorder (VCR) 52, digital
TV 54, home control and monitoring hub 56, wireless hub 58 with bridge 60,
personal computer 62, and personal computer motherboard 64. Bridge 60 of
wireless hub 58 is capable of communicating with different wireless devices. For
example, one such wireless device may be a remote-control device that can be used
for multiple clients on the network such as PC's, set top boxes, and digital TV's.

As shown in FIG. 2, client interface 66 couples cable LAN adapter 32 to a client.
Adapter 32 serves to connect these clients to the network of cable wires 24. Client
interface 66 may be any suitable computer interface, such as a Peripheral
Component Interconnect (PCI) adapter card, Universal Serial Bus (USB), or buses
meeting the Institute of Electronic and Electrical Engineering standard for a high
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performance serial bus, IEEE 1394. Adapter 32 may also be coupled to a client by
other techniques. For example, adapter 32 may be housed in a client of the cable-
LAN network such as indicated by dashed lines 68 for PC motherboard 64.”

Afshary (EX1003), 7 20-21.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2

As also shown in Figures 1 and 2, the terminal devices are connected to the wiring branches, such
as the “coaxial cable wire 24.”

Afshary also discloses that each terminal device [is] capable of communicating with other terminal
devices the reflected signal path created by the filter:

“The overall operation can be understood from FIG. 2. In the overall operation, a
first client, such as PC 62, communicates digital data to a first cable LAN
adapter 32 through client interface 66. After processing the data for transmission,
the first cable LAN adapter 32 communicates the processed data to a second
cable LAN adapter 32 through coaxial cable wire 24. On receiving the data, the
second adapter 32 further processes the transmitted data to a form usable by a
second client, such as digital TV 54, and transmits that data to second client digital
TV 54 through client interface 66. First cable LAN adapter 32 may also
communicate this same data to other adapters 32, that, in turn, may transmit the
received data to their associated client.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 23.
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“LPF 18 will also reflect cable LAN transmitted signals back into the network of
the cable LAN.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 16.

“In the preferred embodiment, a signal generated by adapter 32 downstream of
LPF 18 rapidly transmits data from one adapter to another adapter as a carrier
modulated digital signal.”

Afshary (EX1003), ] 26.

“With the signal transmitted from a first adapter 32, at least a designated
second adapter 32 will receive the signal. On receiving the transmitted data
through cable wire 24, second adapter 32 reverses the process by converting the
transmitted data into a form usable by a second client and transmitting that data to
that client. From switch 132 of FIG. 4, LNA 118 focuses the signal so that down
converter 114 may convert the signal to an intermediate frequency (IF) of around
44 MHz The analog signal is then converted to a digital signal in ADC 110.”

Afshary (EX1003), ] 41.

“As shown in FIG. 2, client interface 66 couples cable LAN adapter 32 to a client.
Adapter 32 serves to connect these clients to the network of cable wires 24. Client
interface 66 may be any suitable computer interface, such as a Peripheral
Component Interconnect (PCI) adapter card, Universal Serial Bus (USB), or buses
meeting the Institute of Electronic and Electrical Engineering standard for a high
performance serial bus, IEEE 1394. Adapter 32 may also be coupled to a client by
other techniques. For example, adapter 32 may be housed in a client of the cable-
LAN network such as indicated by dashed lines 68 for PC motherboard 64.”

Afshary (EX1003), § 21.
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Afshary (EX1003), Fig. 2 (annotated)

As shown in the dashed arrows annotating Figure 2, above, cable LAN adapter 32 is used by PC
62 to communicate over wiring 24. The signal from cable LAN adapter 32 is transmitted to the
LPF 18, which in turn reflects the signal back into the LAN, where it is received by the second
cable LAN adapter 32 coupled to digital TV 54. Lipoff (EX1008), q 83.

By describing that the cable LAN adapters 32 communicate with each other through coaxial cable
wiring, and by describing that the low pass filter reflects cable LAN signals into the cable LAN
network, Afshary discloses, or at least renders obvious, that each terminal device [is] capable of
communicating with other terminal devices the reflected signal path created by the filter as recited.
Lipoff (EX1008), 1 77-84.

[10.3.2] wherein the terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal that
restores a flat frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments caused
by the reflected signals.

Afshary is silent regarding the terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal that
restores a flat frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments caused by
the reflected signals. Mills, however, teaches this limitation. And in the combined system of
Afshary and Mills further described below, the combination discloses, or at least renders obvious,
this limitation.
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Mills relates to “computer network point to point data communications,” and teaches that its
invention “can be applied to ... RF networks” and “appropriate media such as coax cable.” Mills
(EX1004), 1:10-13; 12:29-39. Mills discloses techniques performed in a receiver, such as a
“network interface card” (Mills (EX1004), 3:22-25), which a POSITA would have recognized as
a ferminal device consistent with the *249 Patent’s “LAN modem 270” coupled to a “LAN device
280" such as a PC. ’249 Patent (EX1001), 4:8—13; Lipoff (EX1008), 1 86—90.

Mills discloses:

“Additionally, to assist the PLL, most receivers use an equalizer to adjust for the
characteristics of the incoming line. Various types of equalizers (e.g. adaptive,
fixed, etc.) can be used to balance out the effect the characteristics of the media
have on the incoming signal. For example, a twisted pair cable typically experiences
an attenuation which is a function of its length and the frequency of interest. The
equalizer will compensate for the attenuation by creating a frequency dependant
[sic] gain. This results in a frequency response that is as flat as possible, across
the spectrum, for that cable length.”

Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32.
Mills further discloses:

“Similarly, in an embodiment, an adaptive receiver PHY equalizer is designed to
remember the input characteristics of the link, as last determined. For example,
storage of the equalizer coefficients, which contain information that maps the input
characteristics, will enable the receiver to quickly adapt to the received signal.”

Mills (EX1004), 23:41-46.

Thus, Mills discloses, or at least renders obvious, that receivers (terminal devices) use an equalizer
to adjust for characteristics of the incoming line (perform equalization on the received signal) that
results in a frequency response that is as flat as possible (that restores a flat frequency response)
due to characteristics of the incoming line such as the length of the cable and frequency of interest
(to overcome communication channel impairments)®. Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32, 23:41-46.

3 The claim language fo overcome communication channel impairments caused by the reflected
signals is nothing more than an intended use of the recited equalization, and thus, does not confer
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The 249 Patent, for example, explains that a “reflection anywhere in the wiring produces a
multipath signal in some or all wiring branches that creates inter-symbol interference (ISI)....ISI
will degrade the bit error rate (BER) performance of the communication channel. The effects of
ISI can be overcome by applying modulation techniques or receiver processing techniques. An
adaptive equalizer in the terminal device creates a filter response that restores a flat frequency
response impaired by the multipath signal.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 5:64-6:13. The ’249 Patent
also explains that it creates reflections by “introducing any impairment into an element, for
example a cable, component, or connector....” Id. at 4:63-65.

Because Mills teaches using equalizers to “balance out the effect the characteristics of the media”
(i.e., the cable), it thus teaches overcoming communication channel impairments as recited.
Further, it was known at the time of the *249 Patent that performing equalization in a receiver
would overcome inter-symbol interference (ISI) (the impairment that the 249 Patent seeks to solve
by equalization), and thus, a POSITA would have recognized Mills’ equalization to overcome
communication channel impairments as recited. Lipoftf (EX1008), 99 91-93 (citing, e.g., Labat
(EX1009), 1:4-19 (“present invention relates to an equalizer circuit (or ‘equalizer’) for receivers
in digital communications systems...Equalization consists essentially in removing as much
intersymbol interference (ISI) as possible....This can result from...a phenomenon of multi-path
propagation.”); Shin (EX1014), pp. 1-2 (describing a downstream unit (i.e., receiver) that includes
a DFE equalizer “to eliminate intersymbol interference (ISI)”); Kerpez (EX1011), p. 141 (stating
that “[i]f there is no equalizer, then the distortion engendered by a long-delay echo will become
additive noise that increases the BER” teaching that performing equalization improves bit error
rate, consistent with disclosure of the 249 Patent); Dehgan (EX1010), 7:6-11 (describing an
“adaptive equalizer that compensates for Inter-Symbol Interference due to the characteristics of
channel 16 and receiver 14.”).

patentable weight to claim 10. See MPEP 2114 (“[A]pparatus claims cover what a device is, not
what a device does.” Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb Inc., 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15
USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (emphasis in original). A claim containing a “‘recitation
with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not
differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus’ if the prior art apparatus teaches all
the structural limitations of the claim. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1647 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter.
1987).”) Here, this claim language merely recites “the manner in which a claimed apparatus is
intended to be employed” and thus does not differentiate claim 10 from the combination of Afshary
and Mills, which teaches all the structural limitations of the claim.

Page 30 of 49

Page 624 of 849



Request for £x Parte Reexamination
U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249

While Mills may not explicitly disclose that these impairments are caused by the reflected signals,
to the extent this language is given patentable weight, this would have been obvious in the
combination with Afshary, as Afshary’s signals that are received by the terminal devices are
reflected signals; thus, applying Mills’ technique to Afshary would result in overcoming
communication channel impairments caused by the reflected signals as recited. Lipoft (EX1008),
9 94-95.

Thus, the combined teachings of Afshary and Mills renders obvious that ferminal devices perform
equalization on the received signal that restores a flat frequency response to overcome
communication channel impairments. Lipoff (EX1008), {1 85-96.

A POSITA would have been motivated to combine the teachings of Afshary and Mills for multiple
reasons.

First, combining the teachings would have been no more than combining prior art elements
according to known methods to yield predictable results. Together, Afshary and Mills teach each
and every limitation recited in claim 10. A POSITA would have been motivated to combine Mills’
teaching of a receiver that performs equalization with Afshary’s teachings of receivers, to adjust
for characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA would have seen as an
advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating a gain. Thus, a POSITA
would have been motivated to combine this teaching of Mills with Afshary. A POSITA would
have also recognized a reasonable expectation of success in the combination, as modifying
Afshary’s receivers in accordance with Mills teachings (to the extent Afshary’s receivers did not
have an equalizer) would have been straightforward to a POSITA having the requisite skill in the
art. For example, because Mills discloses that “most receivers use an equalizer,” and because
equalizers in receivers were well-known at the time of the ’249 Patent (as detailed in Labat
(EX1009) and Shin (EX1014), discussed above) a POSITA would have recognized a reasonable
expectation of success in adding an equalizer to the terminal devices of Afshary (e.g., the cable
LAN adapters), as doing so would have required (at most) only a small amount of additional
circuitry that was well-known to a POSITA at the time. Lipoff (EX1008), ] 98.

Additionally, the combined teachings would have represented nothing more than the use of a
known technique (Mills’ teachings of performing equalization on an incoming signal at a receiver)
to improve Afshary’s similar methods in the same ways, i.e., to adjust for the characteristics of the
incoming line. MPEP 21431, As detailed above, a POSITA would have been motivated to
combine Mills’ teaching of a receiver that performs equalization with Afshary’s teachings of
receivers, to adjust for characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA
would have seen as an advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating
a gain. Thus, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine this teaching of Mills with
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Afshary. A POSITA would have also recognized a reasonable expectation of success in the
combination, as modifying Afshary’s receivers in accordance with Mills teachings would have
been straightforward to a POSITA having the requisite skill in the art. Lipoff (EX1008), 4 99.

(ii)  Proposed Rejection B1: Claim 10 is obvious over Amit in view of Mills
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a).

[10.0] A broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals using coaxial
cable building wiring containing a plurality of branches comprising:

To the extent the preamble is a limitation of the claims, Amit discloses it or at least renders it
obvious.

First, Amit discloses a broadband local area network for transmitting modulated signals using
coaxial cable building wiring:

“In the prior art, coaxial cables have been used for local area networks (LLAN)
and for analog communications. The system and method of the present invention is
designed for cable networks that carry video or other information from a headend
or an antenna, and thus it is different from prior art LAN over coaxial cables.
Furthermore, the method employs a new digital modulation scheme based on
pass-band RF signaling, which is fundamentally different than prior art LAN and
analog modulation over coaxial cables.”

Amit (EX1006), 3:1-9.

“FIG. 2 shows an example of a preferred embodiment of the home network method
and system connected to a regional CATV plant;”

Amit (EX10006), 5:22-24.
“FIG. 16 shows building wiring;”

Amit (EX1006), 5:40.
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“We note that the method and system will still be capable to perform home
networking if the home coaxial wiring is not connected to a regional CATV plant
[201], but connected to TV antenna, or even disconnected.”

Amit (EX1006), 7:5-8.
Amit also discloses the building wiring containing a plurality of branches:

“The cable network can be divided to ‘branches’ because the tree structure
supplies attenuation between its branches. The attenuation is granted by the
coaxial cables and by components that include filters. Some of the splitters also
provide good isolation between the sub networks that are connected to these
components.”

Amit (EX1006), 9:36-42.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2

Thus, Amit discloses, or at least renders obvious, the preamble of claim 10. Lipoff (EX1008),
19 101-104.

[10.1] a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring that rejects network signals
originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network signals do not pass through
the filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring;

Amit discloses a filter located at the point of entry of the building that rejects network signals
originating in the building wiring such that the rejected network signals do not pass through the
filter, but rather are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring.
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First, Amit discloses a filter located at the point of entry of the building wiring. As shown in
Figure 2, Amit discloses a notch filter 202.
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iy
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1} (OPTIONAL) : 205
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=771 PHONE  [-209
HCNU + WIRELESS |~
/ A (BLUETOOTH) S
203 20 = ~~{NoTEBOOK-PC K719
HONU + WIRELESS |~ _
219 (BLUETOOTH) T~o ] WIRELESS

PHONE

= CATS
~~~~~ = WIRELESS LINK

NOTEBOOK-PC

Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2 (annotated)

The °249 Patent explains that, in one embodiment, “the filter is a series notch filter” and thus,
Amit’s notch filter is consistent with the examples disclosed in the 249 Patent. ’249 Patent
(EX1001), 5:40-41.

Amit discloses that the notch filter 202 rejects network signals originating in the building wiring.

“Notch filter [202], is a band reject filter that does not pass a certain RF range
that is used by the home networking devices [204-207, 212].”

Amit (EX1006), 6:29-31.
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“High reflection

The reflection from the notch filter is in the power of the signal or it might be
higher. When this reflection is higher than the signal we can use this reflection as
our main signal.”

Amit (EX1006), 14:1-6.

Amit further discloses that the rejected network signals do not pass through the filter, but rather
are reflected by the filter back into all branches of the building wiring:

“1. Subscribers' devices may communicate directly (not via the headend) using RF
signaling over the coax cable. These signals will typically propagate between the
devices via reflections from other devices in the line, e.g. splitters or amplifiers
in the line.”

Amit (EX1006), 3:15-23.

“RF splitter [203] splits the signal coming from and to the regional CATV plant
[201], to the signals coming to and from units [204-207, 212] respectively. The
signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204-207, 212] are
partially reflected back to these home units [204-207].”

Amit (EX1006), 6:36-41.

Based on the configuration shown in Figure 2 of Amit, Amit teaches that, when signals arrive to
the RF splitter from the home units, those signals from the home units are reflected by the notch
filter and then subsequently split by RF splitter to the units 204-207 and 212. Lipoff (EX1008),
9 110.

A POSITA would have interpreted Amit’s teachings as depicted in the following visual example,
in which signals originating from the HCNM 206 (i.e., one of Amit’s units 204-207, depicted by
the thinner dashed lines terminating in an arrow) are reflected by notch filter 202, and then after
being reflected by notch filter 202, are split by RF splitter 203 and communicated to all of units
204-207 and 212 (depicted by the thicker dashed lines terminating in an arrow). Lipoff (EX1008),
9 105-111.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2 (annotated)

Amit further discloses:

“8. In a particular embodiment of the present invention, the splitter at the input to
the user premises is replaced by a special splitter device that supplies higher quality
home networking capabilities, or a filter is connected to the splitter. A passive
filter connected to the splitter insures [sic] that the home networking signals in a
specific home will not interfere with or be interfered by other home networks. This
passive filter provides a “single home” operational mode that allows for low cost
equipment and frequency re-use. A home network splitter that supplies less
isolation between the home drops and includes the filter inside is also provided.”
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Amit (EX1006), 4:30-39.

“The notch filter in the entrance of the home is a one of the basic elements in the
home network design. If this notch filter exists in the HomeCN is disconnected from
the regional cable network, therefore its' design is more simple (single home
network).”

Amit (EX1006), 7:15-19.

Thus, Amit teaches that, in one embodiment, the notch filfer is connected to the splitter to achieve
a home networking environment using propagation of the signals by reflection. Lipoff (EX1008),
19 112-113.

Thus, Amit’s notch filter discloses, or at least renders obvious, this limitation. Lipoff (EX1008),
19 105-114.

[10.2] at least one signal splitter;

Amit discloses at least one signal splitter:

“RF splitter [203] splits the signal coming from and to the regional CATV plant
[201], to the signals coming to and from units [204-207, 212] respectively. The
signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204-207, 212] are
partially reflected back to these home units [204-207].”

Amit (EX10006), 6:36-41.

Thus, Amit’s RF splitter discloses, or at least renders obvious, at least one signal splitter as recited.
Lipoff (EX1008), 99 115-116.

[10.3.1] a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each terminal
device capable of communicating with other terminal devices the reflected signal path
created by the filter,

Amit discloses a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches, each terminal
device capable of communicating with other terminal devices the reflected signal path created by
the filter.
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The °249 Patent explains that “terminals ... can include cable converter boxes, televisions, and
cable modems” ("249 Patent (EX1001), 1:27-31) and one example of a “terminal device” is “LAN
modem 270" (°249 Patent (EX1001), 3:64—4:2). The LAN modem 270 terminal device in the
’249 Patent is shown as coupled to LAN device 280 which “can be, for example, a personal
computer (PC)." See 249 Patent (EX1001), Fig. 2, 4:8-11.

First, Amit discloses a plurality of terminal devices connected to the wiring branches:

“The signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204-207, 212] are
partially reflected back to these home units [204-207]. It may be recommended
to use splitters that deliberately have high reflection levels (although we believe that
the method and system can operate with typical commercial splitters). The Video
Cassette Recorder (VCR) [204] and TV set [205] include Home Cable
Networking Interface (HCNI) devices. The Personal Computer (PC) [208] is
connected to a Home Networking Cable Modem (HNCM) device [206] (that
supplies the Home Networking functionality and the Cable Modem
functionality). The HCNM is also connected to a phone [215] and supplies the
VolIP functionality. A PC that includes HCNI can be connected directly to the HCN.
The HCNU+wireless units [207, 212] are connected to the CATV and has a wireless
output (e.g. Bluetooth, HomeRF or infra-red) which connects to devices within the
vicinity of the device [207], such as wireless telephone unit [209, 213], and a
notebook computer [210]). The HCNU devices are capable of transmitting and
receiving digital communications signals between them. These signals propagate
in the CATYV wires and are reflected by the RF splitter [203]. The HCNM device
is further capable of operating as a DOCSIS cable modem and communicating with
a headend of a regional CATV plant [201]. The HNCT's, the HCNU's and the
HNCM use Home Cable Network Protocol HCNP.”

Amit (EX1006), 6:39-64.
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Amit (EX1006), Fig. 2 (annotated)

Consistent with the 249 Patent’s description of televisions as terminals discussed above, Amit’s
“TV set [205]” teaches a terminal device[]. Similarly, consistent with the 249 Patent’s description
of “cable modems,” and “LAN modem 270” coupled to LAN device 280 (a PC) as terminal
devices, Amit’s HCNM 206, which “supplies the Home Networking functionality” (i.e., LAN
functionality) and “Cable Modem functionality” also teaches a terminal device[]. Thus, Amit
teaches a plurality of terminal devices as recited. Lipoff (EX1008), § 118-120.

Second, the above disclosure also demonstrates that Amit’s terminal devices are capable of
communicating with other terminal devices the reflected signal path created by the filter:

“The signals arriving to RF splitter [203] from the home units [204-207, 212] are
partially reflected back to these home units [204-207]. It may be recommended
to use splitters that deliberately have high reflection levels (although we believe that
the method and system can operate with typical commercial splitters). The Video
Cassette Recorder (VCR) [204] and TV set [205] include Home Cable
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Networking Interface (HCNI) devices. The Personal Computer (PC) [208] is
connected to a Home Networking Cable Modem (HNCM) device [206] (that
supplies the Home Networking functionality and the Cable Modem
functionality). .... The HCNU devices are capable of transmitting and
receiving digital communications signals between them. These signals
propagate in the CATYV wires and are reflected by the RF splitter [203]. The
HCNM device is further capable of operating as a DOCSIS cable modem and
communicating with a headend of a regional CATV plant [201]. The HNCT's, the
HCNU's and the HNCM use Home Cable Network Protocol HCNP.”

Amit (EX1006), 6:39-64.

In one embodiment of Amit, the splitter and notch filter are integrated, such that the reflected
signal path is created by the filter as recited:

“To use the Single Home operation mode that simplifies the equipment, a notch
filter should be added. This filter can be added in the following points:

Adding a filter at the flat/single user home entrance.

The advantage of this method is the ability of the end user to add the filter by
himself.

Replace the house basement splitter that split the signals between the flats to a
special splitter.

The advantage of this method is the ability of the MSO to change a single splitter
to a special splitter that includes internal filter. This splitter enables more
effective usage of the home networking for some flats (homes).”

Amit (EX1006), 13:31-43.

Thus, Amit discloses, or at least renders obvious, this limitation. Lipoff (EX1008), §f 117-123.

[10.3.2] wherein the terminal devices perform equalization on the received signal that
restores a flat frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments caused
by the reflected signals.
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dev.
restores a flat frequency response to overcome communication channel impairments caused by
the reflected signals. Mills, however, teaches this limitation. And in the combined system of Amit
and Mills further described below, the combination discloses, or at least renders obvious, this

ces perform equalization on the received signal that

limitation.

Mills relates to “computer network point to point data communications,” and teaches that its
invention “can be applied to ... RF networks” and “appropriate media such as coax cable.” Mills
(EX1004), 1:10-13; 12:29-39. Mills discloses techniques performed in a receiver, such as a
“network interface card” (Mills (EX1004), 3:22-25), which a POSITA would have recognized as
a terminal device consistent with the *249 Patent’s “LLAN modem 270” coupled to a “LAN device
280” such as a PC. ’249 Patent (EX1001), 4:8-13; Lipoff (EX1008), 9 125-129.

Mills discloses:

“Additionally, to assist the PLL, most receivers use an equalizer to adjust for the
characteristics of the incoming line. Various types of equalizers (e.g. adaptive,
fixed, etc.) can be used to balance out the effect the characteristics of the media
have on the incoming signal. For example, a twisted pair cable typically experiences
an attenuation which is a function of its length and the frequency of interest. The
equalizer will compensate for the attenuation by creating a frequency dependant
[sic] gain. This results in a frequency response that is as flat as possible, across
the spectrum, for that cable length.”

Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32.

Mills further discloses:

“Similarly, in an embodiment, an adaptive receiver PHY equalizer is designed to
remember the input characteristics of the link, as last determined. For example,
storage of the equalizer coefficients, which contain information that maps the input
characteristics, will enable the receiver to quickly adapt to the received signal.”

Mills (EX1004), 23:41-46.

Thus, Mills discloses, or at least renders obvious, that receivers (terminal devices) use an equalizer
to adjust for characteristics of the incoming line (perform equalization on the received signal) that
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results in a frequency response that is as flat as possible (that restores a flat frequency response)
due to characteristics of the incoming line such as the length of the cable and frequency of interest
(to overcome communication channel impairments)®. Mills (EX1004), 6:22-32, 23:41-46.

The 249 Patent, for example, explains that a “reflection anywhere in the wiring produces a
multipath signal in some or all wiring branches that creates inter-symbol interference (ISI)....ISI
will degrade the bit error rate (BER) performance of the communication channel. The effects of
IST can be overcome by applying modulation techniques or receiver processing techniques. An
adaptive equalizer in the terminal device creates a filter response that restores a flat frequency
response impaired by the multipath signal.” ’249 Patent (EX1001), 5:64—6:13. The ’249 Patent
also explains that it creates reflections by “introducing any impairment into an element, for
example a cable, component, or connector....” Id. at 4:63-65.

Because Mills teaches using equalizers to “balance out the effect the characteristics of the media”
(i.e., the cable), it thus teaches overcoming communication channel impairments as recited.
Further, it was known at the time of the *249 Patent that performing equalization in a receiver
would overcome inter-symbol interference (ISI) (the impairment that the 249 Patent seeks to solve
by equalization), and thus, a POSITA would have recognized Mills’ equalization to overcome
communication channel impairments as recited. Lipoft (EX1008), Y 130132 (citing, e.g., Labat
(EX1009), 1:4-19 (“present invention relates to an equalizer circuit (or ‘equalizer’) for receivers
in digital communications systems... Equalization consists essentially in removing as much
intersymbol interference (ISI) as possible.... This can result from...a phenomenon of multi-path
propagation.”); Shin (EX1014), pp. 1-2 (describing a downstream unit (i.e., receiver) that includes
a DFE equalizer “to eliminate intersymbol interference (ISI)”); Kerpez (EX1011), p. 141 (stating

® The claim language 0 overcome communication channel impairments caused by the reflected
signals is nothing more than an intended use of the recited equalization, and thus, does not confer
patentable weight to claim 10. See MPEP 2114 (“[A]pparatus claims cover what a device is, not
what a device does.” Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb Inc., 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15
USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (emphasis in original). A claim containing a “‘recitation
with respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does not
differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus’ if the prior art apparatus teaches all
the structural limitations of the claim. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1647 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter.
1987).”) Here, this claim language merely recites “the manner in which a claimed apparatus is
intended to be employed” and thus does not differentiate claim 10 from the combination of Afshary
and Mills, which teaches all the structural limitations of the claim.
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that “[i]f there is no equalizer, then the distortion engendered by a long-delay echo will become
additive noise that increases the BER” teaching that performing equalization improves bit error
rate, consistent with disclosure of the ’249 Patent); Dehgan (EX1010), 7:6-11 (describing an
“adaptive equalizer that compensates for Inter-Symbol Interference due to the characteristics of
channel 16 and receiver 14.”).

While Mills may not explicitly disclose that these impairments are caused by the reflected signals,
to the extent this language is given patentable weight, this would have been obvious in the
combination with Amit, as Amit’s signals that are received by the terminal devices are reflected
signals; thus, applying Mills’ technique to Amit would result in overcoming communication
channel impairments caused by the reflected signals as recited.

Thus, the combined teachings of Amit and Mills renders obvious that ferminal devices perform
equalization on the received signal that restores a flat frequency response to overcome
communication channel impairments. Lipoff (EX1008), qq 133-135.

A POSITA would have been motivated to combine the teachings of Amit and Mills for multiple
reasons.

First, combining the teachings would have been no more than combining prior art elements
according to known methods to yield predictable results. Together, Amit and Mills teach each and
every limitation recited in claim 10. A POSITA would have been motivated to combine Mills’
teaching of a receiver that performs equalization with Amit’s teachings of receivers, to adjust for
characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA would have seen as an
advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating a gain. Thus, a POSITA
would have been motivated to combine this teaching of Mills with Amit. A POSITA would have
also recognized a reasonable expectation of success in the combination, as modifying Amit’s
receivers in accordance with Mills teachings (to the extent Amit’s receivers did not have an
equalizer) would have been straightforward to a POSITA having the requisite skill in the art. For
example, because Mills discloses that “most receivers use an equalizer,” and because equalizers in
receivers were well-known at the time of the *249 Patent (as detailed in Labat (EX1009) and Shin
(EX1014), discussed above) a POSITA would have recognized a reasonable expectation of success
in adding an equalizer to the terminal devices of Amit (e.g., the home units 204-207 and 212), as
doing so would have required (at most) only a small amount of additional circuitry that was well-
known to a POSITA at the time. Lipoff (EX1008), § 137.

Page 44 of 49

Page 638 of 849



Request for £x Parte Reexamination
U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249

Additionally, the combined teachings would have represented nothing more than the use of a
known technique (Mills’ teachings of performing equalization on an incoming signal at a receiver)
to improve Amit’s similar methods in the same way, i.e., to adjust for the characteristics of the
incoming line. MPEP 21431, As detailed above, a POSITA would have been motivated to
combine Mills’ teaching of a receiver that performs equalization with Amit’s teachings of
receivers, to adjust for characteristics of the incoming line as Mills discloses, which a POSITA
would have seen as an advantage, as doing so compensates for attenuation (i.e., loss) by creating
a gain. Thus, a POSITA would have been motivated to combine this teaching of Mills with Amit.
A POSITA would have also recognized a reasonable expectation of success in the combination, as
modifying Amit’s receivers in accordance with Mills teachings would have been straightforward
to a POSITA having the requisite skill in the art. Lipoff (EX1008), 9 138.
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III. DISCLOSURE OF CONCURRENT LITIGATION AND REEXAMINATION
PROCEEDINGS

Requester is aware of the following litigations in which the 249 Patent is involved:

Entropic Communications, LLC v. Charter Communications, Inc., Case No. 2:23-cv-

00050 (E.D. Tex.).

Entropic Communications, LLC v. Dish Network Corporation et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-
01043 (C.D. Cal.).

Entropic Communications, LLC v. Cox Communications, Inc. et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-

01047 (C.D. Cal.).

Entropic Communications, LLC v. Comcast Corporation et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-01048
(C.D. Cal).

Entropic Communications, LLC v. DirecTV, LLC et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-05253 (C.D.
Cal.).

IV.  CERTIFICATION REGARDING NO ESTOPPEL

In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.510(b)(6), the Requester hereby certifies that the estoppel
provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 315(e)(1) or 35 U.S.C. § 325(e)(1) do not prohibit the Requester from
filing this Request.

V. THIS REQUEST SHOULD NOT BE DENIED UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 325(D)

As discussed in Section LD above, this Request raises substantial new questions of
patentability with respect to the Challenged claim. This Reexamination Request should not be
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 325(d), because none of the proposed rejections presented in this
Request present prior art and arguments that includes “the same or substantially the same prior art
or arguments” previously presented to the Office. See 35 U.S.C. § 325(d) (“In determining whether
to institute or order a proceeding under this chapter, chapter 30, or chapter 31, the Director may
take into account whether, and reject the petition or request because, the same or substantially the
same prior art or arguments previously were presented to the Office.”). Thus, there is no basis to

exercise discretion under 35 U.S.C. § 325(d).
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U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249

V1. LIST OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit 1001

U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249

Exhibit 1002

File History of U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249

Exhibit 1003

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0218593 to Amir S. Afshary
et al.

Exhibit 1004

U.S. Patent 6,795,450 to Andrew Mills et al.

Exhibit 1005

[reserved]

Exhibit 1006

U.S. Patent No. 7,127,734 to Mati Amit

Exhibit 1007

[reserved]

Exhibit 1008

Declaration of Stuart Lipoff

Exhibit 1009

U.S. Patent 5,909,466 to Labat et al.

Exhibit 1010

U.S. Patent 6,782,043 to Dehghan et al.

Exhibit 1011

“Digital Transmission Over In-Home Coaxial Wiring,” Kerpez et al., IEEE
(1997)

Exhibit 1012

“RF and System Requirements for Cable Modem Applications,” Donald G.
McMullin, IEEE (2000)

Exhibit 1013

“Single Chip Subscriber Cable Modem,” Rahman et al., IEEE (1997)

Exhibit 1014

“A 64/256 QAM Receiver Chip for High-speed Communications, Shin et
al., IEEE (2000)
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Request for £x Parte Reexamination
U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249
VII. CONCLUSION
For the reasons set forth above, it is clear that substantial new questions of patentability are
raised in connection with claim 10 by this request for ex parfe reexamination since claim 10 is
rendered obvious in view of the above-listed prior art references. Therefore, Requester asks that
this request for reexamination be granted and that claim 10 be canceled.
As identified in the attached Certificate of Service and in accordance with 37 CF.R. §§
1.33(c) and 1.510(b)(5), a copy of the present request, in its entirety, is being served to the address
of the attorney or agent of record.

Please direct all correspondence in this matter to the undersigned.
Respectfully submitted,
/Raghav Bajaj/
Raghav Bajaj

Registration No. 66,630
Attorney for Requester

Dated: September 11, 2023

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Customer No. 27683 Thereby certify that this correspondence, all attachments, and any cortesponding
) filing fee are being transmitted via the Electronic Filing System (Patent Center)

Tel ephone‘ 5 12/ 867-8520 with the United States Patent and Trademark Office on September 11, 2023,
Facsimile: 214/200-0853

/Raghav Bajaj/

Raghav Bajaj
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Request for £x Parte Reexamination
U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249

VIII. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that copies of the following,

(1)
2
G)
)

Request for Ex Parte Reexamination Transmittal Form;
PTO 1449 Modified Form;
Request for Ex Parte Reexamination; and

Exhibits 1001 through 1004, 1006, and 1008 through 1014.

in their entirety were served on:

MCANDREWS HELD & MALLOY, LTD
500 WEST MADISON STREET, SUITE 3400
CHICAGO, IL 60661

the attorney of record for the assignee of U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249, in accordance with 37
C.F.R. § 1.510(b)(5), on the 11" day of September 2023.
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

REQUEST FOR Ex Parte
REEXAMINATION

In re patent of: Itzhak Gurantz ef al.

U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249
Attorney Docket No.: 50348.109
Filed: July 21, 2001

Issued: Sept. 22, 2009
Title: NETWORK INTERFACE DEVICE

AND BROADBAND LOCAL AREA
NETWORK USING COAXIAL CABLE

Real Party in Interest:

§

§

§

§

§

§

§ Customer No.: 27683
§

§

§

§ Unified Patents, LLC
§

REQUESTER’S POWER OF ATTORNEY
PURSUANT TO 37 CFR 1.510(f)

Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.510(f) Requester, Unified Patents, LL.C, hereby appoints the Practitioner(s)
associated with Customer Number 27683, as its attorney(s) to prosecute and to transact all business in the
United States Patent and Trademark Office in connection with the above-identified request for Ex Parte
Reexamination. Please recognize the correspondence address (including any electronic mail address)
associated with Customer Number 27683 for the above-identified £x Parte Reexamination proceeding
number to be the address associated with the appointed counsel(s).

The undersigned is authorized to sign this Power of Attorney on behalf of the Requester.

Executed on 9/8/2023

Unified Patents, LL.C
By: Qamzﬁfan, Staset
/4

Printed Name: Jonathan Stroud

Title: General Counsel
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M UNITED STATES
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

ELECTRONIC ACKNOWLEDGEMENT RECEIPT

Page 1 of5

P.0.Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313 - 1450
www.uspto.gov

APPLICATION #
90/019,247

RECEIPT DATE /TIME

09/11/2023 01:38:53 PMET

ATTORNEY DOCKET #
50348.109

Title of Invention

NETWORK INTERFACE DEVICE AND BROADBAND LOCAL AREA NETWORK USING COAXIAL

CABLE

Application Information

APPLICATION TYPE  Utility / ex parte reexam PATENT # 7594249
CONFIRMATION # 2398 FILED BY Krista Myrick
PATENT CENTER # 62770827 FILING DATE
CUSTOMER # 23446 FIRST NAMED  Itzhak Gurantz
INVENTOR
CORRESPONDENCE AUTHORIZED BY Raghav Bajaj
ADDRESS
Documents TOTAL DOCUMENTS: 17
DOCUMENT PAGES DESCRIPTION SIZE (KB)
EX1001 US7594249.pdf 12 Copy of patent for which 878 KB
reexamination is requested
EX1002 382 Reexam - 9409 KB
23446 09910412 FH.pdf Affidavit/Declaration/E xhibit
Filed by 3rd Party
EX1003 Afshary 11 Reexam - 1096 KB
US20060218593A1.pdf Affidavit/Declaration/E xhibit
Filed by 3rd Party
EX1004 Mills 30 Reexam - 2587 KB

US6795450B1.pdf
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4 Receipt of Original Ex Parte 317 KB
Request by Third Party

1 Information Disclosure 28 KB
Statement (IDS) Form (SB08)

Warning: This is nota USPTO supplied IDS fillable form. Data in the form cannotbe
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EX1008 Lipoff
Declaration.pdf

Digest

DOCUMENT

76 Reexam - 3089 KB
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applications.pdf

EX1013 single-chip-subscriber-

cable-modem.pdf

EX1014 Shin a-64256-qgam-
receiver-chip-for-highspeed-
communications.pdf

50348.109 Unified E ntropic
249 PowerofAttorney.pdf
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Request.pdf
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Request-RXOSUB.R.pdf
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50348-109 Reexamination 0B835982DDD7F98DB130D089645891577255B830213D7758CB3
Transmittal.pdf B64859C38788B8648C7162E990B3D6EE0849F 3F03E1610C865
D79051E8B90AF3060D89F5FE29D4

50348.109 PTO 1449 modified B21EA44FF2F11E00B76C6A98D7ES7FOFC39F127501DD1B821
form Ex Parte Reexam 14EE2C3158FB18EOBEASI4EO0IEO1F5B602923ECO6A71605B058
Request.pdf CC3B043835671C41D4D69205536F6

EX1008_Lipoff Declaration.pdf 8CB79DF79F7A01048CEF5CCA48F 7A1F5A9959BF91204282634F
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This Acknowledgement Receipt evidences receipt on the noted date by the USPTO of the indicated documents, characterized
by the applicant, and including page counts, where applicable. It serves as evidence of receipt similar to a Post Card, as
described in MPEP 503.

New Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 111

If a new application is being filed and the application includes the necessary components for filing date (see 37 CFR 1.53(b)-(d)
and MPEP 506), a Filing Receipt (37 CFR 1.54) will be issued in due course and the date shown on this Acknowledgement
Receipt will establish the filing date of the application

National Stage of an International Application under 35 U.5.C, 371

If a timely submission to enter the national stage of an international application is compliant with the conditions of 35 U.S.C.
371 and other applicable requirements a Form PCT/DO/EO/903 indicating acceptance of the application as a national stage
submission under 35 U.S.C. 371 will be issued in addition to the Filing Receipt, in due course.

New International Application Filed with the USPTO as a Receiving Office

If a new international application is being filed and the international application includes the necessary components for an
international filing date (see PCT Article 11 and MPEP 1810), a Notification of the International Application Number and of the
International Filing Date (Form PCT/RO/105) will be issued in due course, subject to prescriptions concerning national security,
and the date shown on this Acknowledgement Receipt will establish the international filing date of the application.
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PTO/SB/57 (01-18)

Approved for use through 11/30/2024. OMB 0651-0064

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1985, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.
(Also referred to as FORM PTO-1465)

REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION TRANSMITTAL FORM

Address to:

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam

Commissioner for Patents Attorney Docket No.: 50348.109
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 Date: September 11, 2023

1. [M] This is a request for ex parte reexamination pursuant to 37 CFR 1.510 of patent number :994.249
issued September 22, 2009

. The request is made by:
El patent owner. El third party requester.

2. El The name and address of the person requesting reexamination is:
Raghav Bajaj, HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP

2323 Victory Avenue, Suite 700
Dallas, Texas 75219

3. Requester [_] asserts small entity status (37 CFR 1.27) or |:| certifies micro entity status (37 CFR 1.29). Only
a patent owner requester can certify micro entity status. Form PTO/SB/15A or B must be attached to certify
micro entity status.

4. This request is accompanied by payment of the reexamination fee as set forth in:

[W] 37 CFR 1.20(c)(2); or

|:| 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1). In checking this box for payment of the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(c)(1), requester
asserts that this request has forty (40) or fewer pages and complies with all other requirements of
37 CFR 1.20(c)(1).

Payment of the reexamination fee is made by the method set forth below.
a. |:| A check in the amount of $ is enclosed to cover the reexamination fee;
b. El The Director is hereby authorized to charge the reexamination fee
to Deposit Account No, 20-6990 :
C. |:| Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached; or
d. El Payment made via EFS-Web.
El In addition, the Director is hereby authorized to charge any fee deficiencies to
Deposit Account No. 50-6990

5. El Any refund should be made by |:|check or E|credit to Deposit Account No. 50-6990
37 CFR 1.26(c). If payment is made by credit card, refund must be to credit card account.

6. El A copy of the patent to be reexamined having a double column format on one side of a separate paper is
enclosed. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(4).

7. |:| CD-ROM or CD-R in duplicate, Computer Program (Appendix) or large table
I:l Landscape Table on CD

[Page 1 of 3]
A Federal agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, nor shall a person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with an
information collection subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, unless the information collection has a currently valid OMB Control
Number. The OMB Control Number for this information collection is 0651-0064. Public burden for this form is estimated to average 18 minutes per response,
including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
information collection. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this information collection, including suggestions for reducing this
burden to the Chief Administrative Officer, United States Patent and Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 or email
InformationCollection@uspto.gov. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. If filing this completed form by mail, send to:
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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PTO/SB/57 (01-18)

Approved for use through 11/30/2024. OMB 0651-0064

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

8.[_] Nucleotide and/or Amino Acid Sequence Submission
If applicable, items a. — c. are required.

a. [_] computer Readable Form (CRF)
b. Specification Sequence Listing on:
i.  [_] cD-ROM (2 copies) or CD-R (2 copies) or

i.  [] paper

c. [] statements verifying identity of above copies.
9. El A copy of any disclaimer, certificate of correction or reexamination certificate issued in the patent is included.

10. El Reexamination of claim(s) 10 is requested.

11. El A copy of every patent or printed publication relied upon is submitted herewith including a listing thereof on
Form PTO/SB/08, PTO-1449, or equivalent.

12. El An English language translation of all necessary and pertinent non-English language patents and/or printed
publications is attached.
13. El The attached detailed request includes at least the following items:

a. A statement identifying each substantial new question of patentability based on prior patents and printed
publications. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(1).

b. An identification of every claim for which reexamination is requested, and a detailed explanation of the

pertinency and manner of applying the cited art to every claim for which reexamination is requested.
37 CFR1.510(b)(2).

14, |:| A proposed amendment is included (only where the patent owner is the requester). 37 CFR 1.510(e).

15.[M] Itis certified that the statutory estoppel provisions of 35 U.S.C. 315(e)(1) or 35 U.S.C. 325(e)(1) do not
prohibit requester from filing this ex parfe reexamination request. 37 CFR 1.510(b)(6).

16. Service

a. El It is certified that a copy of this request (if filed by other than the patent owner) has been served in its
entirety on the patent owner as provided in 37 CFR 1.33(c).

The name and address of the party served are:
MCANDREWS HELD & MALLOY, LTD

500 WEST MADISON STREET, SUITE 3400
CHICAGO, IL 60661
Date of Service: September 11, 2023

OR

b. |:| A duplicate copy is enclosed since service on patent owner was not possible. An explanation of the
efforts made to serve patent owner is attached. See MPEP 2220.

[Page 2 of 3]
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Approved for use through 11/30/2024. OMB 0651-0064

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1985, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

17. Correspondence Address: Direct all communication about the reexamination to:

El The address associated with Customer Number: 27683

OR

Firm or Individual Name
(at the address identified below)

Address

City State Zip

Country

Telephone Email

214-651-5000 ipdocketing@haynesboone.com

18. El The patent is currently the subject of the following concurrent proceeding(s):

a. I:l Copending reissue Application No.

b. |:| Copending reexamination Control No.

[¢]

. |:| Copending Interference No.

d. [m] copending iitigation styled:

Entropic C ications, LLC v. Charter G ications, Inc., Case No. 2:23-cv-00050 (E.D. Tex.).: Entropic Communications, LLG v. Dish Network Comoration et al., Gase No. 2:23-cv-01043 (C.D. Cal.).:

Entropic Ct LLC v. Cox Ct icati Inc. et al,, Case No. 2:23-cv-01047 (C.D. Cal.).; Entropic Communications, LLC v. Comcast Corporation et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-01048 (C.D. Cal.).

Entropic Communications, LLC v. DirecTV, LLC et al., Case No. 2:23-cv-05253 (C.D. Cal.).

WARNING : Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be included on this
form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

/Raghav Bajaj/ September 11, 2023
Authorized Signature Date
Raghav Bajaj 66,630
Typed/Printed Name Registration No.
[ ] For Patent Owner Requester [ For Third Party Requester
[Page 3 of 3]
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your submission
of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. The United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO)
collects the information in this record under authority of 35 U.S.C. 2. The USPTO'’s system of records is used to
manage all applicant and owner information including name, citizenship, residence, post office address, and other
information with respect to inventors and their legal representatives pertaining to the applicant's/owner’s activities in
connection with the invention for which a patent is sought or has been granted. The applicable Privacy Act System of
Records Notice for the information collected in this form is COMMERCE/PAT-TM-7 Patent Application Files, available in
the Federal Register at 78 FR 19243 (March 29, 2013). https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-03-29/
pdf/2013-07341.pdf

Routine uses of the information in this record may include disclosure to: 1) law enforcement, in the event that the
system of records indicates a violation or potential violation of law; 2) a Federal, state, local, or international agency, in
response to its request; 3) a contractor of the USPTO having need for the information in order to perform a contract; 4)
the Department of Justice for determination of whether the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requires disclosure of the
record; 5) a Member of Congress submitting a request involving an individual to whom the record pertains, when the
individual has requested the Member’s assistance with respect to the subject matter of the record; 6) a court,
magistrate, or administrative tribunal, in the course of presenting evidence, including disclosures to opposing counsel in
the course of settlement negotiations; 7) the Administrator, General Services Administration (GSA), or their designee,
during an inspection of records conducted by GSA under authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906, in accordance with the
GSA regulations and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive, where such disclosure shall not be used to
make determinations about individuals; 8) another federal agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C.
181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)); 9) the Office of Personnel Management
(OPM) for personnel research purposes; and 9) the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) for legislative
coordination and clearance.

If you do not furnish the information requested on this form, the USPTO may not be able to process and/or examine
your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings, abandonment of the application, and/or expiration of
the patent.

Additional Uses

Additional USPTO uses of the information in this record may include disclosure to: 1) the International Bureau of the
World Intellectual Property Organization, if the record is related to an international application filed under the Patent
Cooperation Treaty; 2) the public i) after publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b), ii) after issuance of
a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151, iii) if the record was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the
proceedings were terminated and which application is referenced by either a published application, an application open
to public inspections, or an issued patent, or iv) without publication of the application or patent under the specific
circumstances provided for by 37 CFR 1.14(a)(1)(v)-(vii); and/or 3) the National Archives and Records Administration,
for inspection of records.
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Litigation Search Report CRU 3999

Reexamination Control No. 90/019,247

To: EXAMINER From: MANUEL SALDANA

Location:  REMO04C71 Location:  REM04C71

Art Unit: 3999 Phone: 571-272-7740

Date: 13 September 2023 E-mail: MANUEL.SALDANA@USPTO.GOV

Search Notes

(OPEN) 2:23¢cv50, Entropic Communications, Lic V. Charter Communications, Inc.
(OPEN) 2:23¢cv1043, Entropic Communications, Llc V. Dish Network Corporation Et Al
(OPEN) 2:23cv1047, Entropic Communications, Llc V. Cox Communications, Inc. Et Al
(OPEN) 2:23cv1048, Entropic Communications, Llc V. Comcast Corporation Et Al
(OPEN) 2:23¢cv5253, Entropic Communications, Llc V. Directv, Lic Et Al

1. Performed a KeyCite Search in Westlaw, which retrieves all history on the patent including any
litigation.

2. Performed a search on the patent in Lexis CourtLink for any open dockets or closed cases.

3. Performed a search in Lexis in the Federal Courts and Administrative Materials databases for
any cases found.

4. Performed a search in Lexis in the IP Journal and Periodicals database for any articles on the
patent.

5. Performed a search in Lexis in the news databases for any articles about the patent or any
articles about litigation on this patent.
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US District Court Docket
United States District Court, California Central

{(Western Division - Los Angeles)

This case was retrieved on SN TIRAAN

Header

Case Number: 2:230v5253

Date Filed: 07/01/2023

Assigned To: Judge John W. Holcomb
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Karen E. Scoft
Nature of Suit: Patent (836;

Cause: Fatent Infringement

Lead Docket: None

Other Docket: 2:22cv07775

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Participants

Class Code: Open
Statute: 35271

Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Demand Amount; $0
NOS Description: Patent

Litigants

Aftorneys

Entropic Communications, LLC
Piaintiff

Directy, LLC
Defendant
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Christina N. Goadrich

LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90087

LISA

3108-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Christina.Goodrichi@klgates.Cam

Cassidy Young

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

K and L Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90087

USA

310-552-5058 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Cassidy. Young@kigates.Com

Connor James Meggs

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kandl Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90087

LISA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-3001
Email:Connor. Meggs@kigates.Com
David 3. Frist

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP
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Litigants Attorneys

1201 West Peachiree Street, Suite 4900
Atfanta, GA 30308

USA

404-881-7874 Fax: 404-881-7777
Email:David. Fristi@alston,Com

Emily C. Welch

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alson and Bird LLP

1201 West Peachtree Street, Suite 4900
Attanta, GA 30302

USA

404-881-7159 Fax; 404-881-7777

Email:Emily Weich@aiston.Com

Natalie C. Clayton

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

90 Park Avenue, 15th Floor

New York, NY 10016

USA

212-210-9573 Fax: 212-922-3845
Email:Natalie. Clayton@alston.Com

Rachel E K Lowe

ATTORNEY 7O BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Street, 16th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80071

USA

213-578-1000 Fax: 213-576-1100
Email:Rachel Lowe@alston. Com

Yuri ikutka

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Street, 16th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 20071

USA

213-576-1026 Fax: 213-576-1100
Emait:Yuri. Mikutka@alston.Com

AT and T, Inc. David 8, Frist
{Terminated: 0%/Q7/2023] PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Defendant Alston and Bird LLP

1201 Wesi Peachiree Street, Sulte 4300
Atfanta, GA 30309

USA

404-881-7874 Fax: 404-881-7777
Email:David. Frist@alston.Com

Emily €. Welch

PRC HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alson and Bird LLP

1201 Wast Peachtree Street, Suile 4900
Attanta, GA 30309

USA

404-881-7159 Fax: 404-881-7777

Email:Emily Welch@aiston.Com
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Attorneys

AT and T Servicas, Inc.
Defendant
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Natalie C. Clayton

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

80 Park Avenue, 15th Floor

New York, NY 10016

USA

212-210-8573 Fax: 212-222-3845
Email:Natalie. Clayton@alston.Com

Rachel E K Lowe

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Streat, 16th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

USA

213-575-1000 Fax: 213-576-1100
Email:Rachel. Lowe@alston.Com

Yuri Mikulka

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Street, 16t Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

USA

213-576-1026 Fax: 213-576-1100
Email:Yuri Mikulka@alston.Com

Dravidd 8, Frist

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and 8ird LLP

1201 West Peachires Street, Suite 4200
Allanta, GA 30308

USA

404-881-7874 Fax: 404-881-7777
Email:David Frist@alston.Com

Emily €. Welch

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alson and Bird LLP

1201 West Peachiree Street, Sulte 492006
Atfanta, GA 30309

USA

404-881-7189 Fax: 404-881-7777

Email:Emily Waich@aiston.Com

Natatie C. Clayton

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

80 Park Avenue, 15th Floor

New York, NY 10016

USA

212-210-8573 Fax: 212-922-3845
Email:Natalle Clayton@alston.Com

Rachel E K Lowe

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and 8ird LLP

333 South Hope Street, 16th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

USA
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Litigants

Attorneys
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AT and T Comrunications, LLC
{Terminated: 09/07/2023]
Defendant

Proceedings

213-578-1000 Fax: 213-576-1100
Email:Rachel Lowe@alston. Com

Yuri flikulka

ATTORNEY 7O BE NOTICED

Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Street, 16th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 20071

USA

213-578-1028 Fax: 213-576-1100
Email:¥uri.Mikutka@alston.Com

David 8. Frist

PRC HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

1201 Wast Peachiree Street, Suile 490C
Atlanta, GA 30309

UsA

404-881-7874 Fax: 404-881-7777
Email:David. Frist@alston.Com

Emily C. Welch

PRQ HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED
Alson and Bird LLP

1201 West Peachtree Street, Suite 4900
Atlanta, GA 30309

Usa

404-881-715¢ Fax: 404-881-7777
Email:Emily Welch@alston.Com

Natalie C. Clayton

PRQO HAC VICE.ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

90 Park Avenue, 15th Floor

New York, NY 10016

Usa

212-210-8573 Fax; 212-922-3845
Emaii:Natalie. Clavton@alston.Com

Rachel E K Lowe

ATTCRNEY TC BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Street, 16th Foor
Los Angeles, CA 80071

Usa

213-578-1Q00 Fax: 213-576-1100
Email:Rachel Lowe@alston. Com

Yuri Mikulka

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Alston and Bird LLP

333 South Hope Sireet, 16th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80071

UsA

213-576-1026 Fax: 213-6576-1100
Email:Yuri, Mikutka@alston.Com
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# Date

Proceeding Text

Source

1 47/01/2023

COMPLAINT Receipt No: ACACDC-35539078 - Fee: 8402, filed
by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Altachments: # 1
Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C, # 4 Exhibit D, # 5 Exhibit E,
# 6 Exhibit F. # 7 Exhibit G, # 8 Exhibit H, # 9 Exhibit 1, # 10
Exnibit J, # 11 Exhibit K, # 12 Exhibit L, # 13 Exhibit M, # 14
Exhibit N, # 15 Exhibit O, # 18 Exhibit P, # 17 Exhibit 2, # 18
Exhibit R, # 19 Exhibit S, # 20 Exhibit 7, # 21 Exhibit U, # 22
Exhibit V, & 23 Exhibit W, # 24 Exhibit X} {Attorney Chiristina N.
Goodrich added to party Entrapic Commiunications,

L Ciptypla){Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 07/01/2023)

2 07/01/2023

CIVIL COVER SHEET filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
L1 C. {Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 07/01/2023)

3 07:/01/2023

4 O7/01/2023

Request for Clerk to Issue Summons on Complaint (Attormey Civil
Case Opening}.. 1 filed by Plaintiff Eniropic Communications,
£1L.C. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Summons to AT&amp; T, Inc., #
2 Proposed Summons to AT&amp:T Services, Inc., # 3 Proposed
Summons to AT&amp; T Communications, LLC X Goodrich,
Christina} (Entered: 07/01/2023)

Certification ang NOTICE of interested Parties filed by Plaintiif

{{3oodrich, Christina) {(Entered; 07/01/2023)

Entropic Communications, LLC, identifying Entropic Holdings LLC.

& G7/01/2023

NOTICE of Related Case(s) filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. Related Case(s): 2:23-0v-01043-JWH-
KES; 2:23-cv-01047-JWH-KES; 2:23-0v-01048-JWH-KES
{zoodrich, Christina} {(Entered: 07/01/2023)

4] G7/01/2023

REPORT ON THE FILING OF AN ACTION Regarding a Patent or
a Trademark {initial Notification) filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Goodyich, Christina) {Enterad:
07/01/2023)

=~

G7/03/2023

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT to District Judge John A. Kronstadt
and Magistrate Judge Michael R, Wilner. {ghap} {Entered:
07/032023)

& 07/03/2023

NOTICE TO PARTIES OF COURT-DIRECTED ADR PROGRAM
filed. {ghap) {(Entered: 07/03/2023)

9 (7/03/2023

Notice {o Counsel Re Consent {o Proceed Before a United States
Magistrate Judge. {ghap} (Entered: 07/33/2023)

10 07/03/2023

21 DAY Summons Issued re Complaint {Attormney Civil Case
Opening),. 1 as to Defendants AT and T Communications, LLC,
AT and T Services, inc., AT and T, Inc., DIRECTV, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Summons for AT and T, Inc., # 2 Summons for
AT and T Services, inc., # 3 AT and T Communications, LLC)
{ghap} {(Entered: 07/(3/2023)

11 07:/35/2023

ORDER RE TRANSFER PURSUANT TO GENERAL ORDER 23-
05-Related Case- filed. Related Case Na: 2:22-¢v-07775-JWH-
JEMX. Case transferred from Judge John A. Kronstadt and
Magistrate Judge Michael R. Wilher to Judge John W. Holcomib
and Magistrate Judge Karen E. Soolt for all further proceedings.
The case number will now reflect the initials of the transferee
Judge 2:23-cv-05253-JWH-KESx. Signed by Judge John W,
Holcomb. {aco} {Entered: 07/05/2023)

12 07/10/2023

STANDING ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb. {cla} {Entered:
07/10/2023}

13 071072023

SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W,
Holeomb: On its own motion, the Court SETS a Status
Conference on Wednesday, August 8, 2023, at 10:00 a.m. The
parties are DIRECTED to appear in person in Courfroam 8D, on
the 9th Fioor of the Ronald Reagan Federal Building and United
States Courthouse at 411 W. Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA 92701,
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

iT {8 8O ORDERED. THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. (cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 07/10:/2023)

14

07/14/2023

PROQF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant DIRECTY, LLC served on
7/8/2023, answer due 7/27/2023. Service of the Summons and
Complaint were exescuted upon Jessie Gastelumn, Authorized
Agent, CT Corporation System in compliance with Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure by service on a domestic corparation,
unincorporated association, of public entity (Goodrich, Christina)
{Entered: (7/14/2023)

07:14/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant AT and T, Inc. served on
Ti6/2023, answer due 7/27/2023. Service of the Summons and
Comiplaint were executed upon George Martinez, Authorized
Agent, CT Corporation System in compliance with Federal Rules
of Civil Frocedure by service on a domestic corporation,
unincorporated association, or public entity {Gogdtich, Christina)
{Entered: 07/14/2023}

16

07/14/2023

PROOF GF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant AT and T Services, Inc.
served on 7/6/2023, answer due 7/27/2023. Service of the
Summons and Complaint were executed upeon George Martinez,
Authorized Agent, CT Corporation System in compliance with
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by service on a domestic
corporation, unincorporated association, or public entity
{Goodrich, Christina} (Entered: 07/14/2023)

17

0714/2023

PROOF CGF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant AT and T
Commurications, LLC served on 7/6/2023, answer due 7/27/2023.
Service of the Summons and Complaint were executed upon
George Martinez, Authorized Agent, CT Corporation System in
compliance with Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by service on a
domestic corporation, unincorporated association, or public entity
{Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 07/14/2023)

18

G7/24/2023

STIPULATION Exiending Time to Answer the complaint as to All
Defendants, re Complaint (Attorney Civit Case Opening),, 1 filed
by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.{Goodrich, Christina}
{Entered: 07/24/2023)

1g

08/01/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Cassidy Young counsel for Plaintiff Entrapic Communications,
L C. Adding Cassidy Young as counsel of recard for Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC for the reason indicated in the G-
123 Naotice. Filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attorney Cassidy Young added to party Entropia
Communications, LLC{pty:plaiXYoung, Cassidy} (Entered:
08/01/2023)

20

08/02/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE filed by Plaintiff Enfropic Communications,

LLC, re Text Only Scheduling Notice, 13, initial Order upon Fifing

of Complaint - form only 12 {Defendant DIRECTV, LLC) served on
7/13/2023. {Goodrich, Christina} {Entered; 08/02/2023)

21

{46/02/2023

PROQOF OF SERVICE filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
LLC, re Text Only Scheduling Notice, 13, initial Order upon Fifing
of Compilaini - form only 12 {Defendant AT&7T, Inc.) served on
71312023, {Goodrich, Christina} {Entered: 08/02/2023)

22

(0e/02/2023

PRCOF OF SERVICE filed by Plainiiff Entropic Communications,
1 C, re Text Only Scheduling Notice, 13 | initial Order upon Filing
of Compilaint - form only 12 (Defendant AT&T Services, inc.)

served on 7/13/2023. {Goodrich, Christina} {Entered: 08/02/2023;
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

08/02/2023

08/07/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE filed by Plaintiff Entrapic Communications,
L1 C, re Text Only Scheduling Notice, 13 | Initial Order upon Filing
of Camiplaint - form only 12 (Defendant AT&T Commuunications,
LLC) served on /1372023, {Goodrich, Christing) (Entered:
08/02:2023)

STIPULATION to Continue Status Conference from August 8,
2023 to August 29, 2023 flec by Plaintif Entropic
Communications, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed
Order){Young. Cassidy) (Entered: 08/07/2023)

25

08/08/2023

{(IN CHAMBERS) ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb: The Court
has reviewed the parties’ Stipulation [ECF No. 24]. and it is hereby
APPROVED.{1} The Siatus Conference in this case is
CONTINUED to September 8, 2023, at 11.00 a.m.; {2} the parties
are DIRECTED to meet and canfer within three days of
Defendants retaining outside counsetl in this matter to discuss
consolidating this case with ather MoCA cases; and {3} the parties
are DIRECTED to file a Status Report advising the Court of the
parties respective positions an consclidation within three days of
ihe parties discussion and in advance of the rescheduled Status
Conference. 1T 1S SO ORDERED. THERE IS NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSQCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY, (dgo) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 08/08/2023)

26

08/28/2023

STIPULATION for Extension of Time {o File Answer {o September
27, 2023 re Complaint {Altorney Civil Case Opening},. 1 filed by
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Propased Orderi{Young, Cassidy) (Entered: 08/28/2023)

2
-3

08/28/2023

STATUS REPORT re: Consdlidation on Behalf of All Parties filed
by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. (Young, Cassidy}
{Entered: 08/28/2023)

28

06/30/2023

{IN CHAMBERS) ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb: The Court
has reviewed the parties' Stipulation [ECF No. 26}, and it is hareby
APPRQOVED. Defendants deadline to answer, movs, or otherwise
plead in response to the Complaint on file inn this matter is
EXTENDED from August 28, 2023, 1o September 27, 2023. 1T 15
50 ORDERED. THERE iS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY {Entered:
08/30/2023)

06/05/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Natalie C. Clayton to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants AT and T
Communications, LLC, AT and T Services, inc., AT and T, Inc.,
DIRECTV, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-3b980359) filed by Defendants AT and T
Communications, LLC, AT and T Services, Inc., AT and T, Inc.,
DIRECTV, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order) {Attorney Yuri
Mikulka added to party AT and T Communications, LLC{pty:di),
Attorney Yuri Mikulka added ta party AT and T Services,
inc.(ptydfty, Attorney Yuri Mikulka added to party AT and T,
inc.(pty:dfty, Aftorney Yuri Mikulka added to party DIRECTV,
LLC{pty:dftyy (Mikulka, Yuri} {Entered: 09/05/2023}

30

09/05/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Emily C. Welch to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants AT and T
Commurications, LLC, AT and T Services, Inc.. AT and T. Inc.,
DIRECTV, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt Na.
ACACDC-353881046) filed by Defendants ATand T
Communications, LLC, AT and T Services, Inc., AT and T, inc.,
DIRECTV, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Crder} (Mikulka,
Yuri) {Entered: DQ/05/2023)

31

09/05/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Aftorney David S. Frist {o Appear
£ro Hae Vice on behalf of Defendants AT and T Communications,
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# Date

Proceeding Text

Source

3z 09/06/2023

{1 C, AT and T Services, Inc., AT and T, inc., DIRECTV, LLC {Pro
Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Faid, Receipt No. ACACDC-35281165)
fited by Dafendants AT and T Communications, LLC, AT and T
Services, Inc., AT and T, inc,, DIRECTV, LLC, {Allachmenis: # 1
Proposed Order) {Mikutka, Yurl} {Entered: 08/35/2023)

NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hag Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Emily C.
Welch to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants AT and T
Communications, LLC, AT and T Services, Inc., AT and T, iInc.,
DIRECTV, LLC {Pro Hagc Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-35981048) 30 , APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Natadie C. Clayion ta Appear Pro Hao Vice an behalf of
Defendants AT and T Communications, LLC, AT and T Senvces,
inc., AT and T, Inc.,, DIRECTV, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - 3500 Fee
Paid, Receipt No. ACACDC-35980 29 | APPLICATION of Non-
Resident Altorney David S. Fristio Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf
of Defendants AT and T Communications, LLC, ATand T
Services, Inc., AT and T, inc., DIRECTV, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee -
$500 Fee Paid, Receipt No. ACACDC-35981165) 31 . The
following error{s) was/were found: Case information is incomplete.
DJ and M initials missing on application and proposed order.
Please note DJ and MJ Notice Re Transfer, dated 7/6/23, Dkt 11.
{it} (Entered: 09/06/2023)

33 0o/07/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Natalie C. Clayton to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants AT and T Communications, LLC, AT and T Services,
inc.. AT and T, Inc., DIRECTV., LLC 29 by Judge John W.
Holcomb, THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 08/07/2023)

34 09/07/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Emily C. Wealch to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants AT and 7 Communications, LLC, AT and T Services,
inc., AT and T, Inc., DIRECTY, LLC 30 by Judge John W,
Heloomb., THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 0%/Q7/2023}

35 09/07/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Aftorney David S. Frist to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants AT and T Communications, LLC, AT and T Services,
inc., AT and T, inc., DIRECTV, LLC 31 by Judge John W.
Holcomb. THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WHTH
THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 08/07/2023)

36 09/07/2023

NOTICE of Appearance fited by attornay Rachal E K Lowe on
behalf of Defendants AT and T Serviges, Inc., BDIRECTY, LLC
{Attorney Rachel £ K Lowe added to party AT and T Services,
ine.(ply:dft), Attorney Rachel E K Lowe added to party DIRECTV,
LLC{pty:dftyLowe, Rachel} (Entered: 08/07/2023)

a7 09/07/2023

STIPULATION to Dismiss Defendants AT and T Communications,
LLC, AT and 7, Inc. filed by Plaintiff Entropic Conmmunications,
LLC.{Young, Cassidy) {Entered: 09/07:2023)

38 09/08/2023

MINUTES OF Status Conference held before Judge John W.
Holcomb: The Court confers with counsel regarding the posture of
ihe case. For the reasons stated on the record, the Court hereby
ORDERS that the parties are DIRECTED {o file Stipulations and
Proposed Orders: (1) setting a Claim Construction Schedute; and
{2} appointing David M. Keyzer as Special Master, Court Reportern:

Deborah Parker. (gk) (Entered: 09/12/2023)

Patents
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7.584,24¢

7,889,758
8,228,210
8,320,566
8,363,681
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Title

Network interface device and broadband local
area network using coaxial cable

Broadband cable network utilizing common bit-
loading

Aggregating network packets for ransmission to a
destination node

Method and apparatus for performing constellation
scrambling in a muitimedia home network

Method and apparatus for using ranging
measurements in a muitimedia home network

Parameterized quality of service architecture in a
network

Broadband focatl area netwark

Farameterized quality of service arghitecture in a
network
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US District Court Docket
United States District Court, Texas Eastern

{Marshall}

This case was retrieved on QONOGT

Header

Case Number: 2:23cv50 Class Code: Open
Statute: 35:271

Date Filed: 02/10/2023 Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Assigned To: District Judge Rodney Gilstrap Demand Amount; $0
Mature of Suit: Patent {830} NOS Description: Patent
Cause: Patent Infringement
tead Docket: None
Other Docket: ;
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Participants
Litigants Attorneys
Entropic Communications, LLC Cassidy Young
Plaintiff PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

K&L zates LLP

14100 Santa Monica Bivd. 8th Floar

Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-5582-5058 Emaill:Cassidy. Young@kigates.Com

Chiristina N Goadrich

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TG BE NOTICED
K&L Gatas LLP

13100 Santa Monica Bivd. Ste 8th Floor

Los Angales, CA 80067

USA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5004
Email:Christina. Gaodrichi@kigates.Com

Darlene Fae Ghavimi

ATTORNMNEY TOQ BE NOTICED

K&L Gates, LLP

K&L zates, Lip 2801 Via Fortuna Ste 650 Tx
Austin, TX 78746

USA

512-482-6800 Email.Darlene Ghavimi@kigates.Com

George C Sununerfield
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
K &L Gates LLP - Chicago

70 W Madison Street Sulte 3300
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Litigants Attorneys

Chicago, {L 806802

USA

312-807-4376 Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:George. Summerfield@hkigates.Com

Jack Wesiey Hill

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Ward, Smith & Hill. PLLC

1507 Bt Owens Parkway

Longview, TX 75604

USA

Q03-787-6400 Fax: 903-757-2323 EmailWh@wsirm.Com

James A Shimoia

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
K&L Gates LLP - Chicage

70 West Madison Street Suite 3100
Chicago, IL 80602

USA

312-807-428¢ Fax: 312-827-8000
Email.im. Shimota@kigates.Com

Kenneth H. Bridges

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Bridges 1P Consulting

2113 18th Ave S

Nashville, TN 37212

USA

615-873-8478 Email:Bridgesip@icioud.Com

Melissa Marie Haulcomb

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

K&L Gates, L1P

70 W Madison St Ste 3100

Chicago, iL 80602

USA

312-807-4247 Email:Melissa Haulcomb@klgates. Com

Fater E. Saskin

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

K&L Gatas LLP - San Francisco

Four Embarcaderc Center Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 44111

USA

415-882-8046 Fax: 415-882-8220
Email:Peter Soskin@kigates.Com

Andrea Leigh Fair

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Ward, Smith & Hill, PLLC

1507 Bilt Owens Parkway

Longview, TX 75604

USA

Q03-757-6400 Fax: 903-757-2323

Email: Andrea@wsfirm.Com
Charter Communications, inc. Krishnan Padmanabhan
Defendant LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Winston & Strawn LLP - New York

200 Park Ave Floor 43
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Charter Communications, inc.
Consgclidated Civil Action 2:23cv51 |
Consol Defendant

New York, NY 10166-4193

USA

212-204-6700 Fax: 212-294-4700
Email:Kpadmanabhan@winston.Com

Deron R Dacus

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
The Dacus Firm, PC

821 Ese Loop 323 Suite 430
Tyler, TX 75701

USA

Q03705-1117 Fax: Q03/581-2543
Email:Ddacus@dacusfirm.Com

Saranya Raghavan

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston & Strawn LLP - Chicago
35 West Wacker Drive Suile 4260
Chicago, L 80801

USA

312-558-7574 Fax: 312-558-5700
Email:Sraghavan@winston.Com

Willlam Mitchell Logan
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston & Strawn LLP - Houston
800 Capitol St. 24th Floor
Houston, TX 77802

USA

713-851-2766 Emzil:Wiogan@winston.Com

Krishnan Padmanabhan

LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Winston & Strawn LLP - New York
200 Park Ave Floar 43

New York, NY 10166-4193

USA

212-294-6700 Fax: 212-294-4700
Email:Kpadmanabhan@winston.Com

Deron R Dacus

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
The Dacus Firm, PC

821 Ese Loop 323 Suite 430
Tyler, TX 75701

USA

Q03705-1117 Fax: 803/581-2543
Email:Ddacus@dacusfirm.Com

Proceedings
# Date Proceeding Text Source
1 02/10/2023 COMPLAINT against Charter Communications, inc. { Filing fee $

402 receipt number ATXEDC-8351548.), filed by Entropic
Commurnications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet, # 2
Exhibit 1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exhibit 3, # 5 Exhibit 4, # 8 Exhibit 5, #
7 Exhibit 6, # § Exhibit 7, # 9 Exhibit 8, # 10 Exhibit 8, # 11 Exhibit
10, # 12 Exhibit 11, # 13 Exhibit 12, # 14 Exhibit 13, # 15 Exhibit
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14){Fair, Andrea} {Entered: 02/10/2023}

02/10/2023

Case Assighed to District Judge Rodney Giistrap. {nkKl, j {Enterad:
02110/2023)

42110/2023

in acocordance with the provisions of 28 USC Section 8§36(c), vou
are hereby notified that a U.3. Magistrate Judge of this district
court is available {o conduct any or all procsedings in this case
including a jury or non-jury trial and {o order the entry of a final
judgment. The form Consent to Proceed Before Magistrate Judge
is available on our website. All signed consent forms, excluding
pro se parties, shouid be filed electronically using the event Notice
Regarding Consent to Proceed Before Magisirate Judge, {nkl, )
{Entered: 02/10/2023}

0211072023

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC identifving Corporate Parent Entropic
Holdings, LLC for Entropic Communications, LLC. {Fair, Andrea}
{Entered: 02/10/2023}

02/1072023

DEMAND for Trial by Jury by Entropic Commusnications, LLC.
{Fair, Andrea) (Entered: 02/10/2023)

42/16/2023

Notice of Filing of PatentTrademark Form (AQ 120). AQ 128
mailed 1o the Director of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office.
{Fair, Andrea) {Eniered: 02/10/2023)

(%3]

042/10/2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Jack Wesley Hill on behalf of
Entropic Communications, LLC (Hill, Jack Wesley) {(Eniered:
02/10/2023)

02/10/2023

SUMMONS issued as to Charter Communications, ine.
Corporation Service Company dfbia CSC - Lawyers Incorparating
Service Company. {nki, ) (Entered: 82/10/2023)

02/14/2023

NOTICE of Attormey Appearance by George C Summerfield on
behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC (Summerfield, Gearge)
{Entered: 02/14/2023)

02/14/2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance by Darlene Fae Ghavimion
behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC (Ghawimi, Datlene}
{Entered: 02/14/2023)

(2/14/2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by James A
Shimota on behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC. Filing fee §
1040, recaipt number ATXEDC-8356251. (Shimota, James}
{Entered: 02/14/2023)

(3201472023

SUMMONS Returned Executed by Entropic Communications,
i1 C. Charter Communications, inc. served on 2/13/2023, answer
due 3/6/2023. (Fair, Andrea) (Enterad: 02/14/2023)

11

04211772023

NOTICE of Altorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Peter E.
Soskin on behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC, Filing fee §
100, recaipt number ATXEDC-8362587. {Soskin, Peter} {Entered:
02/17/2023}

12

{3/03/2023

Defendant’s Unopposed First Application for Extension of Time to
Answer Complaint re Charter Communications, Inc..{ Dacus,
Deron} {(Entered: 03/03/2023)

03/03/2023

Defendant’s Unoppaosed FIRST Application for Extension of Time
o Answer Complaint is granted pursuant to Local Rule CV-12 for
Charter Communications, inc. to 4/20/2023. 45 Days Granted for
Deadline Extension.{ ch, ) {Entered: 03/03/2023)

13

03/06/2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Kenneth H.
Bridges on behalf of Entropic Communications, LLG. Filing fee §
100, receipt number ATXEDC-83866885. (Bridges, Kenneth)
{Entered: 03/05/2023)

14

04/18/2023

ORDER - Scheduling/Case Management Caonference set for
5/30/2023 01:30 PM before District Judge Rodney Gilstrap.
Signed by District Judge Rodney Glistrap on 4/18/2023. {nkl, )
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Proceeding Text

Source

{Entered: 04/19/2023}

15

04/19/2023

AMENDED COMPLAINT against Charter Communications, Inc.,
fited by Entrapic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
Exhihit 1, # Z Exhibit Exhibit 2, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit 3, # 4 Exhibit
Exhibit 4, # & Exhibit Exhibit 5, # ¢ Exhibit Exhibit 8, # 7 Exhibit
Exhibit 7, # 8 Exhibit Exhibit 8, # § Exhibit Exhibit 9, # 10 Exhibit
Exhibit 10, # 11 Exhibit Exhibit 11, & 12 Exhibit Exhibit 12, £ 13
Exhihit Exhibit 13, # 14 Exhihit Exhibit 14)Hill, Jack Wesley)
{Entered: 04/19/2023)

16

04/21/2023

Unopposed MOTION to Seal by Charter Communications, inc..
{Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed OrderiDacus, Deron)
{Entered: 04/21/2023}

04/21/2023

SEALED MOTION 1o Dismiss the Amended Compliant for
improper Venue Pursuant to FRCP 12(b)}(3) by Charter
Communications, inc.. (Altachments: £ 1 Declaration, # 2 Exhibit
1, # 3 Exhibit 2, # 4 Exbibit 3, # 5 Exhibit 4, # 6 Exhioit 5, #7
Exhibit 6, # 8 Exhibit 7, # 9 Exhibit 8, # 10 Exhibit 9, # 11 Exhibit
10, # 12 Exhibit 11, # 13 Exhibit 12, # 14 Exhibit 13, # 15 Text of
Proposed Order){Dacus, Deron) (Entered: 04/21/2023}

18

04/24/2023

ORDER granting 16 Motion to Seal. Signed by District Judge
Rodney Gilsirap on 04/24/2023. {(kio, ) (Entered: Q4/24/2023)

18

5/05/2023

REDACTION to 17 SEALED MOTION 1o Dismiss the Amended
Compliant for improper Venue Pursuant to FRCP 12{b}{3) by
Charter Cammunications, inc.. {Attachmenis: # 1 Daclaration, # 2
Text of Proposed Order, # 3 Exhibit 1, # 4 Exhibit 2, # 5 Exhibit 3,
# 6 Exhibit 4, #7 Exhibit 5, # 8 Exhibit 6, 29 Exhibit 7, # 10
Exhibit 8, & 11 Exhibit 9, # 12 Exhibit 10, #13 Exhibit 11, # 14
Exhibit 12, # 15 Exhibit 13)(Dacus, Deron} (Entered: 05/056/2023)

20

<
S
[}
g 4
ra
[}
[}
ow

*FILED IN ERROR**Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File
Under Seal by Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order){Fair, Andrea} Modified on 5/8/2023 (ch, ).
(Entered: 05/05/2023)

21

05/056/2023

SEALED RESPONSE to Motion re 17 SEALED MOTION to
Dismiss the Amended Compliant for Improper Venue Pursuant to
FRCP 12(b)3) filed by Entropic Communications, LLC.
{(Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of M, Blair, # 2 Exhibit A, #
3 Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit
F, # 8 Exhibit 3, # 9 Exhibit H, # 10 Exhibit I, # 11 Exhikit §, #12
Exhibit K, # 13 Exhibit L, # 14 Exhibit M, # 10 Exhibit N, # 16
Exhibit O, # 17 Exhibit P, # 18 Exhibit Q, # 19 Exhibit R, # 20
Exhibit 8, # 21 Exhibit T, # 22 Exhibit U, # 23 Exhibit V, # 24
Exhibit W, # 25 Exhibit X, # 26 Exhibit ¥, # 27 Exhibit Z, # 28
Exhibit AA, # 28 Exhibit AB, # 30 Exhibit AC)Falr, Andrea)
{Additionat attachment{s} added on 5/8/2023: & 31 Text of
Proposed Order) {ch, ). (Entered: 05/05/2023)

05/05/2023

“FILED IN ERROR™ Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File
Under Seal by Entropic Communications, LLC. {(Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposad OrderiFair, Andrea) Madified an 5/8/2023 {ch, ).
{Entered: 05/05/2023)

05/08/2023

“FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY Document # 20, Motion.
PLEASE IGNORE.”™ {ch, } (Entered: 05/08/2023)

23

(5/08/2023

Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Under Seal Opposition to
Defendants Motion to Dismiss by Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attachiments: # 1 Text of Proposed Orderi{Fair, Andrea)
{Entered: 05/08/2023)

(5/08/2023

“*FILED IN ERROR. PER ATTORNEY Document # 22, Motion
for Leave, PLEASE GNORE.*™ {(ch, )} {Enterad: 05/08/2023)

24

05/10/2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Melissa Marie
Haulcomb on behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC. Filing fee
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$ 100, recelpt number ATXEDC-8482206. (Haulcomb, Melissa)
(Entered: 05/10/2023)

25

(5/10/2023

ORDER granting 23 Unopposed MOTHON for Leave to File Under
Seal Opposition 1o Defendants WMotion to Dismiss. Signed by
District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on /1042023, {ch, } (Entered:
0511172023}

26

0511212023

Unopposed MOTION to Seal Reply in Further Support of its
Motion to Dismiss the Amended Complaint for Improper Venue
Pursuant to FRCP 12{b)}3} by Charter Communications, inc..
{Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)Dacus, Deron)
{Entered: 05/12/2023)

27

056/12/2023

SEALED REPLY to Response to Motion re 17 SEALED MOTION
o Dismiss the Amended Compliant for improper Venue Pursuani
to FRCP 12{b}3), 26 Unopposed MOTION o Seal Reply in
Further Support of its Motion to Dismiss the Amended Complaint
for improper Yenue Pursuant o FRCP 12{b)3} filed by Charter
Communications, inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Declaration, # 2 Exhibit
13, # 3 Exhibit 14){Dacus, Daron} (Entered: 05/12/2023}

28

05/15/2023

ORDER granting 26 Motion to Seal Reply in Further Support of its
Moticn to Dismiss the Amended Complaint for Improper Yenue
Pursuant to FRCP 12{b)(3}. Signed by District Judge Rodney
Gilstrap on §15/2023. (nkl, } (Entered: 05/15/2023)

05/15/2023

REDACTION to 21 Sealed Response to Motion,,, by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Affidavit Declaration of
. Blair, # 2 Exhibit A-E, # 3 Exhibit F, # 4 Exhibit G-H, # 5 Exhibit
. #G Exhibit J, # 7 Exhibit K. # 8 Exhibit L, # 9 Exhibit M, 2 10
Exnibit N, # 11 Exhibit O, # 12 Exhibit P, # 13 Exhibit Q, # 14
Exhibit R, # 15 Exhibit S, # 10 Exhibit T, # 17 Exhibit U, # 18
Exhibit V, & 18 Exhikit W, # 20 Exhibit X, # 21 Exhibit Y-AB, # 22
Exiibit AC, # 23 Text of Proposed Crdery(Fair, Andrea) {(Entered:
05/15/2023)

30

01872023

REDACTION to 27 Sealed Reply to Response to Motion, by
Charter Communications, inc.. {Altachments: # 1 Declaration, # 2
Exhihit 13, # 3 Exhibit 14)Dacus, Deron) {(Entered: 05/18/2023)

31

05/19/2023

Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Under Seal Sur-Reply in
Further Opposition to Defendants Motion to Dismiss by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachmeants: # 1 Propased (rderiiFair,
Andrea) (Entered: 05/18/2023)

32

05/18/2023

SEALED SUR-REPLY ta Reply to Response e Motion re 17
SEALED MOTION 1o Dismiss the Amended Compliant for

improper Venue Pursuant to FRCP 12(b){3) filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Fair, Andrea) (Entered: 05/19/2023}

05/22/2023

ORDER granting 31 Unopposed MOTION for Leave to File Under
Seal Sur-Reply in Further Opposition to Defendants Motion o
Dismiss. Signed by District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on 5/22/2023.
{ch, } {(Entered: (5/22/2023}

a4

05/24/12023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Krishnan
Padmanabhan on behalf of Charter Communications, inc.. Filing
fee § 100, receipt number ATXEDC-8516006. {Padmanabhan,
Krishnan) (Entered: D5/24/2023)

a5

052472023

NOTICE of Atforney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Saranvya
Raghavan on behalf of Charter Communications, Inc.. Filing fee §
100, receipt number ATXEDC-8516609. (Raghavan, Saranya)
{Entered: 05/24/2(123)

36

05/26/2023

REDACTION to 32 Sealed Sur-Reply 1o Reply to Response o
dlotion by Entropic Communications, LLEC. {Fair, Andrea)}
{Entered: 05/26/2023}

06/36/2023

Minute Entry for proceedings held before District Judge Rodney
Gilstrap: Scheduling Conference/Case Management Conferance
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Proceeding Text

Source

06/13/2023

held on 5/30/2023. Counsel for the parties appeared. Court asked
whether they consented {o trial before the U.S. Magistrate Judge.
Court then gave counsel Claim Construction and Jury
Selection/Trial dates, {Court Reporter Shawn McRaberts) (asb)
{Entered: 08/01/2023}

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Proposed Docket
Controf Order and Propased Discovery Order by Charter
Communications, inc.. {(Attachments: # 1 Proposed
OrderyPadmanabhan, Krishnan) {Entered: 06/13/2023}

ag

06/15/2023

ORDER granting 37 Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File
Proposed Docket Control Order and Proposed Discovery Order
fited by Charter Communications, Inc. it is ORDERED that the
deadline for the parties o file a Proposed Docket Controt Order
and a Proposed Biscovery Orde Is extended up to and including
June 20, 2023, Signed by District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on
8/15/2023. {slo} {(Entered: 06/16/2023)

KiY]

06/20/2023

Agreed MOTION Entry of Docket Control Order by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Propased OrderiHil,
Jack Wesley) {Entered: 06/20/2023)

40

06/20/2023

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Proposed Discovery
Order and Protective Order by Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Propased Orderi{Hill, Jack Wesley} {(Entered:
06/20/2023)

41

06/21/12023

DOCKET CONTROL ORDER re 39 Agreed MOTION Entry of
Docket Control Order filed by Entropic Communications, LLG.,
SPretrial Conference set for 11/4/2024 09:.G0 AM before District
Judge Rodney Gilstrap., Amended Pleadings due by 3/27/2024.,
Jury Selection set for 12/8/2024 §9:00AM before District Judge
Rodney Gilstrap., Markman Hearing set for 6/12/2024 09:00 AM
before District Judge Rodney Gilstrap., Motions in Limine due by
10/15/2024., Propased Pretrial Grder due by 10/28/2024. Signed
by District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on 6/21/2023. {nkl, ) (Enterad:
(06/21/2023)

42

06/21/2023

ORDER granting 40 Motion for Extension of Time to File
Proposad Discovery Order and Pratective Order. Signed by
District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on 6/21/2023. (nkl, ) {Entered:
06/21/2023)

43

06/21/2023

NQOTICE of Discovery Disclosure by Entropic Communications,
L1 C {initial and Additional Disclosuras) (Hill, Jack Wesley)
{Entered: 05/21/2023)

44

[l
[o))

12172023

NOTICE of biscovery Disclosura by Charter Communications, inc.

Defendant’s Notice of initial Disclosure {Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entered: 06/21/2023)

45

06/26/2023

MQOTION to Consolidate Cases and Deconsclidate Cases hy
Charter Communications, inc.. (Attachments: # 1 Declaration of
Krishnan Fadmanabhan, # 2 Proposed Order re Deconsclidation
and Consolidation{Padmanabhan, Krishnan) (Additional
attachment(s} added on &/27/2023: # 3 Revised Proposed Order}
{nkl, ). (Entered: 06/26/2023)

46

06/27/2023

Agreed MOTION for Entry of Discovery Order by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order(Hill,
Jack Wasley) {Entered: 06/27/2023)

47

06/27/2023

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Tinie to File Protective
Order by Chartar Communications, inc.. {Aftachmenis: # 1
Declaration of Krishnan Padmanabhan, # 2 Exhibit
A¥Padmanabhan, Krishnan) {Entered: DG6/27/2023)

48

06/28/2023

DISCOVERY ORDER re 486 Motion for Entry of Discovery Order.
Signed by District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on 6/28/2023. {nkl, )
{Entered: 08/28/2023)
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48

06/28/2023

ORDER granting 47 Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to
File Protective Qrder. Signed by District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on
6/28/2023. {ch, } (Entered: 06/28/2023)

50

07/05/2023

DEFICIENT DOCUMENT Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to
File Protective Grder by Entrapic Communications, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order{Ghavimi, Darlene) Modified on
7/6/2023 (nki, ). (Entered: D7/05/2023)

07:06/2023

NQOTICE of Deficiency regarding the Joint MOTION for Extension
of Tire o File Protective Order submitted document 50 does not
contain a Certificate of Conference. Correction should he made by
one business day. {nki, ) {Entered: §7/06/2023}

51

07/06/2023

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Protective Order by
Entropic Communications, LLC. {Altachments: # 1 Proposed
Order{Ghavimi, Darlene) {(Entered: 07/06/2023)

4711072023

ORDER granting 51 Maotion for Extension of Tine to File
Protective Order. Sighed by District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on
7iT{2023. (nki, } (Entered: 07/10/2023)

53

G71172023

NOTICE of Altorney Appearance by Willlam Mitchelf Logan on
behalf of Charter Commiunications, Inc. (Logan, Wiltlam) (Entered:
07{11/2023)

84

0711172023

**FILED IN ERRCOR**Submission of Proposed Agreed Protective
order by Enfropic Communications, LLC. {Altachments: # 1 Exhibit
Stipulated Protective Orden}{Ghavimi, Darlene) Madified on
711172023 {ch, ). (Entered: 07/11/2023)

0711172023

**FILED N ERROR. NEED TO FILE A MOTION Dacument # 54,
Submission of Protective Order, PLEASE {GNORE.**" {ch, }
{Entered: 07/11/2023}

07/11/2023

Agreed MOTION for Pratective Order by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Stipulated Protective
Crdery{Ghavimi, Darlene) {Entered: 07/11/2023)

56

07:/11/2023

RESPONSE in Opposition re 45 MOTION io Consolidate Cases
and Deconsolidate Cases filed by Entropic Cammunications,
LLC. {(Attachments: # 1 Proposed OrderHill, Jack Wesley)
{Entered: 07/11/2023)

57

07/12/2023

STIPULATED PROTECTIVE ORDER. Signed by District Judge
Rodney Gilstrap on 7/12/2023. {nkl, } (Entered: 07/12/2023}

a8

G7/18/2023

REPLY to Response to Motion re 45 MOTION to Consolidate
Cases and Deconsolidate Cases  filed by Charter
Communications, inc.. (Padmanathan, Krishnan} {Entered:
07/18/2023)

54

G7/25/2023

Joint RMOTION for Leave to File An Amenderdd Reply in Support of
Defendant's 45 Consolidation Motion, Joint MOTION for Extension
of Time to File a Sur-Reply by Charter Communications, inc..
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Orderi{Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entered; 07/25/2023})

07/25/2023

REPLY to Response to Motion re 45 MOTION {o Consolidate
Cases and Deconsolidate Casas (AMENDED) filed by Charter
Communications, Inec.. (Padmanabhan, Krigshnan} {Entered:
G7:25/2023)

07/26/2023

ORDER granting 52 Motion for Leave for Defendant to File an
Amended Reply in Support of Defendants Consoclidation Mation,
and Extension for Plaintiff to File a Sur-Reply. Signed by District
Judge Rodney Gilstrap on 7/26/2023. {nkl, } {Entered: 07/26/2023}

62

07/26/2023

SUR-REPLY to Reply to Response 1o Motion re 45 MOTION to
Consolidate Cases and Deconsolidate Cases filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Ghavimi, Darlene) {(Entered: 07/28/2023}

Q7i27i2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Christina N
Gouodrich an behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC. Flling fee §
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{Entered: 07/27/2023)

100, recaipt number ATXEDC-8621883. {Goodrich, Christina)

64

07/28i2023

NOTICE of Attorney Appearance - Pro Hac Vice by Cassidy

100, recaipt number ATXEDC-8623865. {Young, Cassidy}
{Entered: 07/28/2023)

Young on behalf of Entropic Communications, LLC. Filing fee §

65

(8/30/2023

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER ra 45 MOTION to

cases docket control order for all pretiial matiers. Signed by

08/30/2023)

Consolidate Cases and Deconsolidate Cases filed by Charter
Communications, inc. Case Nos. 2:23-CV-00051 and 2:23-CV-
00052 are hereby deconsolidated, and that Case No. 2:23-CV-
00050-JRG is consolidated with Case Neo. 2:23-CV-00051-dRG for
the purposes of pretrial. Further, it is ORDERED that Case No.
2:23-CV-00050-JRG shall be the lead consolidated case, and that
Case No. 2:23-CV-00051-JRG shall procerd according to the lead

District Judge Rodney Gilstrap on 8/28/2023. {(nk, )} {Entered:

Patents
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US District Court Docket
United States District Court, California Central

{(Western Division - Los Angeles)

This case was retrieved on SN TIRAAN

Header

Case Number: 2:23cv 1048

Date Filed: 02/10/2023

Assigned To: Judge John W. Holcomb
Referred To: Magistrate Judge Karen E. Scoft
Nature of Suit: Patent (836;

Cause: Fatent Infringement

Lead Docket: None

Other Docket: 2:22cv07775

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Class Code: Open
Statute: 35271

Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Demand Amount; $0
NOS Description: Patent

Participants
Litigants Attorneys
Entropic Communications, LILC Christina N. Goadrich
Plaintiff LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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KandL Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90087

LISA

3108-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Christina.Goodrichi@klgates.Cam

Cassidy Young

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

K and L Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90087

USA

310-552-5058 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Cassidy. Young@kigates.Com

Connor James Meggs

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kandl Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90087

USA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Connor. Meggs@kigates.Com

Dartene F. Ghavimi
PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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Kandl Gates LLP

2801 Via Faortuna, Suile 650

Austin, TX 78746

UsA

512-482-6919 Fax; 512-482-6858
Email:Darlene. Ghavimi@hkigates.Com

George C. Summerfield

PRG HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

70 West Madison Street, Suite 3100

Chicago, iL 80602

USA

312-807-4378 Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:George . Summerfield@kigates.Com

James A, Shimota

PRC HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOQTICED
Kandl Gates LLP

74 West Madison Street, Suite 310¢

Chicago, iL 60602

Usa

312-807-428Q Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:Jim.Shimota@kigates.Com

Kelsi Robinson

ATTORNEY 7O BE NOTICED

Kand L Gates LLP

18100 Santa Monica Boulevard 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 20067

Usa

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Kelsi. Robinson@kigates.Com

Kenneth Bridges

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Bridges IP Consulting

2113 19th Avenue 8

Mashville, TN 37212

UsA

515-973-8478 Email:Bridgesip@icloud.Com

Nicholas F. Lenning

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

925 Fourth Avenue, Suite 2800

Seattle, WA 98104

USA

208-370-8685 Fax: 208-823-702Z2
Email:Nicholas.Lenning@kigates.Com

Fater E. Saskin

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

4 Embarcadero Center, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 44111

USA

415-882-8200 Fax: 415-882-8220
Email:Peter Soskin@kigates.Com

Manuel Saldana



Page 3 of 2%

2:23cv1048, Entropic Communications, Lic V. Comcast Corporation Et Al

Litigants Attorneys
Comcast Corporation Krishnan Padmanabhan
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Comeast Cable Communications, LLC
Defendant
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Winston and Strawn LLP

200 Park Avenue

New York, NY 10166

USA

212-294-6700 Fax: 212-284-4700
Email:Kpadmanabhan@winston.Com

Brian E. Ferguson

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

1901 L Street Nw

Washington, DC 20036

USA

202-282-5000 Fax: 202-282-2100
Email:Beferguson@winston.Com

Diana Hughes Leiden

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

333 South Grand Avenue 38th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071-1543

USA

213-815-1700 Fax: 213-815-1750
Email:Dhielden@winston.Com

Saranva Raghavan

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

35 West Wacker Drive

Chicago, L 60601

USA

312-568-5600 Fax: 312-558-5700
Email:Sraghavan@winston.Com

Krishnan Padmanabhan

LEAD ATTORNEY ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

200 Park Avenue

New York, NY 10166

USA

212-284-6700 Fax: 212-284-4700
Email:Kpadmanabhan@winston.Com

Brian E. Fergusan

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

1801 L Street Nw

Washington, BC 20038

USA

202-282-5000 Fax: 202-282-5100
Email:Beferguson@winston.Com

Diana Hughes Leiden

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

333 South Grand Avenus 38th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80G71-1543

USA
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Comcast Cable Communications Management, LLC
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David M Keyzer
Special Master
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213-815-1700 Fax: 213-815-1750
Email:Dhieiden@winston.Com

Saranya Raghavan

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

35 West Wacker Drive

Chicago, iL 80601

USA

312-55B-5600 Fax: 312-558-5700
Email:Sraghavan@winston.Com

Krishnan Padmanabhan

LEAD ATTORNEY ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

200 Park Avenue

New York, NY 10166

USA

212-284-6700 Fax: 212-294-4700
Emait:Kpadmanabhan@winsion.Com

Brian E. Ferguson

PRQ HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

1801 L Street Nw

Washington, DC 20036

USA

202-282-5000 Fax: 202-282-5100
Email:Beferguson@winston.Com

Diana Hughes Leiden

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

333 South Grand Avernue 38th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071-1543

Usa

213-615-1700 Fax: 213-615-1750
Email:Dhieiden@winston.Com

Saranya Raghavan

PRQO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED
Winston and Strawn LLP

35 West Wacker Drive

Chicago, iL 80601

USA

312-558-5600 Fax: 312-558-5700
Email:Sraghavan@winston.Com

David Kevzer

LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Law Office of David Keyzer PC

5170 Golden Foothili Parkway

El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

USA

918-243-5259 Fax: 916-404-0436
Email.David@dkeyzeriaw.Com
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

02:10/2023

COMPLAINT Recelpt Na: ACACDC-34782844 - Fee: 5402, filed
by Plaintiff Enfropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A, & 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C, # 4 Exhibit D, # 5 Exhibit E,
# 6 Exhibit F, # 7 Exhibit G, # 8 Exhibit H, # 9 Exhilsit |, # 10
Exhibit J, # 11 Exhibit K, # 12 Exbibit L, # 13 Exhibit M, # 14
Exhibit N, # 15 Exhibit ©, # 16 Exhibit P, # 17 Exhibit Q, # 18
Exhibit R, # 19 Exhibit S, # 20 Exhibit T, # 21 Exhiblt U, # 22
Exhihit V, # 23 Exhibit W, # 24 Exhibit X} {(Attorney Christina N.
Goaodrich added to party Entropic Communications,

1 Cipty:pla i Goodrich, Chiisting) {Entered: 02/10/2023)

4210/2023

CIVIL COVER SHEET filed by Plaintiff Entrepic Communications,
L C. {Gouodrich, Christina) {(Entered: 02/10/2023)

02/10/2023

Request for Clerk to issue Summons on Complaint {Attorney Civil
Case Opaning),, 1 filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
LLC. (Attachnients: # 1 Proposed Summons to Comeast Cable
Communications, LLC, # 2 Praposed Summons to Comceast Cable
Communications Management, LLCYGoodrich, Christina)
{Entared: 02/10:/2023)

02/10/2023

Certification and NOTICE of interesied Parties filed by Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC, {Goodrich, Christina} {Entered:
02/10/2023)

o

{42/10/2023

NOTICE of Related Case(s) filed by Plaintiff Entrapic
Communications, LLC. Related Case(s): 2:23-cv-01043; 2:23-cv-
01047 {Goudrich, Christina) (Entered: 02/10/2023)

02/10/2023

REPOHRT ON THE FILING OF AN ACTION Regarding a Patent or
a Trademark {initial Notification) filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC. (Goodrich, Christina) (Enterad:
02/10/2023)

~

02/14/2023

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT to District Judge Stanley Blumenfeld,
Jr and Magistrate Judge Paul L. Abrams. {et) {Enterad:
02/14:2023)

02/1472023

NOTICE TO PARTIES OF COURT-DIRECTED ADR PROGRAM
filed. {et) (Entered: 02/14/2023)

0211442023

Naotice to Counsel Re Consent to Proceed Before a United States
Magistrate Judge. {et} {Entered: 02/14/2023}

10

02/14/2023

21 DAY Summons Issued re Complaint (Aftorney Civil Case
Opening) 1 as to Defendant Comcast Corpaoration. {et) {Entered:
02/14/2023)

02/14/2023

21 DAY Summons Issued re Comgplaint {Attorney Civil Case
Opening} 1 as to Defendant Comeast Cable Communications,
L1 C. {el) (Entered: 02/14/2023)

02/14/2023

21 DAY Summons Issued re Complaint {Attorney Civil Case
Opening} 1 as to Defendant Cameast Cable Communications
danagement, LLC. (gt} {Entered: 02/14/2023}

13

(2/14/2023

NOTICE OF PRO HAC VICE APPLICATION DUE for Non-
Resident Attorney Darlene F. Ghavimi on behalf of Plaintiff, A
docurment recently filad in this case lists you as an out-of-state
attorney of record. However, the Court has not been able to locate
any reccrd that you are admitted to the Bar of this Court, and you
have not fited an application to appear Pro Hao Vice in this case.
Accordingly, within 5 business days of the date of this notice, you
must either {1} have your local counsel fite an application to
appear Fro Hac Vice {Form G-64) and pay the applicable fee, or
{2) complete the next section of this form and return it to the court
at cacd_attyadm@cacd.uscourts.gov. You have been removed as
counset of record from the docket in this case, and you will not be
added back to the docket untll your Pro Hac Vice status has been
resoived. {et} {Entered: 02/14/2023}

Page 680 of 849

Manuel Saldana




Page 6 of 2%

2:23cv1048, Entropic Communications, Lic V. Comcast Corporation Et Al

Date

Proceeding Text

Source

02:14/2023

02/14/2023

NOTICE OF PRO HAC VICE APPLICATION DUE for Non-
Resident Attorney George C Summerfield on behalf of Plaintiff, A
document recently filed in this case lists you as an out-of-state
attomey of record. However, the Court has not been able (o locate
any recard that you are admitted fo the Bar of this Court, and you
have not filed an application to appear Pro Hac Vice in this case.
Accardingly, within 5 business days of the date of this notice, you
must eithar (1} have your local counsel file an application to
appear Pro Hac Vice {Form G-64} and pay the applicable fee, or
{2} compiate the next section of this form and refun # {o the court
at cacd_attyadm@oacd.uscourts.gov. You have been removed as
counsel of record from the docket in this case, and you will not be
added back {0 the docket untit your Pro Hao Vice staius has been
resofved, et} (Enterad; 02/14/2023}

NQTICE OF PRO HAC VICE APPLICATION DUE for Non-
Resident Altorney James A. Shimota on behalf of Plaintiff. A
document recently filed in this case lists you as an out-of-siate
attorney of record. However, the Court has not been able to locate
any record that you are admitted to the Bar of this Cowrt, and vou
have not filed an application {0 appear Pro Hac Vice in this case.
Acoordingly, within & business days of the date of this notice, you
must either {1} have vour local counsel file an application fo
appear Pro Hac Vice (Fortn G-64) and pay the applicable fee, or
(23 camplete the next section of this form and return it to the court
at cacd_attvadm@ocacd.uscourts.gov. You have been removed as
counsel of record from the docket in this case. and you will not be
added back to the docket until your Pro Hag Vice status has been
resolved. {el) {Entered: 02/14/2023)

16

(21612023

(ORDER RE TRANSFER PURSUANT TO GENERAL ORDER 21-
01-Related Case- filed. Related Case No: 2:22-0v-07778
SWH{JERMx). Case transferred from Magistrate Judge Paul L.
Abrams and Judge Stanley Blumenteld, Jr to Judge John W,
Holcomb and Magistrate Judge Karen E. Scott for all further
procsedings. The case number will now reflect the initials of the
fransferee Judge 2:23-cv-01048 JWH{KESX). Signed by Judge
John W, Holcomb {rn} (Entered: 02/18/2023;

02/21/2023

MINUTE QRDER TG SHOW CAUSE REGARDING
CONSOLIDATION (IN CHAMBERS) by Judge John W. Holcamb.
The Court ORDERS the parties to show cause why these three
cases- Nas, 2:23-cy-01043-JWH-KES, 2:23-cv-01047-JWH-KES,
and 2:23-ov-01048-JWH-KES, should not be consolidated for
pretrial purposas in view of the overlap in subject matter. The
parties are DIRECTED to file no later than March 10, 2023, a joint
response detailing their collective or respective positions
regarding pretrial consclidation. A hearing on this Order to Show
Cause is SET for March 31, 2023, at 8:00 a.m. in Courtroom 9D of
the Ronald Reagan Faderal Bullding and U.8. Courthouse, 411
W. 4th Street, Santa Ana, California. IT 1S SO ORDERED, {yi)
{Entered: 02/22/2023}

02/23/2023

STANDING ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb. {cla) {Entered:
02/23/2023)

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant Comcast Corporation
served on 2/16/2023, answer due 3/9/2023, Service of the
Summons and Complaint wera axecuted upan Diana Ruiz,
Adthorized Agent, CT Corporation System in compliance with
Federal Rules of Civit Procedure by service on a domestic
corporation, unincorporated assoiation, or public antity Criginal
Summaons NOT returned. {Gogdrich, Christing) (Entered:
02/23/2023)
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

el

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC served on 2/16/2023, answer due 3/8/2023.
Service of the Summons and Complaint were executed ypon
Diana Ruiz, Authorized Agent, CT Corporation Systemn in
compliance with Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by service on a
domestic corporation, unincorporated association, or public

entity. Original Summons NOT returned. {Goodrich, Christina)
{Entered: 02/23/2023)

21

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed hy Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant Comgecast Cable
Communications Management, LLC served on 2/16/2023, answer
due 3/8/2023. Service of the Summons and Complaint were
exectted upon Diana Ruiz, Authorized Agent, CT Corporation
System in compliance with Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by
service on a domestic corporation, unincorporated associatian, or
public entity. Original Summons NOT retumed. {Goodrich,
Christina) (Entered: 02/23/2023)

03/08/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Krishinan Padmanabhan counsel for Defendants Comgcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comgeast Corporation. Adding Krishnan
Padmanahhan as counsel of record for Comeast Corporation;
Comcast Cable Communications, LLC; and Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC for the reasan indicated in the
(-123 Notice, Filed by Defendants Comeast Corporation;
Comecast Cable Communications, LLC; and Comecast Cable
Communications Management, LLC. (Altorney Krishnan
Padmanabhan added fo party Comcast Cable Communications
Management, LLC{phy:dft), Attorney Krishnan Padmanabhan
added to party Comcast Cable Communications, LLC{ptydft),
Attorney Krishnan Padmanahhan added to party Comocast
Corporation{pty.dfi{Padmanabhan, Krishnan} (Entered:
03/08/2023)

03/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION Exfending Time to Answer the complaint as
to All Defendants, re Complaint {Attorney Civil Case Qpening),, 1
filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC .{Goodrich,
Christina) (Entered: D3/08/2023)

24

G310/2023

RESPONSE filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLCto
Minutes of In Chambers Order/Directive - ne proceeding held,
Set/Reset Hearing,, 17 - JOINT RESPONSE TO OSC RE

CONSOLIDATION (Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 03/10/2023)

25

03/21/2023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Hearing on Order to Show Cause
re Consolidation from March 31, 2023 to Aprit 21, 2023 Ra:
Minutes of In Chambers Order/Directive - no proceeding held,,.
Set/Reset Hearing,, 17 filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order on Joint Stipulation to
Request ContinuanceX{Goodrich, Christina} {Entered: 03/21/2023)

26

03/23/2023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION TO REQUEST
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING ON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
REGARDING CONSOLIDATION by Judge Jobin W. Holcomb, re
Stipulation to Continue 25 | it is hereby ORDERED that the March
31, 2023, hearing on the Order to Show Cause Regarding
Consclidation is CONTINUED from March 31, 2023, to April 21,
2023, at 8:00 a.um. IT 1S SO ORDERED. (et} {Enterad:
03/23/2023)

03/30/2023

Jaint STIPULATION for Extension of Time to File Answer to May
8, 2023 re Complaint {Attorney Civil Case Opening)., 1 filed by
Defendants Comoeast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comgcast Cable Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation.
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

{Attachiments: # 1 Proposed Order){Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
(Entered: 03/30/2023)

28

{3/30/2023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION TO REQUEST AN
ADDITIONAL 30-DAY EXTENSION OF TIME FOR DEFENDANT
TG ANSWER OR OTHERWISE RESPOND TO PLAINTIFF'S
COMPLAINT 27 by Judge John W. Holcomb. Having considered
the Partias Joint Stipulation, and for good cause shown, itis
hereby ORDERED that the deadline for Defendants to answer or
otherwise respond to Plaintiffs Complaint is EXTENDED upto and
including May 8, 2023. 17 1S 30 ORDERED. (See document for
further details) (v} {Entered: $3/31/2023}

P2
0

04/G3/2023

MINUTE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING
APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL MASTER REGARDING
DISCOVERY DISPUTES {IN CHAMBERS) by Judge John W,
Holcomb. These cases will likely generate a substantial number of
discovery disputes. For that reason, the Court is considering
appointing a Special Master to assist the Court in managing and
deciding discovery matters, and, therefore, it issues this order to
show cause {OSC). For the foregoing reasons, the Court hereby
ORDERS as follows: 1. No later than Aprit 14, 2023, the parties
are DIRECTED to respand to this OSC by each filing a statement
either consenting to the appointment of a Special Master for
discovery purposes or showing cause why a Special Master
should not be appointed. 2. A hearing on this OSC is SET for April
21, 2023, at 8:00 a.m. See minute order for details. (fom}
{Entered: 04/04/2023)

36

04/14/2023

STATEMENT JOINTLY SUBMITTED BY THE PARTIES IN
RESPONSE 7O ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE APPQOINTMENT
OF A SPECIAL MASTER filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC re: Minutes of in Chambers
Order/Directive - no proceading held,.,., Set/Reset
Deadlines/Hearings,,, 29 . {Goodrich, Christina) {(Entered:
04/14/2023)

0441772023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Atiomey James A. Shimota to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid,
Receipt No. ACACDC-35148402) filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order}
(Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 04/17/2023)

32

04/17/2023

Notice OF INTERESTED PARTIES {LOCAL RULE 7.1-1}
{AMENDED) filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Goodrich, Christina} (Entered: 04/17/2023)

a3

04/20/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Atforney Saranya Raghavan {o
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defencants Comcast Cable
Commurnications Management, LLC, Comeast Cable
Communications, £LC, Comcast Corporation (Pro Hac Vice Fee -
$500 Fee Pald, Receipt No. ACACDC-35173187) filed by
Defendants Comeast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comgcast Cable Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation.
{Altachments: # 1 Proposed Order) {Altorney Diana Hughes

{ riden added to party Comeast Cable Communications
Management, LLC{pty:dft), Attorney Diana Hughes Leiden added
o party Comeast Cable Cormmunications, LLC{pty:dft), Attorney
Diana Hughes Leiden added to party Comcast
Corporation{pty:dft}} (Leiden, Diana} {Entered: 04/20/2023}

04/21/2023

MINUTE ORDER OF HEARING RE: ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
RE CONSOLIDATION held before Judge John W, Holcomb. For
the reasons stated on the record, the parties are DIRECTED {o
meet and confer regarding a proposed order pertaining o
consolidation and the appointment of Special Master. IT 18 SO

Page 683 of 849

Manuel Saldana




2:23cv1048, Entropic Communications, Lic V. Comcast Corporation Et Al

Page 9 of 2%

Date Proceeding Text Source

ORDERED. Court Reporter: Debbie Hino-Span. {vl} {(Entered:
04/24i2023)

35

(4/24{2023 Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATIONS of Non-Resident
Altorney James A. Shimota, to Appear Pro Hac Vice on hehalf of
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 31, and Non-Resident
Attorney Saranya Raghavan, to Agpear Pro Hae Vice on behalf of
Defendants Comoeast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comeast Cable Communications, LLC, and Comeast Corporation
33 by Judge John W. Helcomb THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 04/24:2023)

36

05/05/2023 Joint STIPULATION for Extension of Time to File Answer {o May
15, 2023 re Complaint {Attorney Civit Case Opening),, 1 filed by
Defendants Comcast Cable Cammunications Management, LLC,
Comcast Cable Communications, LLC, Comicast Corporation.
{Attachiments: # 1 Proposad Qrdery{Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
(Entered: 05/05/2023)

37

05/M08/2023 ORDER GRANTING STIPULATION TO EXTEND TIME TO
RESPOND TO COMPLAINT by Judge John W. Holcomb 36 .
Having considered the Parties' Joint Stipulation, and for good
cause shown, it is hereby ORDERED that the deadline for
Defendants to respond to Plaintiffs Complaint is EXTENDED up to
and including May 15, 2023, 1T 1S SO ORDERED. {1} {Entered:
05/09/2023)

38

05/14/2023 TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 472172023 at 8:52 a.m.
“**Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through Court Reporter DEBBIE HINO-SPAAN at:
WEBSITE www.debblehinospaan.cony, E-mall,
dhinospaan@yahoo.com before the deadline for Release of
Transcript restriction. After that date, it may be obtained from the
Court Reparter or through PACER. Additional formats of the
franscript {ASCH, Condensed, and Word Indexing/Concordance)
are also available to be purchased at any time through the Court
Reporter. Natice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this
date.”™ Redaction Reguast due 6/5/2023. Redacted Transcript
Deadline set for §/14/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set
for 8/14/2023. {dhs) {Entered: 05/14/2023)

05/14/2023 NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filad for proceadings
4/21/2023 at 8:58 a.m. re Transcript 38 THERE {8 NQ PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ghs) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY {Entered: 05/14/2023)

40

05/15/2023 APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attomey Brian E. Ferguson to
Appear Fro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation {Pro Hac Vice Fee -
$500 Fee Paid, Receipt No. ACACDC-35314893) filed by
Defendants Comcast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comcast Cable Comnwnications, LLC, Comcast Corporation.
{Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order) {Leiden, Diana) (Entered:
05/15/2023)

41

08M5/2023 APPLICATION fo file document (Memorandum of Points &
Atithorities 1SO Motion to Dismiss; and Exhibits A, B.C & Do
Padmanahhan Declaration in Support Thereof) under saal filed by
Defendants Comeast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comcast Cable Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation.
{Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order, # 2 Redacted Document -
Memaorandum of Points &amp; Autharities 1S kMotion to Dismiss,
# 3 Redacted Document - Exhibit A to Padmanabhan Dedl., # 4
Redacted Document - Exhibit B to Padmanabhan Decl, #5
Redacted Document - Exhibit C to Padmanabhan Decl, #6
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Redacted Document - Exhibit D to Padmanabhan
Decl)y{Padmanahhan, Krishnan) (Entered: 05/15/2023)

42

051512023 SEALED DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION o file
document {(Memorandum of Points & Authorities ISO Motion te
Dismiss; and Exhibits A, B, C & D 1o Padmansbhan Declaration in
Support Thereof} under seal 41 filed by Defendants Comeast
Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation. {Attachments: # 1
Unredacted Document - Memorandurm of Points &amp: Autharities
{SO Motion to Disniss, # 2 Unredacted Document - Exhibit At
Padmanabhan Dedl., # 3 Unredacted Document - Exhibit B to
Padmanabhan Decl., # 4 Unredacted Document - Exhibit C to
Padmanabhan Dedl,, # 5 Unredacted Document - Exhibit D to
Padmanabhan Decl. ¥Padmanabhan, Krishnan} (Entered:
05/15/2023)

43

05/15/2023 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Complaint under
F.R.C.P. 12(bX6} filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comeast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation. Motion set for
hearing on 6/30/2023 at 09:0G0 AM before Judge John W,
Holcomb. {Attachments: # 1 Declaration of Krishnan
Padmanabhan, # 2 Exhibit A {Redacted), # 3 Exhibit B
{Redacted), £ 4 Exhibit C {Redacted}, # 5 Exhibit D {Redacted}, #
& Exhibit £, # 7 Proposed Order) (Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entared:; 05/15/2023)

44

05M15/2023 Corporate Disclosure Statement and MNotice of interested Parties
fited by Defendants Comcast Cabde Communications
Management, LLC, Comcast Cable Commurnications, LLC,
Comcast Corporation, (Padmanabhan, Krishnan} {Entered:
05/15/2023)

05/15/2023 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed by Defendants Camcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comgcast Corporation, re Sealed
Declaration in SupportDeciaration,, 42 served on 5/15/2023,
{Padmanabhan, Krishnan) (Entered: 05/15/2023)

48

05/M186/2023 NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hac Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Brian E.
Ferguson 1o Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants
Comecast Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comocast
Cable Communications, LLC, Concast Corporation {Pro Hac Vice
Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt 40 . The following error{s) wasfwere
found: Local Rule 5-4.3.4 Apgplication not hand-signec. Other
error(s) with document({s): Please note that electronic, image or
stamp signatures are not allowead for either applicant or local
counsel. See instructions for Applicants (1). {it) (Entered:
05/M16/2023)

47

051772023 ORDER SETTING SCHEDULING CONFERENCE by Judge John
W. Holcomb. Scheduling Conference sat for 6/30/2023 at §.00 AM
hefore Judge John W. Holcomb. {cla) (Entered: 05/17/2023)

48

051772023 SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W.
Holcomb: On its own motion, the Court SETS a Status
Conference on June 8, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. The parties are
DIRECTED fo file a Joint Status Report no later than Friday, May
28, 2023, that includes an update regarding the appointment of a
Special Master and case consolidation. The parties are
DIRECTEDR{e appear in person in Courtroom 9D, on the 9th Floor
of the Ronakl Reagan Federal Building and United States
Courthouse at 411 W. Fourth Strest Santa Ana, CA 82701, 1T 18
SO ORDERED.THERE {8 NG PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WATH THIS ENTRY. (cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered:
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05/17/2023)

4%

0872023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Aftorney Nicholas F. Lenning to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Commurications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Pald,
Receipt No. ACACDC-35334375) filed by Plaintiif Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)
{Goadrich, Christing) (Entered: 05/17/2023)

50

056/17/2023

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS APPLICATION FOR LEAVE
TGO FILE UNDER SEAL iN CONNECTION WITH DEFENDANTE
MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER FED. R, CIV. P, 12{B)&) 41 . by
Judge John W. Holcombs. it is hereby ORDERED that Defendants’
sealing application is GRANTED., Due o the highly sensitive
nature of their subject matter, the following materials may be filed
under seal: Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Support of
Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss. IT 18 SO ORDERED. {(SEE
ORDER FOR FURTHER DETAILS) {¥l} {(Enterad: D5/18/2023}

0o/118/2023

SEALED NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS
LNDER £.R.C.P. 12(b}{8) re Ordar on Motion for Leave to File
Document Under Seal,, 50 filed by Defendanis Comcast Cable
Communications Managemeant, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation. Motion set for
hearing on §/30/2023 at 42:00 AM before Judge John W,
Holocomb, {Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A to Padmanabhan Decl,, £2
Exhibit B to Padmanabhan Degl., # 3 Exhibit C to Padmanabhan
Decl., # 4 Exhibit D fo Fadmanabhan Decl }{Padmanabhan,
Krishnan) (Entered. 05/18/2023)

52

05/18/2023

Text Cnly ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Brian E. Ferguson to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants Comcast Cable Cammunications Management, LLC,
Compoast Cable Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation 40,
APPLICATION of Non-Rasident Attoreay Nicholas F. Lenning to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC 49 by Judge John W. Holcomb. THERE {8
NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla)
TEXT ONLY ENTRY {Entered: 05/18/2023)

a3

05/22/2023

APPLICATION fo file document { Motion to Dismiss, Exhibits A
and P o Padmanabhan Declaration, and Dedlaration of David L.
Marcus) under seal filed by Defendanis Caomeast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation. {Attachments: # 1
Propased Order, # 2 Redacted Document - Motion to Dismiss, #3
Redactad Document - Exhibit A to Padmanabhan Dacl., # 4
Redacted Document - Exhibit P {o Padmanabhan Decl,, # 5§
Redacted Dacument - Declaration of David
Marcus)(Padmanabhan, Krishnan} (Entered: 05/22/2023}

54

06/22i2023

SEALED DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION to file
document { Motion te Dismiss, Exhibits A and P fo Padmanabhan
Declaration, and Declaration of David L. Marcus) under seal 53
filted by Defendants Comcast Cable Communicalions
Management, LLC, Comcast Cable Communications, LLC.
Comcast Corporation. {Attachments: # 1 Unradacted Document -
Motion to Dismiss, # 2 Unredacted Document - Exhibit A to
Padmanabhan Decl., # 3 Unredacted Document - Exhibit P o
Padmanabhan Dedl, # 4 Unredacted Document - Declaration of
David Marcus){Padmanabhan, Krishnan} (Entered: 05/22/2023}

55

05/22/2023

NQTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 1o Dismiss Under F.R.C.P.
12(b}1) filed by Defendants Comeast Cable Communications
dlanagement, LLC, Comcast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comcast Corporation. Motion set for hearing on 6/30/2023 at
08:00 AM before Judge John W. Holcomb. (Attachments: # 1
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Declaration of David L. Marcus {Redacted}. # 2 Declaration of
Krishnan Padmanabhan, # 3 Exhibit A {Redacted), # 4 Exhibit B, #
5 Exhibit C, #6 Exhibit D, # 7 Exhibit E, # 8 Exhibit F, # ¢ Exhibit
G, # 10 Exhibit H, # 11 Exhibit |, # 12 Exhibit J, # 13 Bxhibit K, #
14 Exhibit L, # 15 Exhibit M, # 16 Exhibit N, # 17 Exhibit O, # 18
Exhibit P {Redacted}, # 19 Exhibit Q. # 20 Proposed Order
Granting Motion te Dismiss) {Padmanabhar, Krishiian) {Entered:
D5/22/2023)

56

05/22/2023 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comoast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation, re Sealed
Declaration in SupportDeciaration,, 54 served an 5/22/2023.
(Padmanabhan, Krishnan} (Entered: 05/22/2023)

57

(5/23/2023 APPLICATION fo file document (Docket Entries 53-2 and 55}
under seal filed hy Defendants Comcast Cable Commurtications
Management, LLC. Comcast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comcast Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Propased
OrderPadmanabhan, Krishnan) (Entered: 06/23/2023)

58

05/23/2023 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION io Dismiss Under F.R.C.P.
12{b¥ 1) tited by Defendants Comcast Cable Communications
Management, LLC, Comecast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comcast Corporation. Motion set for hearing on 6/30/2023 at
09:00 AM before Judge John W, Holcomb. (Atlachments: # 1
Declaration of David L. Marcus (Redacted}, # 2 Declaration of
Krishnan Padmanabhan, # 3 Exhibit A (Redacted), # 4 Exhibit B, #
5 Exhibit C, # 8 Exhibit D, # 7 Exhibit £, # 8 Exhibit F, # 2 Exhibit
G, # 10 Exhibit H, # 11 Exhibit |, # 12 Exhibit 4, # 13 Exhibit K, #
14 Exhibit L, # 15 Exhibit M, # 16 Exhibit N, # 17 Exhibit O, £ 18
Exhibit P (Redacted), # 19 Exhibit Q, # 28 Proposed Order
Granting Metion to Dismiss) {Padmanabhan, Krishnan) {Entered:
05/23/2023)

59

058/23/2023 ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb: Granting 53 Defendants’
APPLICATION For Leave to File Under Seai in Connection with
Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss Under Fed R.Civ.P.12(B}{1}. SEE
DOCUMENT FOR FURTHER INFORMATION. (twdb} Modified
an B25/2023 {twdb}. (Entered: 05/23/2023)

05/23/2023 SEALED NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under
Fed. R. Civ, P. 12(B8){1) re Order on dotion for Leave {o File
Document Under Seal 58 filed by Defendants Comceast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Commuriications, LLC, Comcast Carporation. Motion set for
hearing on 6/30/2023 at 0¢:00 AM hefore Judge John W,
Holcomb, {Attachments: # 1 Exhibil Ato Padmanabhan Decl, # 2
Exhibit P to Padmanabhan Dedl., # 3 Declaration of David L.
Marcus SO Motion to Dismiss}Padmanabhan, Krishnan}
{Entered: 05/23/2023)

61

05{23/2023 FOR COURT USE ONLY: STATISTICAL CORRECTION ORDER
by Judge John W. Holcomb: granting 53 APPLICATION for leave
o fie under seal  {bwdh) (Enlered: 05/25/2023)

62

05/25/2023 ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’ APPLICATION TO FILE
UNDER SEAL IN CONNECTION WITH DEFENDANTS MOTION
TO DISMISS UNDER FED, R. CIV. P. 12(B){(1) by Judge John W.
Holcomb. 1t is herelyy ORDERED that Defendants’ sealing
application is GRANTED. (See document for further details) (vh)
{Entered: 05/26/2023)

05/26/2023 STATUS REPORT re Consolidation and Appointment of Special
Master Prepared Jointly by All Parties filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Goodrich, Christina) {(Entered:
(5/26/2023)
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64

05/26/2023 APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney George C. Summeriteld
o Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - §500 Fee Paid,
Receipt Mo, ACACDC-35323513) filed by Plaintiif Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)
{Gouodrich, Christina) (Entered: 05/26/2023)

05/30/2023 SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W,
Holoomb: On its own motion, the Court CONTINUES the Status
Conference from June 8, 2023, at 11:00 a.m., to June 9, 2623, at
9:00 a.m. “TIME CHANGE ONLY™™ The parties are DIRECTED
{o appear in person in Courtroom 90, on the 8th Floor of the
Ronald Reagan Federal Builoing and United States Courthouse at
411 W, Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA 82701, IT IS &0
CORDERED.THERE {S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered:
05/30/2023)

66

08/3172023 Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Aftorney George C. Summerfield to Appear Pra Hac Vice on
hehalf of Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 64 by Judge
Johin W. Holcomb., THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 058/31/2023)

67

0G/G5/2023 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT against Defendanis Comcast
Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation amending Complaint
{Attorney Civil Case Opening),. 1, filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B,
#3Exhibit C, #4 Exhibit D, # 5 Exhibit E, # 6 Exhibit F, # 7 Exhibit
G, # 8 Exhibit H, # 9 Exhibit 1, # 10 Exhibit J, # 11 Exhibit K, # 12
Exhibit L, # 13 Exhibit M, # 14 Exhibit N, # 15 Exhibit O, # 18
Exhibit P, # 17 Exhibit Q, # 18 Exhibit R, # 18 Exhibit 3, £ 20
Exhibt T, # 21 Exhibit U, # 22 Exhibit V, & 23 Exhibit W, # 24
Exhibit X}Goodrich, Christina} (Enterad: 06/05/2023)

06/05/2023 APPLICATION to file document First Amended Complaint under
seal fited by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Redacted Document First Amended Complaint,
# 2 Proposed Order}{Meggs, Connoer) {Entered: 08/05/2023)

0G/05/2023 SEALED DECLARATION N SUPPORT OF APPLICATION to file
document First Amended Compilaint under seal 68 filed by Plaintiff
Entrapic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Unredacted
Document First Amended Complaint{Meggs, Connor) {Entered:
06/05/2023)

70

06/08/2023 APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Darlene F. Ghavimi to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Commurications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid.
Receipt No. ACACDC-35440606) filed by Plaintiif Entrapic
Communications, LLC. {Atachments: # 1 Proposed Order)
{Goadrich, Christina) (Entered: 06/06/2023)

71

06/06/2023 NOTICE OF ERRATA filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation. correcting Sealed
Declaration in SupportDeciaration,. 42 , SEALED NQTICE OF
MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER F.R.C.P. 12{(b)(8)
re Order on Motion for Leave to File Document Under Seal,, 50 51
{spacifically as to Exhibit A only at [42-2][51-1]) {(Padmanabhan,
Krishnan) (Entered: 06/06/2023)

72

06/06/2023 SEALED DOCUMENT Corrected Exhibit A to Declaration of
Krishnan Padmanabhan re Sealed Declaration in
SupportDectaration,, 42 | SEALED NOTICE OF MOTION AND
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MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER F.R.C.P. 12(b}6) re Order on
Motion for Leave to File Document Under Seal,, 50 51, Order on
dlotion for Leave {o File Document Undar Seal,, 5G filed by
Defendants Comeast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comeast Cable Communications, LLC, Camcast Corporation.
{Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A to Padmanabhan

Decl {{Padmanabhan, Krishnan) (Entered: 06/86/2023)

73

06/06/2023

DECLARATION of Louis Campbeli re Errata, 71 in Support of
Notice of Errata to Comcast Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss Under
FRCP 12(b){8} 43 51 filed by Defendants Comocast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comgeast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation. {Padmanabhan,
Krishnan) (Entered: 08/06/2023)

06/06/2023

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Commurnications Management, LLC, Comceast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation, re Sealed
Document,, 72 served on 6/6/2023. (Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entered: 068/06/2023)

5

06/06/2023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Scheduling Conference from
8/30/2023 16 7i21/2023 Re: initial Order Setling R26 Scheduling
Conferenice - form only 47 filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comoast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation. {Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order){Padmanabhan. Krishran) (Entered; 08/06/2023)

76

0R/06/2023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed re Amended Complaint/Petition,, 67
{Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Redlined First Amended
Complaint}Goodrich, Christing) {Enterad: 06/06/2323}

77

06/07/2023

NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hag Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attomey Darlene
F. Ghavimi to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid,
Receipt No. ACACDC-35440606) 70 . The following error{s)
was/were found: Local Rule §-4.3.4 Application net hand-signed.
Local Rule 83-2.1.3.3{d) Certificate of Good Standing not attached
for every state court listed to which the applicant has been
admitted. Local Rude 83-2.1.3.3{d} Attached Cerlificate of Goad
Standing not issued within 30 days prior t¢ fling of the application.
Other error{s) with documenti{s}: Please note that electronic,
image or stamp signatures are not allowed for either applicant or
local counsel. See Instructions Tor Applicants (1), Falled to provide
GSC from NJ Bar, {It) (Entered: 06/07/2023)

78

06/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION for Order to Appeint Special Master fied by
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. (Aftachments: # 1
Alfficdavit of David M. Keyzer Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
S3{(bX3IXA), # 2 Proposed Order)(Goodrich, Christina) (Entered:
08/08/2023)

79

06/0872023

MINUTES OF HEARING RE: STATUS CONFERENCE heid
before Judge John W. Holcomb: Scheduling Conference set for
7121/2023 at 11:00 AM before Judge John W, Holcomb, The Court
hereby ORDERS as follows: 1. In view of the filing of a First
Amended Caomplaint (ECF No, 87 ), Defendants Motion to Dismiss
{ECF Nos. 43 & 58 } and Defendants Sealed Motion to Dismiss
[ECF Nas. 51, 55, & 60] are DENIED as moot. 2. The parties Joint
Stipulation for Continuance of the Scheduling Conference (ECF
No. 85 }is APPROVED. The Scheduling Conference is
CONTINUED tfo July 21, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. Court Reporter:
Debbie Hino-Spaan. {twdb} {Entered: 86/13/2023)

Sy

06/14/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Darlens F. Ghavimi ta Appear Pra Hac Vice on behalf of
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Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 70 by Judige John W,
Holcomb. THERE i8S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSQOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 06/14/2023)

81

08/20/2023 APPLICATION to file document (Motion {0 Dismiss under FRCP
12(h3{1) and 12(b¥6) and Exhibits A, Q, 8, T, U, and V thereto)
under seal filed by Defendants Comocast Cable Communications
dlanagement, LLC, Comeast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comecast Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed QOrder, # 2
Redacted Document - Motion to Dismiss Under FRCP 12{b){1; or
12({L)}6} in the Alternative, # 3 Redacted Document - Exhibit A, # 4
Redacted Document - Exhibit Q, # 5 Redacted Document - Exhibit
3, # 6 Redacted Dosument - Exhibit T, # 7 Redacted Document -
Exhibit U, # 8 Redacted Document - Exhibit V¥{Padmanabhan,
Krishnan} {Entered: 08/20/2023)

082072023 SEALED DECLARATION IN SUPPQRT OF APPLICATION {o file
document {Motion to Dismiss under FRCP 12{(b)1) and 12{b}B}
and Exhibiis A, Q, S, T, U, and V thereto) under seal 81 filed by
Defendants Comoeast Cable Communications Management, LLC,
Comgeast Cable Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation.
{Attachments: # 1 Unredacted Document - Motion to Dismiss
Under FRCP 12{b} 1} and 12{b}8), # 2 Unredacted Document -
Exhibit A, # 3 Unredacted Document - Exhibit Q, # 4 Unredacted
Dooument - Exhibit S, # 5 Unredacted Document - Exhibi T, # 6
Unredacted Document - Exhibit U, # 7 Unredacted Document -
Exhibit VX{Padmanabthan, Krishhan} {Entered: 06/20/2023}

B3

06/20/2023 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under FRCP
12{b}1) or 12{b)}{B} in the Alternative filed by Defendants
Comcast Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comcast
Cable Communications, LLG, Comcast Corporation. Motion set for
hearing on 7/21/2023 at 09:00 AM before Judge John W.
Holcomb. {Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A (Redacted}, 2 2 Exhibit B, 2
3 Exhibit C, # 4 Exhibit D, # & Exhibit E, # 6 BExhibit F, # 7 Exhibit
G, # 8 Exhibit H, # 9 Exhibit 1, # 10 Exhibit 4, 2 11 Exhibit K, # 12
Exhibit L, # 13 Exhibit M, # 14 Exhibit N, # 15 Exhibit O, # 18
Exhibit P, # 17 Exhibit Q (Redacted}, # 18 Exhibit R, # 19 Exhibit
S (Redacted), # 20 Exhibit T {Redactad), # 21 Exhibit U
{Redacted), # 22 Exhibit V {Redacted), # 23 Exhibit W, # 24
Exhibit X, # 25 Proposed Grder Granting Rotion to Dismiss)
(Padmanahhan, Krishnan} (Entered: 06/20/2023)

84

08/21/2023 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Commurnications Management, LLC, Comeast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comocast Corporation, re Sealed
Declaration in SupportDeciaration,, 82 served on 6/20/2023.
{Padmanabhan, Krishnarn} (Entered: 08/21/2023}

85

06/23/2023 TRANSCRIFT GRDER as to Defendants Comeast Cable
Cormnmunications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation for Court Regorter,
Court will contact Vickie Kennedy at VKennedy@winston.com with
further instructions regarding this order. Transcript preparation will
not begin until payment has been satisfled with the court reporter.
{Leiden, Diana} {Entered: 06/23/2023)

B&

06/23/2023 ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS' APPLICATION FOR LEAVE
TG FILE UNDER SEAL N CONNECTION WITH DEFENDANTS
MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER FED. R. CIV. P 12(B}{1} OR
12{BXG) IN THE ALTERNATIVE hy Judge John W, Holocomb, ftis
hereby ORDERED that the defendants’ sealing application is
GRANTED. {See document for further details} {vl} {Entered:
06/23i2023)

87

06/23/2023 EX PARTE APPLICATION to Continue Hearing on Motior to
Dismiss from July 21, 2023 to September 22, 2023 Re: NOTICE
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OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under FRCF 12{b¥1) or
12{h}{8} in the Alternative 83 filed by Plaintiff Enfropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments; # 1 Declaration of Nicholas
F. Lenning, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit
D, # b Propesed Order} ({5oodrich, Christinaj (Entered:
06/23/2023)

88

06/23/2023

APPLICATION fo file document under seal filed by Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC. {Altachments: # 1 Redacted
Document Ex Parte Application, # 2 Proposed Order){Goodrich.
Christina} (Entered: 06/23/2023)

89

86/23/2023

SEALED DECLARATION N SUPPORT OF APPLICATION fo file
document under seal 88 filed by Plaintiif Entrapic

Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Unredacted Document
Ex Parte Application){Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 08/23/2023)

80

06/24/2023

OPPOSITION 1o EX PARTE APPLICATION to Continue Hearing
on Maotion {o Dismiss from July 21, 2023 to September 22, 2023
Re: NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under FRCP
12¢b} 1} or 12(b){E) in the Alternative 83 87 filed by Defendants
Comeast Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comcast
Cabte Communications, L1 C, Cormeast Corporation.
{Attachrnents: # 1 Declaration of Krishnan Padmanabhan, # 2
Exhibit A to Padmanabhan Decl., # 3 Exhibit B to Padmanabhan
Decl., # 4 Exhibit C to Padmanabhan Decl {{Padmanabhan,
Krishnan) (Entered. 06/24/2023)

06/26/2023

(06/27/2023

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE APPLICATIONS
[ECF Ne. 87 in the MOCA Case and ECF No. 78 in the Cable
Casel {IN CHAMBERS]) by Judge John W. Holcomb. Far those
reasons, the Court hereby ORDERS as faliows: Entropic’s instant
Applications are DENIED. Comcast's request te imposa sanclions
for Entropic’s alleged needless muitiplication of these proceedings
is DENIED. {T {8 SO ORDERED. () (Enterad; 06/26/2023}
SEALED NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under
FRCP 12(0)(1) or 12(b}{G) in the Alternative, and Sealed Exhibits
A, Q, 8, T, U, and V in Support Thereof re Qrder on Motion for

i eave {o File Document Under Seal, 86 filed by Defendants
Comcast Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comcast
Cabile Communications, LLC, Comoast Caorporation. Mation set for
hearing on 7/21/2023 at 08:00 AM hefore Judge John W,
Holcomb. {Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit Q, # 3 Exhibit 5,
# 4 Exhibit T. # 5 Exhibit U, # 6 Exhibit Vi{Leiden, Diana}
{Entered: 08/27/2023)

a3

06/28/2023

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation, re SEALED
NQTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under FRCP
12(b}{1) or 12{b}B} in the Alternative, and Sealed Exhibits A,
&, T, U, and ¥V in Support Thereof re Order on Motion for Leave to
File Document Under Seal, 86 82 served on 6/28/2023. {Leiden,
Diana} {(Entered: 06/28/2023)

a4

06/30/2023

MEMORANDUNM in Oppasition to NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTICN to Dismiss Under FRCP 12(b){(1) or 12{b}8} in the
Alternative 83 filed by Plaintifl Endropic Communications, LLC.
{Altachments: # 1 Objections to Evidence Submitted in Support of
Motion to Dismiss, # 2 Proposed Order re Evidentiary
ObjectionsGoodrich, Christina) (Entered: 06/30/2023)

ith

06/30/2023

APPLICATION to file document under seal filed by Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Redacted
Documnent Qpposition to Motion to Dismiss, # 2 Proposed

OrderyGoodrich, Christina} {Entered: 06/30/2023}
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

06/30/2023

07/05/2023

SEALED DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION to file
document under seal 95 filed by Plaintiff Entropic

Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Unredacted Document
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss){Gogdrich, Christina) {(Entered:
0B/30:2023)

TRANSCRIPT for proceadings held on 6/9/2023 at 2:05 a.m.
“rTranscript may be viewad at the court public terminal or
purchased through Court Reporter DEBBIE HINOQ-SPAAN at:
WEBSITE www.debbiehincspaarn.cont E-mail,
dhincspaan@yahoo.com before the deadline for Release of
Transcript restriction. After that date, it may be obtained from the
Coutt Reparter or through PACER. Additional formats of the
franscript (ASCH, Condensed, and Word Indexing/Concordance)
are also available to be purchased at any time through the Court
Reporter. Netice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this
date.”* Redaction Reguest due 7/26/2023. Redacted Transcript
Deadline set for 8/7/2(23. Release of Transoript Restriction set for
10/3/2023. {dhs) (Entered: 07/05/2023)}

07/05/2023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filed for proceedings 6/9/2023
at 8:05 a.m. re Transcript 97 THERE S NG PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. (dhs) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 07/05/2023)

07/05/2023

ORDER GRANTING ENTROPIC'S APPLICATION TO FILE
OPPCSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER SEAL by Judge
John W, Holcomb granting 85 APPLICATION {(bm) (Entered:
G7:05/2023)

100

07:/05/2023

ORDER APPOINTING DAVID KEYZER, ESQ. AS SPECIAL
MASTER FOR DISCOVERY PURPOSES by Judge John W,
Holcomb, re Stipulation 78 : Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
53{b}3KA}, and good cause shown, it is hereby ORDERED as
follows: 1. Appointmant: The Court determines that the
appointment of David Keyzer, Esg. {the "Special Master™) is
appropriate under Rule 53(a){1){C) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure to address prefrial matters that cannot be effectively
and timely addressed by an available district judge or magistrate
judge in this district, {see document for further details) (bm)
Modified on 7/5/2023 {bmy}. {Enlered: 07/058/2023)

101

07/G7/2023

NOTICE OF ERRATA filed hy Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation. correcting NOTICE
OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismias Under FRCP 12{b}1) or
12{b}G) in the Alternative 83 {Altachmeants: # 1 Declaration of
Krishnan Padmanabhan 1SC Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss
tinder FRCP 12{b){1} or 12(b}8)}Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entered: O7/07/2023}

B7iG7i2023

APPLICATION to file document {Comcast's Reply in Suppaort of
Motion to Dismiss; and Exhibits 1 and 2 to Declaration of David
darcus in Support Thereof) under seal filed by Defendants
Comgcast Cable Communications Management, LLC, Comcast
Cabie Communications, LLC, Comeast Corporation.
{Attachments: # 1 Propased Order Granting Leave to Fite Linder
Seal, # 2 Redacted Document - Comcast's Reply 1ISO Motion to
Dismiss, # 3 Redacted Document - Exhibit 1 1o Marcus Dedl, ISO
Motion o Dismiss, # 4 Redacted Document - Exhibit 2 to Marcus
Deacl. {80 Motion 1o Dismiss){Padmanabhan, Krishnan} {(Entered:
Q7/07/2023)

103

07:07/2023

SEALED DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION to file
document (Comeast's Reply in Support of Motion to Dismiss; and
Exhibits 1 and Z 1o Declaration of David Marcus in Support

Thereaf) under seal 102 filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

Communications Managernant, LLC, Comcast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comoeast Corporation. {Attachments: # 1
Unradacted Document - Comceast's Reply 1ISO Mation to Dismiss,
# 2 Unredacted Document - Exhibit 1 {o Marcus Decl, 1SO Mation
io Dismiss, # 3 Unredacted Document - Exhikit 2 to Marcus Decl.
ISO Mation to Dismiss}{Padmanabhan, Krishnan) (Entered:
Q7/07/2023)

104

07:07/2023

REPLY in Support of NOTICE OF MQTION AND MOTION to
Dismiss Under FRCP 12(b){1) or 12{b}5} in the Alternative 83
filted by Defendants Comcast Cable Communications
Management, LLC, Comoast Cable Communications, LLG,
Comeast Corporation, {Attachments: # 1 Comeast's Response to
Entropic's Objections to Exhibits Filed iSO Motion to Dismiss, # 2
Declaration of David Marcus 150 Motion to Dismiss, # 3 Exhibit 1
ic Marcus Decl. (Redacted), # 4 Exhibit 2 to Marous Decl.
{Readacted}}Padmanabhan, Krishnan) (Entered: G7/07/2023)

105

G7/07/2023

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed hy Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comeast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation, re Sealed
Declaration in SupportDeciaration,, 103 served on 7/7/2023.
{Padmanahhan, Krishnan)} (Entered; 07/07/2023)

106

Q7107/2023

JOINT REPORT Rule 26(f) Discovery Plan | estimated length of
frial € to 8 days, filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC..
{Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 07/07/2023}

107

071072023

SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W.
Holcomb: On its own motion, the Court CONTINUES the hearing
on Defendant’s dMotion ¢ Dismiss [ECF No. 83}, Defendani's
Sealed Motion to Dismiss {ECF No. 92}, and the Scheduling
Confererice from Friday, July 21, 2023, 1o Wednesday, August 8,
2023, at 10:00 a.m. The parties are DIRECTED to appear in
persan in Courtroam 80, on the Bth Floor of the Ronald Reagan
Federal Building and United States Courthouse at 411 W, Fourth
Street Santa Ana, CA 92761, 1T IS 80 CRDERED.THERE IS NO
PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WiTH THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 07/10/2023)

108

G7111/2023

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS' APPLICATION FOR LEAVE
TO FILE UNDER SEAL IN CONNECTION WITH DEFENDANTS'

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER FED. R,

CiV. P, 12(B}1) OR 12(B)(8) IN THE ALTERNATIVE by Judge
John W, Holcomb. it is hereby ORDERED that Defendants’
sealing application is GRANTED.{yl} (Entered: 07/12/2023)

07:12/2023

SEALED REPLY RE NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to
Dismiss Under FRCF 12(b}{1} or 12{b}8} in the Alternative 83,
Order on Sealed Mation {Generic sealed motion type event}, 108
filed by Defendants Comcast Cable Communications
Management, LLC, Camcast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comcast Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Marcus
Decl., # 2 Exhibit 2 to Marcus Dedl. )(Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entered: O7/12/2023}

071122023

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE filed by Defendants Comcast Cable
Communications Management, LLC, Comoast Cable
Communications, LLC, Comcast Corporation, re Sealed Reply,
109 served on 7i12/2023. {Padmanabhan, Krishnan} {Entered:
O7/M12/2023)

11

0711472023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Kenneth Bridges counsel for Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
11 C. Adding Kenneth Bridges as counsel of record for Entropic
Communications, LLC for the reason indicated in the G-123
Notice. Filed by Plaintiif Entrapic Communications, LLC. {Attarney
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Kenneth Bridges added to party Entropic Communications,
L1 Ciptypia)}Bridges, Kenneth} (Entered: 07/14/2023)

112

07/24i2023

Notice of Speciat Master Order No. SM-1 filed by Special Master
David M Keyzer. pursuant to July 5, 2023 appointment Order,
seiting spaciad master preliminary conference for July 26, 2023, at
12:00 P.M., by videoconference {Attachments: # 1 Special Master
Order No. Sh-1iKeyzar, David) (Entered: G7/24/2023)

13

07:26/2023

Notice of Special Master Minutes filed by Special Master David M
Kayzer. minutes of preliminary conference conducted by the
special master on July 28, 2023, pursuant to the Court's July 5,
2023 Order appainting special master (Attachments: # 1 Special
Master MinutesiKeyzer, David) {(Enterad: 07/26/2023)

08/01/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Cassidy Young counse! for Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
{1 C. Adding Cassidy Young as counsel of record for Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC for the reason indicated it the G-
123 Notice. Filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLT,
{Attorney Cassidy Young added to party Entropic
Commurnications, LLC{pty:plaiYoung, Cassidy) (Entered:
08/31:2023)

115

08/04/2023

Notice of Speciat Master Order No. SM-2 filed by Special Master
David M Keyzer. regarding Discovery Bispute Resolution
Procedures {Attachments: € 1 Special Master Order No. SM-2 ve
Discovery Dispute Resolution Proceduresi{Kevzer, David)
{Entered: 08/04/2023)

116

(8/08/2023

NOTICE of Appearance filed by attorney Kelsi Robinson on behalf
of Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC (Attomey Kelsi
Robinson added to party Entropic Communications.

{1 Cipty:plaiRobinson, Kelsi) {Entered: 08/08/2023)

117

(8/08/2023

NOTICE TO FILER OF BEFICIENCIES in Electronically Fited
Document RE: Notice of Appearance 116 | The following error(s}
was/were found: Ihcorrect event selected, Correct event to he
usesd is: Notice of Appeaarance or Withdrawal of Counset G123.. In
response {o this notice, the Court may: {1} order an amended or
caorrect document o be filed; {2} order the document stricken; or
{3} take other action as the Court deems appropriate. You need
not take any action in response o this notice unless and untll the
Court directs vou fo do so. (ak} {Entered: 08/09/2023)

08/09/2023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed Slides Presented at August 9, 2023
Hearing re MEMORANDUM in Opposition to Motion, 84 {Young.
Cassidy) (Entered: 08/09/2023)

122

08/02/2023

HEARING RE: MOTION OF DEFENDANT COMCAST TO
DISMISS [ECF No. 83} SEALED MOTION OF DEFENDANT
COMCAST TO DISMISS [ECF No. 92}; SCHEDULING
CONFERENCE held before Judge John W. Holcomb. Court
Reporter: Miriam Baird. For the reasons stated on the record, the
Court takes the motions [ECF Nos. 83 & 92] under submission.
Also far the reasons stated in open court, it is hereby ORDERED
as follows: Plaintiff Entropic Communications is DIRECTED to file
o later than August 18, 2023, a supplemental brief, of no miore
than five-pages, in opposition to the motion {o dismiss. Defendant
Comcast Corporation is DIRECTED 1o file no later than
September 1, 2023, a responsive supplemental drief, of no more
than fivepages, in support of the motion to dismiss. Counsel are
DIRECTED to meet and confer forthwith regarding the Claim
Construction Schedule. The parties are DIRECTED to file no {ater
than August 18, 2023, a Stipulation and Proposed Order setting a
Claim Construction Schedule. I7 15 SO ORDERED. {v1} (Entered:
(8/14/2023}
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08/10/2023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed Slides Presented at August 8, 2023
Hearing re NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Under
FRCP 12(b)}1} or 12{b}{B) in the Alternative 83 {Padmanabhan,
Krishnan) (Entered; 08/10/2023)

120

08/10/2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Plaintiff Entrapic Communications,
£ 1L C for Court Reporter. Court will contact Cassidy T. Young at
cassidy young@kigates.cam with further instructions regarding
this order. Transcript preparation will not begin until payment has
been satisfied with the court reporter. {Young, Cassidy) {(Entered:
08/10/2023)

1214

86/10/2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Defendant Comcast Corporation for
Court Reporter. Court will contact Liberty Quan at

i Quan@winston.cam with further instructions regarding this arder.
Transcript preparation wilt not begin untif payment has been
satisfied with the court reporter. (Padmanabhan, Krishnan)
{Entered: 08/18/2023}

123

08/18/2023

TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 8/9/23. Court
Reporter/Electronic Court Racorder: miriant baird, phone numbear
mvb11883@act.com. Transcript may be viewed at the court public
terminat or purchased through the Court Reponter/Electronic Court
Recorder hefore the deadline for Release of Transcrint
Restriction. After that date it may be obiained through PACER.
Notice of intent ta Redact due within 7 days of this date.
Redaction Request due 9/8/2023. Redacted Transcript Deadline
set for B/18/2023. Release of Transoript Restriction set for
11/16/2023. {Baird, Miriam} (Entered: 08/18/2023}

124

08/18/2023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filad for proceadings 8/9/23 re
Transcript 123 THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. (Baird, Mirlam) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 08/18/2023}

125

08/18/2023

TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 8/9/23. Court
Reporter/Electronic Court Recorder: miriam baird, phone number
mvb11833@aot.com. Transcript may be viewed at tha court public
ferminal or purchased through the Court Reporter/Elecironic Court
Recarder before the deadline for Release of Transcrint
Restriction. After that date it may be ablained through PACER.
Notice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this date.
Redaction Request due 9/8/2023, Redacted Transcript Deadline
set for 8/18/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set for
1111672023, {Baird, Mirlam} {Entered: 08/18/2023}

126

{18/2023

<.
[ex]

SUPPLEMENT to MEMORANDUM in Opposition to Motion, 84
fited by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Young, Cassidy)
{Entered: 08/18/2023)

127

08/18/2023

STIPULATION for Order Setting Claim Construction Schedule
filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1
Proposed OrderyYoung, Cassidy) {Entered: 08/18/2023)

128

(8/21/2023

ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb GRANTING Stipulation
Setting Claim Construction Schedule 127 as follows: Claim
Construction Hearing set for 8/17/2024 at 10:00 AM. (See
docurnent for further infarmation). {jp) (Entered: 08:22/2023}

09/0172023

SUPPLEMENT to NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to
Dismiss Under FRCP 12{b}{1) or 12(b}8&} in the Alfernative 83
filed by Defendants Comcast Cable Communications
Management, LLC, Comcast Cable Communications, LLC,
Comcast Corporation. {(Fadmanabhan, Krishnan} {Entered:
08/101/2023)

Patents
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US District Court Docket

United States District Court, California Central

{Western Division - Los Angeles)

This case was retrieved on U8,

Header

Case Number: 2:23cv1643

Date Filed: 02/10/2023

Assigned To: Judge John W. Holoomb
Referred To: Magisirate Judge Karen E. Scott
Nature of Suit: Patent (830)

Cause: Patent Infringement

Lead Docket: None

Other Docket: 2:22cvQ7775

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Class Code: Open
Statute: 35:271

Jury Demand; Plaintiff
Demand Amount: &3
NOS Description: Patent

Participants
Litigants Attorneys
Entropic Communications, LLC Christina N. Goodrich
Plaintiff LEAD ATTORNEY.ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kandt Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Christina. Goodrich@klgates.Com

Cassidy Young

ATTORNMNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kand L Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Ficor
Los Angales, CA 90087

USA

310-552-5058 Fax: 310-552-6001
Email:Cassidy . Young@kigates.Com

Connor James Meggs

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

KandL Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Connor Meggs@kigates.Com

Manue! Saldana
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Dartene F. Ghavimi
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KandL Gates LLP
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Austin, TX 7874€

USA

512-482-6813 Fax: 512-482-6859
Email:Darlene.Ghavimi@kigates.Com

George C. Summerfield

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

70 West Madison Street, Suite 3100
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USA

312-807-4375 Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:George. Summerfield@hkigates.Com

James A, Shimota

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

70 West Madison Street, Suite 3100

Chicago, iL 60602

USA

312-807-4292 Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:Jim.Shimota@kigates.Cam

Kenneth Bridges

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Bridges {P Consuiting

2113 18th Avenue S

Nashville, TN 37212

USA

6815-873-2478 Email:Bridgesip@icloud.Com

Peter E. Soskin

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kand L Gates LLP

4 Embarcadere Center, Suite 1200

San Francisco, CA 94111

LISA

415-882-8200 Fax: 415-8582-8220

Email:Peter Soskin@klgates.Com

Christopher 8. Marchese

LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson PC

633 West Sth Street, 26th Floar

Los Angeles, CA 90071

USA

213-533-4240 Fax: 858-678-2099 Email:Marchese@ir.Com

Aaron P. Firouznia

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NCOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1717 Main Street, Suite $000

Dallas, TX 75201

Usa
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USA
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1000 Maine Ave., Sw Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-626-7714 Emall:Sterba@fr.Com

Ruffin 8. Cordell

PRC HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Aventue Sw, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email.Cordelli@ir.Com

Tavior Caldwell Burgener
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue Sw. Suite 100C
Washington, BC 20024

USA

Manuel Saldana
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Dish Network Service, LLC
Defendant
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202-828-8378 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Burgeneri@fr.Com
Christopher S, Marchese

LEAD ATTORNEY ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

833 West 5th Street, 26th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 80071

USA

213-533-4240 Fax: 858-878-5098 Email:Marchese@fr.Com

Aaron P, Pirouznia

FRO HACVICEATTORNEY TO BE NCTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1717 Main Streat, Suite 5000

Dallas, TX 75201

USA

214-292-4073 Fax: 214-747-2081 Email:Pirouznia@ir.Com

Adam R. Sharfzer

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TC BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue, Sw, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Shartzer@ir.Com

Ashley A, Bolt

PRQ HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1180 Peachtree Street, Ne, 21nd Floor

Atlanta, GA 30309

USA

404-882-5005 Fax: 404-832-5002 Email:Bolt@fr.Com

David M. Barkan

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson

500 Arguelio Street Suite 400

Redwood City, CA 84063

USA

£850-833-5070 Fax: 650-839-5071 Email:Barkan@ir.Com

John-Paul Fryckman

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson P.C.

12860 £l Camino Reat Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92130

USA

858-678-5070 Fax: 858-678-5002 EmailFryckman@fr.Com

Matthew C Bemstein

ATTORNEY TG BE NOTICED
Perkins Caie LLP

1888 Century Park East Suite 1700
Los Angeles, CA B0067-1721%

Usa

858-720-5751 Fax: 853-720-5798
EmailtMbernstein@perkinscoie.Com
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Dish Nebwork California Service Corporation
Defendant
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hichael John Ballanco

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson P.C.

1000 Maine Avenue, Sw, Suite 1000
Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-626-6371 Em=zil:Ballancoe@fr.Com

Raigh A Phillips

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TC BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue Sw, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

Usa

202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Rphillips@fr.Com

Richard A. Sterba

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson P.C.

1400 Maine Ave., Sw Suite 1800

YWashington, DC 20024

Usa

202-828-7714 Email:Sterba@fr.Com

Ruffin 8. Cardell

PR HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Aventue Sw, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email.Cordell@fr.Com

Tavior Caldwell Burgener

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue Sw, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-626-6376 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email.Burgener@fr.Com
Christopher 8. Marchese

LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

833 West 5th Street, 26th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

USA

213-533-4240 Fax: B38-678-3098 Email:Marchese@fr.Com

Aaron P. Firouznia

PRQ HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NGTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1717 dMain Street, Suite 5000

Dallas, TX 75201

UsA

214-282-4073 Fax: 214-747-2091 Email:Pirouznia@fr.Com

Adam R. Shartzer

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue, Sw, Suite 1000
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Washington, DC 20024
USA
202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Shartzer@fr.Com

Ashley A. Bolt

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1180 Peachiree Street, Ne, 21nd Floor

Attanta, GA 3030¢

Usa

404-882-5005 Fax: 404-892-5002 Email:Bolt@fr.Com

David M. Barkan

ATTORNEY 7O BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson

500 Argueiio Street Suite 400

Redwood City, CA 94083

USA

8650-838-5070 Fax: 650-839-6071 Email:Barkan@fr.Com

John-Paul Fryckman

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson P.C.

12860 El Camine Real Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92130

USA

858-678-5070 Fax: 858-678-50989 EmailFryckman@fr.Com

idichael John Balianco

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TG BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson P.C.

1000 Maine Avenue, Sw, Suite 1000
Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-626-6371 Email:Ballanco@fr.Com

Ralgh A Phiilips

PRQ HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TG BE NQTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue Sw, Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Rphillips@fr.Com

Richard A, Sterba

PRC HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson £.C.

1000 Maine Ave., Sw Sulte 1000

Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-626-7714 Email:Sterba@fr.Com

Fuffin B, Cordell

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TCO BE NOTICED
Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue Sw. Suite 100C
Washington, BC 20024

USA

Manuel Saldana
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Litigants Attorneys
202-783-5070 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Cordeli@fr.Com

Tavior Caldwell Burgener
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Fish and Richardson PC

1000 Maine Avenue Sw, Suite 100C
Washington, DC 20024

USA

202-826-8376 Fax: 202-783-2331 Email:Burgener@fr.Com
David kM Keyzer David Kevzer
Speciai Master LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Law QOffice of David Keyzer PC
5170 Goklen Foothili Parkway

El Dorado Hills, CA 85762

USA

918-243-5252 Fax: 916-404-0438
Email:Davidi@keyzeriaw.Com

Proceedings

Proceeding Text

COMPLAINT Receipt No: ACACDC-34782522 - Fee: . filed
by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C, # 4 Exhibit D, & 5 Exhibit E,
#6 Exhibit F, #7 Exhibit G, # 8 Exhibit H, # 9 Exhibit |, # 10
Exhibit J, # 11 Exhibit K, # 12 Exhibit L, # 13 Exhibit M, # 14
Exihibit N, # 15 Exhibit O, # 16 Exhibit P, # 17 Exhibit Q, £ 18
Exhibit R, # 19 Exhibit 8, # 20 Exhibit T, # 21 Exhibit U, # 22
Exhibit V, # 23 Exhibit W, # 24 Exhibit X} {Attorney Christina N,
Goodrich added 1o party Entropic Communications,

L1 Cipty:plai¥Goadrich, Christina} {Entered: §2:10/2023)

2 02{10/2023 CIVIL COVER SHEET filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, LLC. (Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 02110/2023)
3 02/10/2023 Request for Clerk to {ssue Summons on Camplaint {Altorney Civil

Case Opening}.. 1 filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Summans to DISH Nebwvaork,
L1 C, # 2 Proposed Summons to DISH Network Service, LLC, #3
Praposed Summons to DISH Nebwork California Service
Corporation}{Goodrich, Christina} {(Entered; 02/10/2023)

4 02/10:2023 Certification and NOTICE of interested Parties filed oy Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC, {Goodrich, Christina) {Entered:
02110/2023)

5 02/10/2023 NOTICE of Related Case{s} filed by Plaintiff Entropic

Communications, LLC. Related Case(s): 2:22-cv-07775-JWH-
JEM; 2:22-0v-07902-JWH-JEM {Goadrich, Christina) (Entered:
02/10/2023)

(o]

02/10/2023 REPORT ON THE FILING GF AM ACTION Regarding a Patent or
a Trademark {initial Notification) filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC, {Goodrich, Christina) {Entered:
02/10i2023)

7 02/13/2023 NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT to District Judge Dolly M. Gee and
Magisirate Judge Karen E. Scolt. {ghap) (Entered: 02/13/2023)

o] 02/13/2023 NOTICE TQ PARTIES OF COURT-DIRECTED ADR PROGRAM
filed. {(ghap) {(Entered: §2/13/2023}

g 02/13/2023 Natice to Counsel Re Consent to Proceed Before g United States
Magisirate Judge. {ghap} (Entered: 02/13/2023}

Manuel Saldana
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

02:13/2023

21 DAY Summons Issued re Complaint {Attorney Civil Case
Opening}, 1 as to Defendants DISH Network California Service
Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH Netwerk LLC,
DISH Network Service, LLC, (Altachmenis: # 1 Summons for
DISH Network, LLE, # 2 Summons for DISH Network Service,
L{LC, # 3 Summons for DISH Network California Service
Corporation} {(ghap) {Entered: $2/13/2023)

02/15/2023

ORDER RE TRANSFER PURSUANT 7O GENERAL ORDER 21-
01-Related Case- filed. Related Case No: 2:22-¢v-87775
JWH{JEMX). Case transfarred from Judge Dolly M. Gee to Judge
John W, Holcomb for all further proceedings. The case number
wili now reflect the initials of the transferee Judge 2:23-cv-01043
JHWKESKX). Signed by Judge Jobn W. Holcomb () (Entered:
02:15/2023)

02/21/2023

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONSOLIDATION {iN
CHAMBERS) by Judge John W. Holcomb. The Court ORDERS
the parties {o show cause why these three cases-Nos, 2:23-cv-
01043-JWH-KES, 2:23-cv-01047-JWH-KES, and 2:23-cv-01048-
JWH-KES, should not be consofidated for pretrial purposes in
view of the overlap in subject matter. The parties are DIRECTED
to file no later than March 10, 2023, a joint response detailing their
collective or respective positions regarding pretrial consolidation.
A hearing on this Order to Show Cause is SET far March 31,
2023, at 9:00 a.m. in Courtroom 9D of the Ronald Reagan Federal
Building and U.S. Couwrthouse, 411 W, 4th Streetl, Santa Ana,
California. {yl) {Entered: 02/22/2023)

13

02/23/2023

STANDING ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb. {cla} {Entered:
02/23/2023)

14

(2/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Commurnications, LLC, upon Defendant DISH Network
Carparation served on 2/16/2023, answar due 3/9/2023, Service
of the Summons and Complaint were executed upon Trudy
Dasbiens, C8C Authorized Agent in compliance with Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure by service on a domestic corporation,
unincorporated association, or public entity. Original Summons
NOT returned. {Gaodrich, Chyistina) {Entered; 02/23/2023)

(2/23/2023

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant DISH Network LLC
served on 2/16/2023, answer due 3/8/2023, Service of the
Summons and Complaint were executed upon Trudy Desbiens,
C8C Authorized Agent in compliance with Federal Rules of Civil
Procedura by service an a domestic corporation, unincorporated
association, or public entity.Original Summons NOT returned,
{Goadrich, Christing) {(Entered: 02:23/2023)

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, £LC, upon Defendant DISH Network Service,
LLC served on 2/16/2023, answer due 3/%/2023. Service of the
Summons and Complaint were executed upon Trudy Desbiens,
CSC Authorized Agent in compliance with Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure by service an a domestic corporation, unincorporated
association, or public entity Original Summaons NOT returped.
{Goadrich, Christina) (Entered: 02/23/2023)

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Comrmunications, LLC, upon Defendant DISH Network California
Service Corporation served on 2/16/2023, answer due 3/9/2023.
Service of the Summons and Compilaint were executed upon
Trudy Desbiens, CSC Autharized Agent in compliance with
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by service on a domestic
corporation, unincorporated association, or public entity Original

Summons NOT returned. {(Goodrich, Christina) (Entered:
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Source

02/23/2023)

03/06/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Aftorney Darlene F. Ghavimito
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Commurications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Pald,
Receipt No. ACACDC-34906332) filed by Plaintiif Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)
{Goadrich, Christing) (Entered: 03/06/2023)

03:/06/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attormey James A. Shimota to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $5300 Fee Paid,
Receipt No. ACACDC-34908340) filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order}
{Goodrich, Christina} {(Entered: 03/06/2023)

20

{3/07/2023

NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hac Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Darlene
F. Ghavimi 1o Appear Pro Hac Vice an behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid,
Receipt No. ACACDC-342068332) 18 . The following error{s}
washwere found: Local Rule 83-2.1.3.3(d) Certificate of Good
Standing not attached for every state court fisted to which the
applicant has been admitted. Other error{s) with document{s):
dissing GSC from NJ. () (Entered: 03/07/2023)

21

03/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION Extending Time o Answer the complaint as
o All Defendants, re Complaint (Atterney Civil Casa Opepingl,, 1
filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC {Gonodrich,
Christina) (Entered; 03/08/2023)

03/08/2023

NOTICE of Appearance filed by altorney Kennath Bridges on
behalf of Plaintiff Enfropic Communications, LLC {(Attorney
Kenneth Bridges added to party Entrapic Communications,
LLQ{pty:pla)}Bridges, Kenneth) {Entered: 03/08/2023)

03/08/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Darlene F. Ghavimi to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 18 , APPLICATION of
Non-Resident Attorney James A. Shimota o Appear Pro Hac Vice
on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 18 by Judge
John W, Holcomb, THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT
ASSCCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. (cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 03/08/2023}

24

03/09/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Christogher S. Marchese counsel for Defendants DISH Netwark
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC. Adding Christopher S.
Marchese as counsel of record for DISH Metwark Corporation:
DISH Network L.L.C.; DISH Network Service, LL.C.; and DISH
Network California Service Corporation for the reason indicated in

the G-123 Notice. Filad by Defendants DISH Network Corparation;

£{8H Nebword L.L.C.; DISH Network Service, L.L.C.; and DISH
Network California Service Corparation. {Attorney Christopher S.
Marchese added to party DISH Nebwork California Service
Caorporation{pty:dft), Atterney Christopher S. Marchase added to
party DISH Network Corporation{pty:dft), Attorney Christopher S,
Marchese added o party DISH Network LLC{ply.dft}, Attorney
Christapher S. Marchese added to party DISH Nebwork Service,
LLC{pty.dfti{Marchese, Christopher) (Entered: 03/09/2023)

25

03/10/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
David M. Barkan counsel for Defendants DISH Network California
Service Carporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH Natwark
t1 C, DISH Network Service, LLC. Adding David M. Barkan as
counset of record for DISH Network Corporation, DISH Network

Page 708 of 849
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Proceeding Text

Source

{.L.C.. DISH Nebwvark Service, L.L.C., and DiSH Network
California Service Corporation for the reason indicated in the G-
123 Naotice. Filed by Defendants DiSH Network Corporation, DISH
Network L.L.C,, DISH Network Service, L.L.C., and DISH Network
California Service Carporation. (Aftarney David M. Barkan added
to party DISH Network California Service Corporation{pty:dit},
Aftorney Bavid M. Barkan added to party DISH Network
Corparation{pty:dft}, Attorney David M. Barkan added to party
DISH Network LLC{pty:dff), Attormey David M. Barkan added to
party DIGH Network Service, LLC(pty:dft}{Barkan, David}
{Entered: 03/10/2023)

03:10/2023

RESPONSE filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLCto
Minutes of in Chambers OrderiDirective - no praceeding held,,,
Set/Reset Hearing,, 12 - JOINT RESPONSE TG OSC RE

CONSOLIDATION (Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 03/10/2023)

[
el

03/14/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Reasident Attormeay Adam R. Shartzer to
Appear Fro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants DISH Network
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, BISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC (Pro Hac Vice Fee -
5080 Fee Paid, Receipt No. ACACDC-34854579) filed by
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service,
LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposad Order) (Marchese, Christopher)
(Entered: 03/14/2023)

28

03/14/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Altorney Michael J. Ballanco to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendanis DISH Network
California Service Corporation. DISH Natwaork Corporation, DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Senvice, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee -
$500 Fee Paid, Receaipt No. ACACDC-34954647) filed by
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network L1 C, THSH Network Service,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order} (Marchese, Christopher)
{Entered: 03/14/2023)

03/15/2023

NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hac Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Adam R.
Shartzer to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants DISH
Nehwork California Service Carporation, DISH Netwaork
Carporation, DISH Netwark LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC {Pro
Hac Vice Fee - §500 Fee P 27 , APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Michael J. Ballance ta Appear Pra Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, THSH Network Service,
L1 C (Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fe 28 . The following error(s)
wasiwere found: Proposed Order has not been flaltened and is
causing a corruption with the filing. {it) (Entered: 03/15/2023}

30

03/21/2023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Hearing an Order to Show Cause
re Consolidation from March 31, 2023 to Aprif 21, 2023 Re:
Minutes of in Chambers Order/Directive - ne proceeding held,,.
Sel/Reset Hearing,, 12 filed by Plainti{f Entropic Communications,
L1 C. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order on Joint Stipulation to
Request Continuance Goodrich, Christina} (Entered: 03/21/2023)

31

03/23/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Adaim R. Shartzer to Appear Pro Hac Vice on benalf of
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Carporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Netwark Service,
LLC 27 | APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Michael J.
Ballanco to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Deferndanis DISH
Network California Service Corporation, DISH Network
Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC 28
by Judge John W. Holcomb, THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT
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Proceeding Text

Source

ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 03/23/2023}

3z

(3/23/2023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION TO REQUEST
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING ON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
REGARDING CONSOLIDATION by Judge John W. Holcomb, re
Stipulation to Continue 30 . it is hereby ORDERED that the March
31, 2023, hearing on the Drder 1o Show Catise Regarding
Consolidation is CONTINUED from March 31, 2023, to April 21,
2023, at 9:00 a.m. 1T 18 SO ORDERED. {ef) {Entered:
03/23/2023)

33

(3/24/2023

Joint STIPULATION Extending Time to Answer the complaint as
1o All Defendants, re Complaint {Atiorney Civil Case Opening),, 1
filed by Defendants DISH Network Service, LLG, DISH Network
£1.C, DISH Network Corporation, DISH Network California Service
Corporation. {Attachiments; £ 1 Proposed Ordeni{Marchese,
Christophar {(Entered: 03/24/2023}

24

03/24/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Ruffin B, Cordell to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants DISH Network
California Service Corporation, DISH Netwaork Corporation, DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC {(Pro Hac Vice Fee -
500 Fee Pald, Receipt No. ACACDC-35018601) filed by
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service,
L1 C. {Aftachments: # 1 Proposad Order} (Marchese, Christopher}
{Entered: 03/24/2023)

35

(512772023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION FOR AN
ADDITIONAL 30-DAY EXTENSION OF TIME FOR
DEFENDANTS TO ANSWER OR OTHERWISE RESPOND TO
PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT by Judge John W. Holcomb 33 .
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC and Defendanis DISH
Network Corporation, BISH Network L.L.C,, Dish Network Sarvice
t.L.C., and DISH Network California Service Cosrporation
{Defendants) have filed a Joint Stipulation for an Additional 36-
Day Extension of Time for Defendants to Answer or Otherwise
Respond to Plaintiffs Complaint. Having cansidered the Parties
Joint Stipulation, and for good cause shown, it is hereby
ORDERED that the deadline for Defendants to answer or
otherwise respond to Plaintifs Complaint is EXTENDED up to
and including May &, 2023, {T 1S SO ORDERED. {1} (Entered:
(3/28/2023)

03/28/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Ruffin B. Cordell to Appear Fro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Nebtwork Corporation, DISH Netwaork LLC, DISH Nebwark Service,
LLC 34 by Judge John W, Holcomb, THERE {S NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 03/28/2023)

37

(3/28/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Altorney Richard A. Sterba o
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants DISH Network
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation. DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC {Fro Hac Vice Fee -
$500 Fee Pald, Receipt No. ACACDC-35037195) filed by
Defendants DISH Netwaork California Service Corporationt, DISH
Network Corporation, BISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service,
{1 C. {Attachments; # 1 Proposed Order} {(Marchese, Christophern
{Entered: 03/28/2023)

38

04/03/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attomey Richard A, Sterba to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behatlf of
Defendants DHSH Network Galifornia Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service,
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Source

LLC 37 by Judge John W. Holcomiy THERE IS NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOQCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 04/03/2023)

w
w

04/03/2023

MINUTE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING
APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL MASTER REGARDING
DISCOVERY DISPUTES {IN CHAMBERS) by Judge John W,
Holcomb. Thesa cases will likely generate a substantial number of
discovery disputes. For that reason, the Court is considering
appointing a Special Master to assist the Court in managing and
deciding discovery matters, and, therefore, i issues this order to
show cause {OSC). For the foregoing reasons, the Court hereby
ORDERS zas follows: 1. No later than April 14, 2023, the parties
are DIRECTED to respond 1o this OSC by each filing a statement
eithar consenting to the appointment of a Special Master for
discovery purposes or showing cause why a Special Master
should not be appainted. 2. A hearing on this OSC is SET for April
21, 2023, at 8:00 a.m. See minute order for details. (lom) Maodified
on 4/4/2023 {lomy). {Entered: 04/04/2023}

04/04/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Raiph A, Phillips to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants DISH Network
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee -
$506 Fee Paid, Receipt No. ACACDC-35077285) filed by
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Netwaork Service,
LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order) {Marchese, Christopher)
{Entered: 04/04/2023}

41

04/11/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Raiph A. Phillips to Appear Pro Hac Vica on behalf of
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network L1 C, THSH Network Service,
£L.C 40 by Judge John W. Holcomb. THERE 1S NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Enterad: 04/11/2023)

42

04/11/2023

(4/14/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Ashley A. Bolt o Appear
Pro Har Vice on behalf of Defendants DISH Netwark Catifornia
Service Corporation, DISH Nebtwork Corporation, DiSH Network
LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fes - $500 Fee
Paid, Receipt No. ACACDC-35118362) filed by Deferdants DISH
Netwaork California Service Corparation, DISH Netwark
Corporation, DISH Netwaork LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC.
{Attachiments: # 1 Proposad Crder) {Marchese, Christapher}
{(Entered: 04/11/2023)

STATEMENT JOINTLY SUBMITTED BY THE PARTIES IN
RESPONSE TO ORDER TG SHOW CAUSE RE APPOINTMENT
OF A SPECIAL MASTER filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC re: Minutes of in Chambers
Order/Diractive - no proceeding held,,.. Set/Reset Hearing.,, 39.
{Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 04/14/2023)

44

041772023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Ashley A. Bolt to Appear Pro Hac Vice on bahalf of
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DHSH Network Senrvice,
LLC 42 by Judge John W. Holcomb. THERE 1S NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 04/17/2023)

04/17/2023

Maotice OF INTERESTED PARTIES (LOCAL RULE 7.1-1)
(AMENDED:) filed by Plaintif Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Goadrich, Christina) (Entered: 04/17/2023)
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46

04/18/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attarney Peter
E Soskin counsel for Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
Adding Peter Soskin as counsel of record for Entropic
Communications, LLC for the reason indicated in the G-123
Notice. Filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attorney
Peter E Soskin added to party Entropic Communications,
LLC{pty:plap{Soskin, Peter} (Entered: 04/18/2023)

47

04/21/2023

MINUTE ORDER OF HEARING RE: ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
RE CONSOLIDATION held before Judge John W. Holcomb.
Counse! state their appearances. The Court confers with counsetl
regarding {he posture of the case. For the reasons stated on the
record, the parties are DIRECTED to meeat and confer regarding a
propased order pertaining to consolidation and the appointment of
Special Master. 1T 18 S0 ORDERED. Court Reporter: Debbie
Hino-Span. {(vi} (Entered: 04/24/2023)

48

04/24/2023

TRANSCRIFT ORDER as to Defendants DISH Network California
Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH Nehvork
{1 C, DISH Network Service, LLC for Court Reporter. Court will
contact Katherine Root at root@fr.com with further instructions
regarding this order. Transcript preparation will not begin until
payment has been satisfied with the court reporter, {Marchese,
Christopher) {Entered: (4/24/2023}

05/08/2023

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 1o Dismiss Case as to the
DISH Colorado Defendants for Improper Venue under Rule
12{b}{3} filed by Defendants DISH Network Corporation, DISH
Neftwork LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC. Motion set for hearing
on 67972023 at 09:00 AM before Judge John W, Holcomb.,
(Attachments: # 1 Memorandum of Points and Authorities, # 2
Declaration of Christopher 8. Marchese, # 3 Exhilsit 1, # 4 Exhibit
2, # 5 Exhibit 3, £ 6 Declaration of Dan Minnick, # 7 Proposed
Order} (Marchese, Chwistopher) {Entered: 05/08/2023)

50

05/0872023

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Counis Viand X
of the Complaint with Prejudice Under Rule 12{k){8}) and find US
Patent Nos. 10,257,566 and 8,228,810 Invalid under 35 U.8.C.
101 filed by Defendants DISH Network California Service
Corporation, DISH Nehwork Corporation, DHISH Network LLC,
DISH Network Service, LLC. Motion set for hearing on 8/9/2023 at
08:00 AM before Judge John W, Holcomb. {Attachments: # 1
Memarandum of Points and Authorities, # 2 Proposed Order)
{Marchese, Christopher) (Entered: 05/08/2023)

51

05/12/2023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Hearing on Motion to Disniiss for
tmproper Venua from June 8, 2023 to August 25, 2023 Re:
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Case as {o the
DiSH Colorado Defendants for imiproper Venue under Rule
12{b}{3} 48 filed by Plaintiff Entrople Communications, LLC.
{Aftachiments: # 1 Proposad Order on Joint Stipulation Re: Venue
Discovery and to Reguest Continuance of Hearing On Motion to
Dismiss for improper Venue}{Meggs, Connor} {Entered:
05{12i2023)

a2

05/14/2023

TRANSCRIPT for proceadings held on 4/21/2023 at 8:52 a.m.
“*Transcript may he viewad at the court public terminal or
purchased through Court Reporter DEBBIE HINO-SPAAN at
WEBSITE www.debbiehinospaan.com; E-mail,
dhinospaan@yahoo.com before the deadline for Release of
Transcript restriction. After that date, i may ba obtained from the
Court Reporter ar through PACER. Additional formats of the
transcript {ASCH, Condensed, and Word Indexing/Concordance)
are also available to be purchased at any time through the Court
Reporter. Netice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this
date.”" Redaction Reguest due 6/5/2023. Redacted Transcript
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Deadline set for 6/14/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set
for 8/14/2023. {(dhs} {Entered: 05/14/2023)

(511442023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIFT filed for proceedings
4/21/2023 at 8:59 a.m. re Transcript 52 THERE {S NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {dhs) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 05/14/2023)

5/16/2023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION by Judge John W.
Holocomb. The Joint Stipulation is GRANTED. Entrogic is permitied
o conduct venue discovery, consisting of, af most, two
depositions of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, one of which
wilt be of the deciarant in the DISH Colorado Motion. The normal
and customary Federal Rules of Civil Procedure covering
discaovery shalt apply. If Entropic provides a declaration in support
of its opposition to the Mation, then DISH Colorade shail be
permitied to conduct venue discovery related to the declaration,
and the Parties agree that in such event thay will negotiate a
further extension o the schedule as warranted. The Farlies’ venue
discovery will not count against the discovery limits as set forth
under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or any future discovery
order of the Court. The hearing on the DISH Colorado Motion
[ECF No. 48] is CONTINUED from June 9, 2023, o August 2D,
2023, at 8:00 a.m. Consistent with the propesed new hearing
date, Plaintiffs deadliine to oppose the DISH Calorado Motion is
CONTINUED to July 28, 2023, and DISH Colorados deadline to
file a reply is CONTINUED to August 11, 2023. 1T {8 80
ORDERED. {See document for further details) (i) (Entered:
05/17/2023)

0R/M7/2023

ORDER SETTING SCHEDULING CONFERENCE by Judge John
W. Holcomb. Scheduling Conference set for 6/30/2023 at .00 AM
before Judge John W, Holcomb. (cla) {(Entered: 05/17/2023)

05/17/2023

SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W,
Heolcomb: On its own motion, the Court CONTINUES the hearing
on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss [ECF No. 50} from June 9,
2023, at 3:00 a.m., to June 9, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. " TIME
CHANGE ONLY™* Additionaily, the Court SETS a Stafus
Conference on June 9, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. The parties are
DIRECTED fo file a Joint Status Report no later than Friday, May
26, 2023, that includes an update regarding the appcintment of a
Special Master and case consolidation. The parties are
DIRECTED!o appear in person in Courtraom 8D, op the 8th Floor
of the Ronald Reagan Federat Building and United Stales
Courthouse at 411 W. Fourth Sireet Santa Ana, CA 82701, 1T I8
SO ORDERED. THERE {S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY {Entered:
05/1712023)

a7

05/18/2023

Plaintiff Entrapic Communications’ Oppuosition to Defendants’ Rule
12{b}{A; Motion to Dismiss Under 35 U.S.C. 181 Opposition re:
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION io Dismiss Counts Viand X
of the Compiaint with Prejudice Under Rule 12{b3}{8} and find U8
Patent Nos, 10,257,568 and 8,228,810 invalid under 353 U.S.C.
101 50 filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 05/19/2023)

58

05/23/2023

Notice of Errata to Entropic’s Gpposition to DISH Rute 12{b}6)
Motion o Dismiss filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Entrapic’'s {(Corrected) Opposition to DISH Rule
12{b}{8} Motion to Dismiss){Goodrich, Christina) {Entered:
056/23:2023)

34

(56/2672023

STATUS REPORT re Consolidation and Appointment of Special
daster Prepared Jointly by All Parties filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Goodyich, Christina) {(Enterad:
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05/26/2023)

60

05/26/2023

REPLY in support NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to
Dismiss Counts Vi and X of the Complaint with Prejudice Under
Rule 12{b}8} and find US Patent Nos. 10,257,566 and 8,228,910
invalid under 35 U.8.C. 101 &0 filed by Defendants BISH
Network California Service Corporation, DISH Network
Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC.
{Marchese, Christopher) (Entered: 05/26/2023}

&1

05/26/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Reasident Attorney George C. Summerfield
to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC (Pro Hac Vice Fee - 3500 Fee Paid,
Reoceipt No. ACACDC-35393506) filed by Plaintiif Entrapic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)
{Goaodrich, Chyistina) (Entered: 05:26/2023)

053612023

STHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W,
Holcomb: On its own mation, the Court CONTINUES the hearing
on Defendant's Motion to Dismiss [ECF No. 30} and Status
Conference from June ©, 2023, at 11:00 a.m., to June 9, 2023, at
9:00 am. " TIME CHANGE ONLY™™ The parties are DIRECTED
o appear in person in Courtroam 80, on the 9th Floor of the
Ronald Reagan Federal Bulkding and United Siates Courthouse at
411 W, Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA 82701, 1T IS SO
ORDERED.THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSQCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY, (ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered:
056/30/2023)

A5/31/2023

(06/02/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney George C. Summertield to Appear Pro Hac Vice on
behalf of Plaintiif Entropic Communications, LLC 81 by Judge
John W, Holcomb, THERE S NO PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. (ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 05/31/2023}

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Aftorney Aaron Pirouznia to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defencanis DISH Network
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC (Pro Hac Vice Fee -
8500 Fee Pald, Raceipt No. ACACDC-35427031) filed by
Defendants DISH Network California Service Corporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service,
i1 C. {Aftachments: £ 1 Proposed Order} (Marchese, Christopher)
{Entered: 08/02/2023)

a6/056/2023

Joint STIPULATION for Order Reguest Continuance of
Schaduling Conference Date filed by Defendants DISH Network
Califarnia Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC. {Atfachments: # 1
Proposed Orderi{Marchese, Christopher} (Entered; 06/05/2023}

66

06/06/2023

ORDER RE SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING ON DEFENDANTS'
RILE 12{b}{6) MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER 356 USC SECTION
101 50 (IN CHAMBERS) by Judge John W, Haolcomb. For thase
reasons, it is hereby ORDERED as follows: Entropic is
DIRECTED to file a supplemental brief of no more than 15 pages
on of before June 16, 2023, In its supplemental brief, Entropic
shall; a. propose constructions for the fimitations "perform an
admission procedure”; “proke a communication link” andior "adapt
fransmission parameters”; and "packet aggregation module”
and/or forming an aggregate packet; and b. explain how the
proposed constructions affect the 101 eligibifity analysis, 2. DISH
is MRECTED 1o file a responsive brief of no mare than 15 pages
on of before June 23, 2023. in its responsive brief, DISH shall
provide arguments in support of its position that Entropic's
constructions do not change the 101 eligibility analysis. DISH
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shalf not propose counter-constructions; instead, the Court wilt
accepi Entropic's proposed constructions at the motion - to
dismisssiage. See Nat. Alternatives intl, inc. v. Creative
Compounds, LLC, 818 F.3d1338, 1343 {Fed. Cir, 2019).3. The
hearing on DISH's Motion is CONTINUED to June 30, 2023, at
8:00 a.m. 1T 18 SO ORDERED. {(SEE DOCUMENT FOR
FURTHER DETAILS} iyl} (Entered: 06/06/2023)

08/07/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Aaron Pirouznia to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants DISH Network California Service Carporation, DISH
Network Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Nebwork Service,
{1 C 84 by Judge John W, Holcomb. THERE {3 NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSQUIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 06/07/2023)

06/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION for Order to Appoint Special Master filed by
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Altachments: # 1
Affidavit of David M. Kevzer Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
S3{LYBKAY, # 2 Proposed OrderiGoeodrich, Christina} {(Entered:
06/08/2023)

69

06/08/2023

HEARING RE: STATUS CONFERENCE held before Judge John
W. Holcomb: The hearing on the Defendants’ Mation to Dismiss
Counts Vi and X of the Compiaint [ECF No. 50} is CONTINUED
from June 30, 2023, to July 21, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. The briefing
schedule for Defendants motion is EXTENDED as follows: The
deadiine for Plaintiff fo file its supptemental brief is EXTENDED to
June 286, 2023. The deadline for Defendant 1o file its responsive
brief is EXTENDED to July 7, 2023. The parties’ Joint Stipulation
for Continuance of the Scheduling Conference [ECF No. 85]is
APPROVED. The Scheduling Conferance is CONTINUED to July
21, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. {T 1S SC ORDERED. Court Reporter:
Debbie Hino-Span. (v} {Entered: 06/13/2023}

70

06/1372023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Defendants DISH Network California
Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH Network
LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC for Court Reporter. Court will
contact Katherine Root at root@fr.com with further instructions
regarding this order. Transoript preparation will not bagin until
payment has been satisfied with the court reporter. (Marchese,
Christopher (Entered: 06/13/2023}

71

06/26/2023

Suppiemental Brief in Support of Oppoesition re: NOTICE OF
MOTION AND MOTION to Dismiss Counts Vi and X of the
Complaint with Prejudice Under Rule 12{b)8) and find US Patent
Nos. 10,257,566 and 8,228,810 invalid under 35 U.S.C. 101 &0
filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1
Declaration of George Summerfield, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 Exbipit B, #
4 Exhibit C, # 5 Exhibit D, 8 Exhibit £, # 7 Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit
GYGoodrich, Christina) {Entered: (8/26/2023)

72

G7/05/2023

TRANSCRIPT for proceadings held on 6/8/2023 at 8:0% a.m.
“**Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through Court Reporter DEBBIE HINO-SPAAN at:
WEBSITE www.debbiehinospaarn.con E-mail,
dhincspaan@yahoo.com before the deadline for Release of
Transcript restriction. Affer that date, it may be obtained from the
Couit Reparter or through PACER. Additionat formats of the
transoript (ASCH, Condensed, and Word Indexing/Concordance)
are also available to be purchased at any time through the Court
Reporter. Notice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this
date.”* Redaction Reguast due 7/26/2023. Redacted Transcript
Deadline set for §/7/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set for
10/3/2023. {dhs} (Entered: 07/05/2023)
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73

07:05/2023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filad for proceadings 6/9/2023
at 9:05 a.m. re Transcript 72 THERE 1S NO FDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {dhs) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 07/05/2023)

74

07/05/2023

ORDER APPOINTING DAVID KEYZER, ESQ. AS SPECIAL
MASTER FOR DISCOVERY PURPOSES by Judge John W.
Holcomb, re Stipulation 68 : Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
S3{bX3IXA}, and good cause shown, it is hereby ORDERED as
foliows: 1. Appointment: The Court determines that the
appointment of David Keyzer, Esg. {the "Special Master”) is
appropriate under Rule 533(a}{1)(C) of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedursa 1o address prefrial matters that cannot be effectively
and timely addressed by an availlable district judge or magistrate
judge in this district. {see document for further details} (bm)
{Entered: 07/05/2023}

07:07/2023

RESPONSIVE BRIEF 1o Plaintiff's Supplemental Proposed
Constrictions Regarding Motion to Dismiss 35 U.8.C. Section 101
Eligibility Analysis re NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to
Dismiss Counts Vi and X of the Complaint with Prejudice Under
Rule 12(b)}8&) and find US Patent Nos. 10,257 566 and 8,228,910
fnvalid under 35 U.S.C. 101 30 filed by Defendants DISH
Network California Service Corporation, DISH Network
Corporation, DISH Netwark LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC.
{Marchese, Christopher) (Entered: 07/07/2023)

70772023

JOINT REPORT Rule 26{1) Discovery Plan ; estimated length of
irial € to 8 days, filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC..
{Goodrich, Christina} (Entered: 07/07/2023)

77

0710/2023

SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W.
Holcomb: On its cwn motion, the Court CONTINUES the hearing
on Defendant's Motion te Dismiss [ECF No. 50jand the
Scheduling Conference from Friday, July 21, 2023, at 3:00 am.,
to Wednesday, August 3, 2023, at 10:00 a.m. The parties are
DIRECTED to appear in person in Couttroont 8D, on the 8th Floor
of the Ronald Reagan Federal Building and United States
Courthouse at 411 W, Fourth Street Santa Ana, CAS2701.IT 1S
SO ORDERED. THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY . {cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered:
07HQ2023)

071212023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Hearing on DISH's Mation to
Dismiss from August 25, 2023 to September 15, 2023 Re:
Order,,,,. 56 filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.

{Attachiments: # 1 Proposad Order){Meggs. Connar) (Entared:
07/12/2023)

47113/2023

{IN CHAMBERS} ORDER by Judge John W. Holocomb: The Court
has reviewed the parties' Stipulation [ECF No. 78}, and if is hereby
APPROVED. {1} The hearing on DISH Colorada's Motion o
Dismiss for improper Venue (the "Motion"} {ECF No. 49]is
CONTINUED from August 25, 2023, 1o September 15, 2023, {2}
Caonsistent with the propased new hearing date, Entropic's
deadline to oppose the Motion is CONTINUED to August 18,
2023. {3) DISH Cclorada’s deadline {o file a reply is CONTINUED
io September 1, 2023, 1T 18 SO ORDERED.THERE IS NO PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT
ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 07/13/2023)

80

07/24/2023

Notice of Speciat Master Order No. SM-1 filed by Special Master
David M Keyzer. pursuant to July 5, 2023 appointment Order,
seiting spaciad master preliminary conference for July 26, 2023, at
12:00 P.M., by videoconference {Attachments: # 1 Special Master
Order No. SM-1)Keyzer, David) (Entered: (07/24/2023)
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07:26/2023

08/01/2023

Notice of Special Master Minutes filed by Special Master David M
Kevzer. minutes of preliminary conference conducted by the
special master on July 28, 2023, pursuant to the Court's July &,
2023 Order appointing special master (Attachments: # 1 Special
Master Minutes¥Keyzer, David) {Enterad: 07/26/24G23)

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Cassidy Young counse! for Plaintiff Entropic Conwnunications,
LLC. Adding Cassidy Young as counsel of record for Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC for the reason indicated in the G-
123 Notice. Filed by Plaintiff Entropic Commumnications, LLC,
{Attorney Cassidy Young added {0 party Entropic
Communications, LLC{pty:plaiXYoung, Cassidy} (Entered:
08/01/2023)

83

08/03/2023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Hearing On DISH's Motion to
Dismiss from Seplember 15, 2023 to Qetober 8, 2023 Re:
Order,,.,, 56 filed by Plaintiff Eniropic Communications, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Proposed Orderi{Goodrich, Christina) (Entered:
(81372023}

06/04/2023

{IN CHAMBERS) ORDER by Judge John W, Holocomb: The Court
has reviewed the parties’ Stipulation [ECF No. 83}, and it is haraby
APPRQOVED. {1) The hearing on DiSH Colorade's Motion to
Dismiss for Improper Venue (the "Motion™} {ECF No. 491 is
CONTINUED from September 15, 2023, to Oclober 8, 2023, at
9:00 a.m.; {2} Entrepic's deadline to oppose the Motion is
CONTINUED to September 5, 2023; and {3} DISH Colorada’s
deadiine to file a reply is CONTINUED to September 22, 2023, 1T
15 SO ORDERED.THERE IS NG PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. (cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 08/04:2023)

06/04/2023

08/08/2023

Notice of Special Master Order No. SM-2 filed by Special Master
David M Keyzer. regarding Discovery Bispute Resalution
Procedures {Attachments: # 1 Special Master Order No. SM-2 re
Discovery Dispute Resolution Procedures){Keyzer, David)
{Entered: 08/04/2023)

Naotice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Tavior Caldwell Burgener counsel for Defendants DISH Network
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, BDISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC, Adding Taylor C.
Burgener as counsel of record for Defendants DISH Netwaork
Corporation, et al. for the reason indicated in the G-123 Notica.
Filed by Defendanis DISH Network Corporation, et al.. (Attorney
Taylor Caldwell Burgener added to party DISH Network Califorpia
Service Corporation(pty:dit), Attorney Tayior Caldwell Burgener
added to party DISH Network Corporation{pty.dftj, Atarney Taylar
Caldwell Burgener added to party DISH Network LLC{pty:¢ft},
Attorney Taylor Caldwell Burgener added to parly DiSH Network
Service, LLC{pty:dft})Burgener, Tavlor) {Entered: 08/08/2023}

87

(8/39/2023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed Slides Presented at August 9, 2023
Hearing re Notice (Other), 58 {Young, Cassidy} {(Entered:
08/09/2023)

08/08/2023

HEARING RE: MOTION OF DEFENDANT DISH NETWORK
CORPORATIONS' TO DISMISS COUNTS VI AND X OF THE
COMPLAINT {ECF No. 50}, SCHEDULING CONFERENCE heid
before Judge John W. Holcomb. Counsel state thelr appearances.
Tha Court confers with counsel ragarding the Courts Tentative
Order and hears oral argument. For the reasons stated on the
record, the Court takes the miotion [ECF No. 5¢] under
submission. Also for the reasons stated in open couri, it is hereby
CORDERED as follows: Counsel are DIRECTED to meet and

confer forthwith regarding the Claim Ceonstruction Schedule. 2.
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The parties are DIRECTED to fite no later than August 18, 2023, a
Stipulation and Proposed Order setting a Claim Construction
Schedule. IT 1S 8O ORDERED. Court Reporter: Miriani Baird. {yh)
{Entered: 08/11/2023)

g2

08/09/2023

HEARING RE: MOTION OF DEFENDANT DISH NETWORK
CORPORATIONS TO DISMISS COUNTS vi AND X OF THE
COMPLAINT [ECF No. 50}, SCHEDULING CONFERENCE
Hearing held before Judge John W. Holcomb, For the reasons
stated on the record, the Court takes the motion [ECF No. 50}
under submission. Also for the reasons stated in open cowtt, itis
hereby ORDERED as follows: Counsetl are DIRECTED 1o mest
and confar forthwith regarding the Claim Construction Schedule.
The parties are DIRECTED to file no later than August 18, 2023, a
Stipulation and Proposed Order setting a Claim Copstruction
Schedule. IT {8 SO ORDERED Court Reporter: Mirlam Baird. (vl
{Entered: 08/11/2023)

85

08/10/2023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed Defendants' Demonstrative Slides
from the August 8, 2023 Hearing re NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTION to Dismiss Counts V] and X of the Complaint with
Prejudice Under Rule 12(b)8) and find US Patent Nos.
10,257,566 and 8,228,910 Invalid under 35 U.S.C. 161 30
{Attachments: # 1 Defendants' Demonstrative StidesXMarchese,
Christopher} {(Entered: 88/10:2023)

3%

08/10i2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Defendants DISH Netwark California
Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation, DISH Nebwork
LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC for Court Reporter. Court will
contact Katherine Root at root@ir.corn with further instructions
regarding this order. Transcript preparation will not begin until
payment has been satisfied with the court reporter. (Marchese,
Christopher) {Entered: 88/10/2023)

08/10/2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Plaintiff Entrapic Communications,
{1 C for Court Reporter. Court will contact Cassidy T. Young at
cassicdy. voung@kigates.cam with further insfructions regarding
this order. Transcript preparation will not begin untit payment has
been satisfied with the court reporter. {(Young, Cassidy) {Entered:
08/10/2023)

93

TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 8/3/23. Cotnrt
Reporter/Electronic Court Recorder; miriam baird, phone number
mvb11893@acl.com. Transcript may be viewed at the court public
ferminal or purchased through the Court ReporteriElectronic Court
Recorder before the deadline for Release of Transcript
Restriction. After that date it may be oblained through PACER.
Notice of intent to Redact due within 7 davs of this date.
Redaction Request due 8/8/2023. Redacted Transcript Deadline
set for 9/18/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set for
114116/2023. (Baird, Miriam) {Entered: 08/18/2023)

08/18/2023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filed for proceedings 8/9/23 re
Transcript 93 THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WHTH THIS ENTRY. (Baird, Miriam} TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 08/18/2023)

08/18/2023

STIPULATION for Order Setling Claim Construction Schedule
filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC, {Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order}Young, Cassidy) {Entered: 08/18/2023)

ag

08/21/2023

Naotice of Filing of Preliminary Amendment to 810 Patent filed by
Plaintiff Entroplc Communications, LLC re: Notice (Other), 58
{Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A} Young, Cassidy) {Entered:
08/21/2023)

08/21/2023

ORDER by Judge John W. Holcomb GRANTING Stipulation
Setting Claim Construction Schedule 85 as follows: Claim
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

Construction Haaring set for 8/17:2024 at 10:00 AM. (See
document for further information). (jp) (Entered: 08/22/2023)

a8

09/M05/2023

MEMORANDUM in Opposition to NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTION to Dismiss Case as to the DISH Calorade Defendants
for improper Venue under Rule 12{b}3) 48 filad by Plaintiff
Entrapic Communications, LLC. {Altachments: # 1 Declaration of
Christina N. Gooddrich, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit B, #4 Exhibit C, #
5 Exhibit D, # 6 Exhibit E, # 7 Exhibit F, # 8 Exhibit G, # 9 Exhibit
H, # 10 Exhibit i, # 11 Exhibit 4. # 12 Exhibit K, # 13 Exhibit L, #
14 Exhibit M, # 15 Exhibit N, # 16 Exhibit ©, # 17 Exhibit P, # 18
Exiibit @, # 10 Exhibit R, # 20 Exhibit S. # 21 Exhibit T, # 22
Exhibit U, # 23 Exhibit V, # 24 Exhibit W, # 25 Exhibit X, # 26
Exhibit ¥, # 27 Exhibit Z, # 28 Exhibit AA, # 22 Exhibit BB, # 30
Exhibit CC, # 31 Exhibit DD, # 32 Exhibit EE, # 33 Exhibit FF, # 34
Exnihit GGYYoung, Cassidy) (Entered: 08/05/2023)

g9

09/05/2023

APPLICATION to file document Opposition to Motion ta Dismiss
under seal filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Propased Order, # 2 Redacted Bocument
Memorandum in Opposition (o Motion to Dismiss, # 3 Redacted
Document Exhibit C, # 4 Redacted Document Exhibit D, # 5
Redacted Document Exhibit H, # 6 Redacted Document Exhibit J,
# 7 Redacted Document Exhibit K, # 8 Redacted Document
Exhihit L, # 9 Redacted Document Exhibit M, £ 10 Redacted
Document Exhibit N, # 11 Redacted Document Exhibit O, # 12
Redacted Daocument Exhibit ¥, # 13 Redacted Document Exhibit
Z, % 14 Redacted Document Exhibit BE, # 15 Redacted Document
Exhibit CC, # 16 Redacted Document Exhibit DD, # 17 Redacted
Document Exhibit GGXYoung, Cassidy} (Entered; 02/05/2023}

100

09/05/2023

SEALED DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION 1o file
document Opposition to Motion to Dismiss under seal 92 filed by
Plaintiff Entraplc Communications, LLC. (Altachments: # 1
Unredacted Document Memarandum in Opposition to Maotion to
Dismiss, # 2 Unredacted Document Exhibit C, # 3 Unredacted
Dooument Exhibit B, # 4 Unredacted Document Exhibit H, #5&
Unredacted Document Exhibit J, # 6 Unredacted Document
Exhibit K, # 7 Unredacted Document Exhibit L, # 8 Unredacted
Document Exhibit M, # @ Unredacted Document Exhibit N, # 10
Unredactad Document Exhibit G, # 11 Unredacied Document
Exhibit ¥, # 12 Unredacted Document Exhibit Z, # 13 Unredacted
Document Exhibit 88, # 14 Unredacied Document Exhibit CC, #
15 Unredacted Document Exhibit DD, # 16 Unredacted Document
Exhibit GG, # 17 Proof of Service}Youny, Cassidy) (Enterec:
08/05/2023)

101

{0/06/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
John-Paul Fryckman counsel for Defendants DISH Netwerk
California Service Corporation, DISH Network Corporation. BISH
Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC. Adding John-Paui
Fryckman as counsel of record for Defendants DISH Network
Carparation, et al. for the reasan indicated in the G-123 Notice.
Filed by Defendants DISH Metwork Corporation, et al.. (Attorney
John-Paul Fryckman added 1o party DiSH Netwark California
Service Corporation{pty:dit}. Attorney John-Paul Fryckman added
ta party DISH Network Carparation{pty:dft), Attorney John-Patd
Fryckiman addead to party DISH Network LLC{pty:dft), Attornay
John-Paul Fryckman added to party DISH Netwark Service,
LLC{pty: dftiy{Fryvckman, John-Paul) (Entered: 09/06/2023}

09/08/2023

ORDER GRANTING ENTROPIC'S APPLICATION TO FILE
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER SEAL 99 by
Judge John W. Holcomb. Having considered Plaintiff Eniropic
Communications, LLCs {"Entropic” or "Plaintiff"} Application for an
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# Date Proceeding Text Source

order to file Entropic’s Opposition to DISH's Motion to Dismiss
under seal, which discusses the contents of documents
designated as confidentiat and/or attorneys eyes only by DISH,
and a sufficient showing having been made under Local Rule 79-8
o permit filing under seal, it is hereby ORDERED as fallows: The
Application is GRANTED. Entropic shall file under seal the
unredacted documents as follows: (See documnent for further
details) (v} {Entered: §9/07/2023)

103 09/06/2023 ORDER ON DiSH DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO DISMISS
UNDER 35 U.8.C, 101 [ECF No, 50 by Judge John W. Holcomb.
For the foregoing reasons, the Court herehy ORDERS as follows:
DiSH's instant Motion 1o dismiss is GRANTED. Counts Vi
(infringement of the ‘568 Patent) and X {infringement of the ‘810
Patent) of the Complaint are DISMISSED without leave to amend.
T 1S SO ORDERED. (See document for further detalls) (i)
{Entered: 09/07/2023)

104 091272023 NOTICE of Appearance filed by attorney Matthew C Bernsiein on
behalf of Defandants DISH Network Carparation, DISH Natwark
LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC {Altorney Matthew C Bernstein
added to party DISH Network Corporation{pty.¢ft), Attorney
datthew C Bernstein added {o party DISH Network LLC{pty:dfty,
Aftorney Ratthew C Bernstein added o party DISH Network
Service, LLC{ptyv:dft}}{Bemslein, Matthaw) (Entered: 08/12/2023}

105 08/12/2023 APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Amanda Tessar {o
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defencants DISH Network
Corporation, DISH Network LLC, DISH Network Service, LLC (Pro
Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Pakd, Receipt No. ACACDC-36025131)
filted by Defendant DISH Network Corporation, DISH Network
{1, DISH Network Service, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed
Order} (Bernstein, Matthew) (Entered: 08/12/2023)

Patents

Number Title lssued Class Subclass

7,084,249 Network interface device and hroadband focal 09/2272009 725 78
area network using coaxial cable

7,889,758 Broadband cable network utilizing common bit- 02/15/20M1 370 185
loading

8,228,910 Aggregating network packets for ransmission toa  §7/24/2012 370 388
destination node

8,320,566 Methad and apparatus for performing constellation 117272012 380 268
scrambling in a nultimedia home network

8,363,681 Method and apparatus for using ranging 01/28/2013 370 50¢
measurements in a multimedia home network

9,838,213 Parameterized quality of service architecture in a 12/05/2017 1 1
network

13,257,566 Broadband tocal area netwark 04/08/2019 1 1

10,432,422 Parameterized guality of service architecture in a 10/01/2019 1 1
network
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1J8 Fed News
September 28, 2009 Monday 2:56 PM EST

Copyright 2008 HT Media Lid. All Righis Reserved
Length: 191 words
Dateline: ALEXANDRIA, Va.

Body

ALEXANDRIA, Va., Sept. 28 -- lizhak Gurantz, Anton Monk, Brett Bernath and Magnus Berggren, aill from San
Diego, and Ladd ElWardani of La Jolla, Calif., have developed a network interface devize, The inventors were
issued U.S. Patent No. 7,594,249 on Sept. 22.

The patent has beep assigned to Entropic Communications Inc., San Diego.

According to the abstract released by the U.8. Paterd & Trademark Office: "A local area network uses coaxial cable
witing for interconnection of lerminal devices. A frequency sslactive network inferface device is placed at the
building point of entry or another point in the wiring to reflect network signals transmitted by terminal devices back
into the building distribution to be recelved by nther terminal devices. By reflecting network upstream signals back
into the building as downstream signals, the network interface provides a path for terminal devices to tranamit to
and receive from other terminal devices."

The original application was filed on July 21, 2001, For maore mrormat jon about US Fed News contract awards
please contact: Sarabijit Jagirdar, US Fed News, Email:- Hig

For any qtery wz'h respect tQ tms article or any other conlent requirementi, please contact Editor at

Load-Date: December 10, 2008
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1J8 Fed News
September 28, 2009 Monday 2:56 PM EST

Copyright 2008 HT Media Lid. All Righis Reserved
Length: 108 words
Dateline: ALEXANDRIA, Va.

Body

ALEXANDRIA, Va., Sept. 28 -- YAPPA CORPORATION, Tokyo, has been issued the trademark YAPPA (Reg. No
3886177; International Reg. No 0960100} by the USPTO,

The trademark application (serial number 79052359} was filed on June 18, 2007 and was registerad on Sept. 22,

The description of the mark registared is "Color is not claimed as a feature of the mark”.

The goods & services for which registration was sought are "Arcade video games for use with an external display
screen or monitor; portable radios and intercoms”, For more information about US Fed News trademarks please
contact: Sarabijit Jagirdar, US Fed News, Email: g

38 X WY
S §33

For amy query

oL

with respect to this article or any other content requiremeni, please contact Editor at
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US District Court Docket
United States District Court, California Central

{Western Division - Los Angeles)

This case was retrieved on U8,

Header

Case Number: 2:23cv 1647

Date Filed: 02/10/2023

Assigned To: Judge John W. Holoomb
Referred To: Magisirate Judge Karen E. Scott
Nature of Suit: Patent (830)

Cause: Patent Infringement

Lead Docket: None

Other Docket: 2:22cvQ7775

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Class Code: Open
Statute: 35:271

Jury Demand; Plaintiff
Demand Amount: &3
NOS Description: Patent

Participants
Litigants Attorneys
Entropic Communications, LLC Christina N. Goodrich
Plaintiff LEAD ATTORNEY.ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Page 725 of 849

Kandt Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Christina. Goodrich@klgates.Com

Cassidy Young

ATTORNMNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kand L Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, 8th Ficor
Los Angales, CA 90087

USA

310-552-5058 Fax: 310-552-6001
Email:Cassidy . Young@kigates.Com

Connor James Meggs

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

KandL Gates LLP

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard 8th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-552-5000 Fax: 310-552-5001
Email:Connor Meggs@kigates.Com
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Litigants Attorneys

Dartene F. Ghavimi

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

2801 Via Fortuna, Suite 850

Austin, TX 7874€

USA

512-482-6813 Fax: 512-482-6859
Email:Darlene.Ghavimi@kigates.Com

George C. Summerfield

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

70 West Madison Street, Suite 3100

Chieago, {L 80602

USA

312-807-4375 Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:George. Summerfield@hkigates.Com

James A, Shimota

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates LLP

70 West Madison Street, Suite 3100

Chicago, iL 60602

USA

312-807-4292 Fax: 312-827-8000
Email:Jim.Shimota@kigates.Cam

Kenneth Bridges

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Bridges {P Consuiting

2113 18th Avenue S

Nashville, TN 37212

USA

6815-873-2478 Email:Bridgesip@icloud.Com

Peter E. Soskin

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
KandL Gates L1 P

4 Embarcadere Center, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94111

LISA

415-882-8200 Fax: 415-8582-8220
Email:Peter Soskin@klgates.Com

Cox Communications, Inc. Mitchell 3. Stockweli
Defendant LEAD ATTORNEY;PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE
NOTICED

Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP
1100 Peachtree Street, Suite 2800

Altanta, GA 30308-4530

USA

404-815-6214 Fax: 404-541-3433
Email:Mstockweli@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Aprit Elizabeth isaacson

ATTORNEY TC BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP
2 Embarcadero Center, Suite 1800
San Francisco, CA 94111

USA
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Attorneys

Coxcont, LLC
Defendant
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415-273-8306 Fax: 415-354-3518¢
Email:Aisaacson@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Christopher S. Leah

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachtree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Attanta, GA 30309

USA

404-815-8081 Faux: 404-541-4664
Email:Cleah@kilpatrickiownsend.Com

Courtney 5. Dabbiere

PRGC HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachiree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Atlanta, GA 30309

USA

404-815-8027 Fax; 404-541-4757
Email:Cdabbiere@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Michael J. Turton

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP

1100 Peachitree Street Ne, Suite 280¢

Atlanta, GA 30309

USA

404-815-6081 Fax: 404-541-3250
Email:Mturton@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Rishi Gupta

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP

1801 Century Park East, Suite 2300

Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-777-3733 Email:Rgupta@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Sarah Y Kanwan

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kiipatrick Townsend

1801 Century Park East Suite 2300

Los Angales, CA 20067

USA

318-310-7015 Fax: 310-861-0327
Email:Skamran@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Vaibhav P. Kadaba

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kiipatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP

1100 Peachiree Streel Ne, Suite 28C0

Altanta, GA 30308

USA

404-532-6859 Fax: 404-541-3258
Email:Wkadaba@kilpatricktownsend.Com
Mitchelt G. Stockwell

LEAD ATTORNEY;PRQO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE
NOTICED

Kiipatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP
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Litigants Attorneys

1100 Peachiree Street, Suite 2800

Altanta, GA 30303-4530

USA

404-815-6214 Fax: 404-541-3403
Email:Mstockwall@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Aprit Efizabeth isaacson

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kiipatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

2 Embarcadero Center, Suite 1800

San Francisco, CA 94111

USA

415-373-8306 Fax: 415-354-3519

Email: Alsaacson@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Christopher S, Leah

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachtree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Atlanta, GA 30308

USA

404-815-6081 Fax: 404-541-4664
Email:Cleah@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Courtnay 8. Dabbiere

PR HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachtree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Attanta, GA 30309

USA

404-815-8027 Fax; 404-541-4757
Email:Cdabbiere@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Michael J. Turton

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachlree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Aflanta, GA 30308

USA

404-815-6061 Fax: 404-541-3250
Emait:Mturton@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Rishi Gupta

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1801 Century Park East, Suite 2300

Los Angeles, CA 80067

USA

310-777-3733 Email:Rgupta@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Sarah Y Kamyan

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kilpatrick Townsend

1881 Century Park East Suite 2380

Los Angeles, CA 90087

LUSA

310-310-7015 Fax: 310-861-0327
Email:Skamran@kiipatricklownsend.Com
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Litigants Attorneys

Vaibhay P. Kadaba

PRO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kiipatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP

1100 Peachiree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Attanta, GA 30308

LISA

404-532-6059 Fax: 404-541-3258
Email:Wkadaba@kilpatrickiownsend.Com

Cox Communications California, LLC Mitchell . Stockwel
Defendant LEAD ATTORNEY;PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO 8E
NOTICED

Kiipatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP
1100 Peachtres Street, Suite 2800

Alianta, GA 30308-4530

USA

404-815-6214 Fax: 404-541-3403
Email:Mstockwall@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Aprit Elizabeth isaacson

ATTORNEY 7O BE NOTICED

Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

2 Embarcadero Center, Suite 1500

San Francisco, CA 94111

USA

415-273-8306 Fax: 415-354-3519
Email:Alsaacson@kilpatricktownsend Com

Christopher S, Leah

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachiree Sireet Ne, Suite 2800

Atfanta, GA 30308

USA

404-815-6081 Fax: 404-541-4664
Email:Cleah@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Courtney S, Dabbiere

PRO HAC VICE;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP

1100 Peachtree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Atfanta, GA 30309

USA

404-815-8027 Fax; 404-541-4757
Emait:Cdabhiere@kilpatricktownsend. Com

Michael J. Turton

PRO HAC VICEATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Kilpatrick Townsend and Stockton LLP

1100 Peachtree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Atlanta, GA 30309

USA

404-815-8061 Fax: 404-541-3250
Emait:Mturton@iilpatricktownsend.Com

Rishi Gupta
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kitpatrick Townsend and Stockion LLP
1801 Century Park East, Suite 2300
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Litigants

Attorneys

David M Keyzer
Special Master

Proceedings

Los Angeles, CA 90087
USA

3QG-777-3733 EmailRguptag@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Sarah Y Kamran
ATTORNEY TG BE NOTICED
Kiipatrick Townsend

1801 Century Park East Suite 2300

Los Angeles, CA BODGTY
Usa

310-310-7015 Fax: 310-861-0327

Email:Skamran@kilpatrickiownsend.Com

Vaibhav P. Kadaba

PRQO HAC VICE:ATTORNEY TO BE NQTICED
Kiipatrick Townsend and Stockion LLFP
1100 Peachiree Street Ne, Suite 2800

Atlanta, GA 3030¢
UsaA

4(4-532-695¢ Fax: 404-541-3258

EmailWkadaba@kilpatricktownsend.Com

Davig Keyzer

LEAD ATTORNEY;ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Law Office of David Keyzer PC
5170 Golden Foothili Farkway
El Dorado Hills, CA 85762
LUSA

918-243-5259 Fax: 916-404-0436

Email:David@keyzerlaw.Com

# Date

Proceeding Text

Source

1 02/10/2023

COMPLAINT Receipt No: ACACDC-34782779 - Fee: §402, filad
by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C, # 4 Exhibit D, # 5 Exhibit E,
# 6 Exhibit F, # 7 Exhibit G, # 8 Exhibit H, # 9 Exbibit {, # 10
Exhibit J. # 11 Exhibit K, # 12 Exhibit L, # 13 Exhibit M, # 14
Exhibit N, # 15 Exhibit O, # 16 Exhibit P, # 17 Exhibit Q, £ 18
Exiihit R, # 19 Exhibit S, # 20 Exhibit T, # 21 Exbhibit U, # 22
Exhibit V, # 23 Exhibit W, # 24 Exhibit X, # 25 Exhibit Y) {Allarney
Christina N. Goodrich added to party Entropic Communications,
L1 Cipty:plaiiGoaodrich, Chiistina) {Entered: 02110/2023)

2 02/10/2023

CiVIL COVER SHEET filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
L1 C. {Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 02/10/2023)

3 0211072023

Request for Clerk to fsaue Summons on Camplaint {Aftorney Civil
Case Opaning),, 1 filed by Plaintiif Entropic Communications,
LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposad Sumimons to CoxCom, LLC, #2
Proposed Summons to Cox Communications California,
LLCYGoodrich, Christina) {Entered: 02/10/2023)

4 4210/2023

Certification and NOTICE of interested Parties filed by Plainti§
Entropic Communications, LLC, {Goodrich, Christina} {Entered:
02/10/2023)

5 0211072023

NOTICE of Related Case{s] filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. Related Case(s): 2:23-cv-01043
{Goodrich, Christina} (Entered: 02/10/2023)
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

02:10/2023

REPORT ON THE FILING OF AN ACTION Regatding a Patent of
a Trademark (initial Notification) filed by Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Gondrich, Christina} {Entered:
02/10/2023)

02/14/2023

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT io District Judge Dolly M. Gee and
Magisirate Judge Douglas F. McCormick. {et} {Entered:
(02i14/2023)

021412023

NOTICE TO PARTIES OF COURT-DIRECTED ADR PROGRAM
fited. {et} (Entered: 02/14/2023}

02/1472023

Notice to Counsel Re Consent to Proceed Before a United States
dMagistrate Judge. {et) (Entered: 02/14/2023)

02/14/2023

21 DAY Summons Issued re Complaint {Attormney Civil Case
Opening} 1 as to Defendant Cox Communications, inc. {et)
{Entered: 02/14;2023)

11

{42/14/2023

21 DAY Sumimons {ssuad re Compiaint {Attorney Civil Case
Opening} 1 as to Defendant CaxCom, LLC. (et} {Entered:
02/14/2023)

12

02/14/2023

21 DAY Summons issuad re Complaint {Attorney Civil Case
Opening) 1 as to Defendant Cox Communications California, LLC,
{et} (Enterad: D2/14/2623)

02/14/2023

NOTICE OF PRO HAC VICE APPLICATION DUE for Non-
Residgent Attomey Darlene F. Ghavimi on behalf of Plaintiff. A
document recently filed in this case lists you as an put-of-state
attorney of record. However, the Court has not been able to locate
any record that you are admitted {o the Bar of this Court, and vou
have not filed an application to appear Pro Hac Vice in this case.
Accordingly, within § business days of the date of this notice, you
must either {1} have vour local counsel file an application to
appear Pro Hac Viee (Form G-84) and pay the applicable fee, or
{2} completa the next section of this form and return i to the court
at cacd_sttyadm@cacd.uscourts.gov. You have been removed as
counsel of record from the docket in this case, and you will nat be
added back to the docket untll your Pro Hae Vice status has been
resobved, {el} {Entered: 02/14/2023)

14

02:14/2023

NOTICE OF PRO HAC VICE APPLICATION DUE for Non-
Resident Attorney George C Summerfield on behalf of Plaintiff, A
document recently filed in this case {ists you as an out-of-state
attorney of record. However, the Court has not been able to locate
any recard that you are admitted fo the Bar of this Court, and you
have hot flled an application to appear Pro Hac Vice in this case.
Accardingly, within 5 business days of the date of this naotice, you
must either (1) have vour local counsel file an application to
appear Pro Hac Vice {Form G-64} and pay the applicable fee, or
{2} compiate the next section of this form and refum # o the court
at cacd_attyadm@oacd . uscourts.gov. You have been removed as
counsel of record from the docket in this case, and you will not be
added back o the docket until your Pro Hao Vice staius has been
resofved, {et} (Enterad: 02/14/2023}

02/14/2023

NOTICE OF PRO HAC VICE APPLICATION DUE for Non-
Resident Attorney James A. Shimota on behalf of Plaintiff. A
document recently filed in this case lists you as an out-of-siate
attorney of record. However, the Court has not been able to locate
any record that you are admitted to the Bar of this Cowrt, and vou
have not filed an application {o appear Pro Hac Vice in this case.
Acoordingly, within & business days of the date of this notice, you
must either {1) have your local counsel file an application fo
appear Pro Hac Vice (Fortn G-64) and pay the applicable fee, or
(23 camplete the next section of this form and returp it to the court
at cacd_attvadm@ocacd.uscouris.gov. You have breen removed as
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counset of recard from the docket in this case, and vou will not be
added back o the docket until vour Pro Hac Vice status has been
resofved. {et} (Enterad: 02/14/2023}

16

02/16/2023

ORDER RE TRANSFER PURSUANT TO GENERAL ORDER 21-
01-Related Case- filed. Related Case No: 2:22-¢v-07775
JWH(JEMX). Case transferred from Judge Dolly M. Gee and
dlagistrate Judge Douglas F. McCaormick to Judge John W,
Holcomb and Magistrate Judge Karen E. Scott for all further
proceedings. The case number will now reflect the initials of the
fransferes Judge 2:23-cv-01047 JWH{KESX}. Signed by Judge
John W, Helcomb () (Entered: 02/16/2023)

02/21:2023

MINUTE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING
CONSOLIDATION (IN CHAMBERS) by Judge John W. Holcomb.
The Court ORDERS the parties to show cause why these three
cases- Nos. 2:23-cv-01043-JWH-KES, 2:23-cv-01047-JWH-KES,
and 2:23-cv-01048-JWH-KES, should not be cansolidated for
pretrial purposes in view of the overlap in subject matter. The
parties are DIRECTED 1o file no later than March 10, 2023, a joint
response detailing their collective or respective positions
regarding pretrial consotidation. A hearing on this Order to Show
Cause is SET for March 31, 2023, at 8:00 a.m. in Courtroom 8D of
the Ronald Reagan Federal Building and .S, Courthouse, 411
W, 4th Sireet, Santa Ana, California. IT 1S SO ORDERED. {y}} (yI)
(Entered: 02/22/2023)

18

02/2372023

STANDING ORDER by Judge John W, Haolcomb. {cla) {Entered:
02/23/2023)

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant Cox Communications,
inc. served on 2/15/2023, answer due 3/8/2023. Searvice of the
Summans and Complaint were executed upon Lynanne Gares,
Managing Agent, Corporation Service Company in campliance
with Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by service on a domestic
corporation, unincorporated association, or public entity Original
Summons NOT returned. {(Goodrich, Christina) (Entered:
02/23/2023)

20

02/23/2023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant CoxCom, LLC served on
21872023, answer due 3/9/2023. Service of the Summans and
Complaint were executed upon Trudy Desbiens, CS8C Authorized
Agent in compliance with Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by
service on a domestic corporation, unincorporated association, or
public entity. Original Sumimons NOT returned. {Goocrich,
Christing) (Entered: 02/23/2023)

21

0212312023

PROOF OF SERVICE Executed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, upon Defendant Cox Commiunications
California, LLC served on 2/16/2023, answer due 3/9/2023.
Service of the Summons and Complaint were executed upon
Trudy Desbiens, CSC Authorized Agent in compliance with
Federal Rules of Civit Frocedure by service on a domestio
corporation, unincorporated association, or public entity. Original
Summaons NOT returned. {Goaodrich, Christina} {Entered:
02/23/2023)

03/47/2023

NOTICE of Appearance filed by attomey Aprit Elizabeth {saacson
on behalf of Defendants Cox Commmiunications Califarnia, LLC,
Cox Cornmunications, Inc., CoxCormn, LLC {Attorney April
Elizaheth Isaacson added to party Cox Communications
California, LLC(pty:dit), Attorney Aprif Elizabeth {saacson added to
party Cox Communications, inc.(phy:dit}, Attorney April Elizabeth
{saacson added o party CoxCam, LLC{pty.dft}}{Isaacson, April)
{Entered: 03/07/2023}
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Dk

03:07/2023

NOTICE of Appearance filed by attormney Rishi Gupta on behalf of
Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC (Attornay Rishi Gupta added
i party Cox Communications California, LLC{pty:dfl), Atlorney
Rishi Gupta added to party Cox Communications, Inc.{pty:cff),
Attorney Rishi Gupta added to party CoxCom,

LL C{pty:dity){Gupta, Rishi) (Entered: 03/07/2023)

24

03/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION Extending Time 1o Answer the complaint as
to Cox Comnwinications, inc. answer now due 4/7/2023, re
Complaint (Attorney Civil Case Opening),, 1 filed by Flaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC.{Goodrich, Christina) (Entered:
03/08/2023)

25

03/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION Extending Time to Answer the complaint as
to CoxCom, LLC answer now due 4/8/2023, re Complaint
{Attorney Civil Case Opening),, 1 filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC.{Goaodrich, Christina) (Entered: 03/08/2023)

28

03/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION Extending Time to Answer the caomplaint as
o Cox Communications California, LLC answer now due
4/8/2023, re Complaint (Attorney Civil Case Opening),, 1 filed by
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.{Goodrich, Christing}
{Entered: 03/08/2023)

27

{3/10/2023

RESPONSE filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LELCto
Minutes of in Chambers Order/Directive - no proceeding held,,.
SetiReset Hearing,, 17 - JOINT RESPONSE TG OSC RE

CONSOLIDATION {Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 03/10/2023)

28

{3/16/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Miichell G. Stockwell to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCam, LLC (Pro Hac Vice Fee - 8500 Fee Paid, Recaipt No.
ACACDC-34966605) filed by Defendants Cox Communications
California, LLC, Cox Comtnunications, Inc., CoxCom, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Certificate of Good Standing - GA State Bar, #2
Prapased Order Proposed Order (Attorney Mitchell G Stockwell
added to party Cox Communications California, LLC{pty.dft},
Attorney Mitcheli G Stackweall added to party Cox
Communications, Inc.{pty:dft}, Attorney Mitchell G Stockwell
added to party CoxComn, LLG{pty:dft}) (Stockwell, Mitchelt)
{Entered: 03/16/2023}

28

03/16/2023

NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hac Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attormey Mitchell
. Siockwell 1o Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCom, LLC {(Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-34366605) 28 . The following error{s) was/were found:
Local Rule 5-4.3.4 Application not hand-signed. Other error{s) with
document{s} Please note that electranic, image or stamp
signatures are not allowed for either applicant or local counsell
See Instructions for Applicants (1). (Ity (Entered: 03/16/2023)

03/20/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Mitcheli G. Stockwell to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf
of Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, ing., CoxCom, LLC 28 by Judge John W.
Holocomb. THERE {S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 03/20/2023}

31

03/2172023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Heating on Order to Show Cause
re Consclidation from March 31, 2023 to April 21, 2023 Re:
Minutes of in Chambers OrderfDirective - no proceading held,,,
SetiReset Hearing,, 17 filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
{1 C. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order an Joint Stipulation to
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Reguest Caontinuance}Goodrich, Chiistina} {Entered: 03/21/2023}

3z

03/23/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Michael J. Turion to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants Cox
Commurnications California, LLC. Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCom, LLC {Prc Hac Vica Fee - 8500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-35006987) filed by Defendants Cox Communications
Califorrda, LLC, Cox Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Certificate of Good Standing - GA State Bar, #2
Certificate of Good Standing - TX State Bar, £ 3 Proposed Order
Praposed Order} (Attorney Michael J. Turton added to party Cox
Communications California, LLC{pty:dft}, Allomey Michael J.
Turton added to panty Cox Communications, inc.{ply:dft}, Attormey
Michael J. Turton added to party CoxCom, LLC{pty:dft)) {Turton,
fichael} (Entered: 03/23/2023}

03/23/2023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION TO REQUEST
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING ON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
REGARDING CONSOLIDATION by Judge John W. Holcomib, e
Stipulation to Continug 31 . i is hereby ORDERED that the March
31, 2023, hearing on the Order 1o Show Cause Regarding
Consolidation is CONTINUED from March 31, 2023, to April 21,
2023, at 8:00 a.m. 1T 18 SO ORDERED. (et} {Entered:
03/23/2023)

34

03/28/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attomey Vaibhav P. Kadaha (o
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCom, LLC (Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-35031682) filed by Defendants Cox Communications
California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Certificate of Good Standing - GA State Bar, #2
Proposed Order Proposed Order) {Attomey Vaibhav P Kadaba
added to party Cox Communications Califarnia, LLC{pty:dit},
Attorney Vaibhay P Kadaba added to party Cox Communications,
inc.(pty:dft), Aftorney Vaibhav P Kadaba added fo party CoxCom,
LLC{pty:dfty; (Kadaba, Vaibhav} {Entered; 03/28/2023)

a5

03/28/2023

(3/28/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Christopher S. Leah to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Defendants Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCom, LLC {Pro Hac Vica Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-35034958) filed by Defendants Cox Communications
Califorrda, LLC, Cox Communications, Inc.. CoxCom, LLC.
{Attachments: # 1 Cerlificate of Good Standing - GA State Bar, #2
Proposad Order Proposed Crder) {Gupta, Rishi} {Entered:
03/28i2023)

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Michael J. Turton to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, Inc., CoxCom, LLC 32 ; APPLICATION of Nen-
Resident Attorney Vaibhav P. Kadaba to Appear Pro Hac Vice on
behalf of Defendants Cox Communications Californig, LLC, Cox
Communications, Inc., CoxCam, LLC 34 ; APPLICATION of Non-
Resident Attornev Christophar S. Leah to Appear Pro Hac Vice on
behalf of Defendants Cox Conmunications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLO 35 by Judge John W.
Holcomb. THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WiTH
THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY {Entered: 03/28/2023)

03/31/2023

Joint STIPULATION for Extension of Time to File Answer to May
B, 2823 re Complaint {Attorney Civil Case Upening).. 1 filad by
Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC. {(Altachments: # 1 Proposed
Order¥lsaacson, April} {(Entered: 03/31/2023}
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38

03/31/2023

NOTICE of Appearance filed by attormney Sarah ¥ Kamran on
behalf of Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC (Attormey Sarah Y Kamran
added to party Cox Communications California, LLC{pty.dft),
Attorney Sarah Y Kamiran added te garty Cox Communications,
inc.(pty.dff), Attorney Sarah Y Kamran added to party CoxCom,
LL C{pty:dity){Kamran, Sarah) (Entered: 03/31/2023)

40

04/03/2023

MINUTE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING
APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL MASTER REGARDING
DISCOVERY DISPUTES {IN CHAMBERS) by Judge John W,
Holcomb. These cases will likely generate a substantial number of
discovery disputes. For that reason, the Court is consideting
appolinting a Special Master to assist the Court in managing and
deciding discovery matters, and, therefore, it issues this order to
show cause {OSC). For the foregoing reasons, the Court hereby
ORDERS as follows: 1. No later than April 14, 2023, the parties
are DIRECTED to respond to this OSC by each filing a statement
either consenting to the appeointment of a Special Master for
discovery purposes or showing cause why a Special Master
should not be appointed. 2. A hearing on this OSC is SET for April
21, 2023, at 8:00 a.m. See minute order for details. (fom}
{Entered: 04/04/2023)

39

04/04/2023

ORDER GRANTING JOINT STIPULATION FOR AN
ADDITIONAL 30-DAY EXTENSION OF TIME FOR
DEFENDANTS TO ANSWER OR OTHERWISE RESPOND TO
PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT 37 by Judge John W. Holcomb. itis
hereby ORDERED that the deadline for Defendants to answer or
otherwise respond 16 Plaintiff's Complaint is EXTENDED up {o
and including May 8, 2023, {lom} {(Enlered: (4/04/2023)

41

04/07/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attomey Courtney S. Dabbiere to
Appear Pra Hac Vice on behalf of Deferdants Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCam. LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid, Receipt No.
ACACDC-35100060) filed by Defendants Cox Communications
California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc., CoxCorm, LLC,
{Attachments: # 1 Certificate of Good Standing - GA State Bar, # 2
Propased Order} {Gupta, Rishi) (Entered: 04/07/2023)

42

04/11/2023

(4/14/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney Courtney 8. Dabbiere to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf
of Dafendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Commurnications, inc., CoxCom, LLC 41 by Judge John W.
Holcomb. THERE {S NC PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {(cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 04/11/2023}

STATEMENT JOINTLY SUBMITTED BY THE PARTIES IN
RESPONSE TO ORDER TG SHOW CAUSE RE APPOINTMENT
OF A SPECIAL MASTER filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC re: Minutes of in Chambers
Order/Directive - no proceeding held,,.. Set/Reset
Deadlines/Hearings,,, 40 . {Goodrich, Christina) {Entered:
04/14/2023)

44

0411772023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney James A. Shimota to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid,
Receipt No. ACACDC-35148271) filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments; # 1 Propased Order}
{Goodrich, Christina) (Entered: 04/17/2023)

04/17/2023

Maotice OF INTERESTED PARTIES (LOCAL RULE 7.1-1)
(AMENDED:) filed by Plaintif Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Goadrich, Christina) (Entered: 04/17/2023)
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46

04/21/2023

MINUTE ORDER OF HEARING RE: ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
RE CONSOLIDATION held before Judge John W. Holcomb.
Counsel state their appearancas. The Court confers with counsel
regarding the posture of the case. For the reasons stated on the
record, the parties are DIRECTED to meet and confer regarding a
proposed order peraining to consolidation and the appointment of
Special Master. IT I8 SO ORDERED. Court Reporter: Delbshie
Hino-Span. (vi} (Entered; 04/24/2023)

47

0472472023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Attorney James A, Shimota to Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 44 by Judge John W.
Holcomb THERE 1S NO PDF DOCURMENT ASSOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered: 04/24/2023)

48

05/08/2023

ANSWER to Complaint {Altorney Civit Case Opening),, 1 with
JURY DEMAND - Answer and Defenses to Complaint filed by
Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, Inc., CoxCom, LLC.(Isaacson, April) {Entered:
(5/08/2023)

05/08/2023

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT - DEFENDANTS
FED.R. CiV. P. 7.1 DISCLOSURE STATEMENT AND L.R. 7.1-%
NOTICE OF INTERESTED PARTIES filed by Defendants Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCom, LLC identifving Cox Enterprises, Inc. as Corporate
Parent. {Isaacson, April) {Entered: 03/08/2023}

a0

05/14/2023

TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 472172023 at 8:52 a.m.
“**Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through Court Reporter DEBBIE HINO-SPAAN at:
WEBSITE www.debblehinospaan.cony, E-mall,
dhinospaan@yahoo.com before the deadline for Release of
Transcript restriction. After that date, it may be obtained from the
Court Reparter or through PACER. Additional formats of the
franscript {ASCH, Condensed, and Word Indexing/Concordance)
are also available to be purchased at any time through the Court
Reporter. Natice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this
date.”™ Redaction Reguast due 6/5/2023. Redacted Transcript
Deadline set for §/14/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set
for 8/14/2023. {dhs) {Entered: 05/14/2023)

51

05/14/2023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filad for proceadings
4/21/2023 at 8:58 a.m. re Transcript 50 THERE {8 NQ PDF
DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ghs) TEXT
ONLY ENTRY {Entered: 05/14/2023)

52

051772023

ORDER SETTING SCHEDULING CONFERENCE by Judge John
W. Holcomb. Scheduling Conference set for 8/30/2023 at 9:00 AM
before Judge John W. Holcomb. {cla) (Entered: 05/17/2023}

53

05/17/2023

SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W,
Holcomb: On its own mation, the Court SETS a Status
Conference on June 3, 2023, at 11:00 a.m. The parties are
DIRECTED to file a Joint Status Report no later than Friday, May
26, 2023, that includes an update regarding the appcintment of a
Special Master and case consolidation. The parties are
DIRECTED to appear in person in Courtroom 8D, on the 8th Floor
of the Ronald Reagan Federal Building and United States
Courthouse at 411 W, Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA 2701 (T IS
S0 ORDERED.THERE {S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla) TEXT ONLY ENTRY {Enterad:
05/17:2023)

54

05/26/2023

STATUS REPORT re Consolidation and Appointment of Special
Master Preparad Jointly by All Parties filed by Plaintif Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Gondrich, Christina) {Entered:
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05/26/2023)

8%

05/26/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Aftorney George C. Summerfield
o Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Commurications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Pald,
Receipt No. ACACDC-35393510) filed by Plaintiif Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)
{Goadrich, Christing) (Entered: 0%/26/2023)

56

05/30/2023

SCHEDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W,
Holcomb: On its own mction, the Court CONTINUES the Status
Conference from June 9, 2023, at 11:00 a.m., to June 9, 2023, at
9:00 a.m. "TIME CHANGE ONLY™™ The parties are DIRECTED
1o appear in person in Courtroam 90, on the 9th Floor of the
Ronald Reagan Federal Building and United States Courthouse at
411 W. Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA 92701 ITIS SO
ORDERED.THERE i3 NO PDF DOQCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. (ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY {(Entered:
05/30/2023)

05/31/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Altorney George C. Summerfield to Appear Pro Hac Vice on
behalf of Plaintiff Enfropic Communications, LLC 55 by Judge
John W, Holcomb, THERE i8S NO PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ev) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 05/31/2023}

06/06/2023

APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Darlene F. Ghavimi to
Appear Pro Hac Vice on behalf of Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC {Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Pald.
Receipt No. ACACDC-3544(348) filed by Plaintiit Entrapic
Communications, LLC. {Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)}
{Goaodrich, Chiisting) (Entered: 06/06/2023)

06/06/2023

06/07/2023

Joint STIPULATION to Continue Scheduling Conference from
June 30, 2023 to July 21, 2023 Re: tnitial Order Setting R26
Scheduling Conference - form only 52 filed by Defendants Cox
Communications Califernia, LLC, Cox Cammunications, inc.,
CoxCom, LLC. {Allachments: # 1 Proposed Crderi{isaacson,
Aprity {Entered: 86/086/2023)

NOTICE of Deficiency in Electronically Filed Pro Hac Vice
Application RE: APPLICATION of Non-Resident Attorney Darlere
F. Ghavimi to Appear Pro Hac Vice an behalf of Plaintiif Entropic
Communications, LLC (Pro Hac Vice Fee - $500 Fee Paid,
Receipt No. ACACDC-35440348) 58 . The following error(s}
washwere found: Local Rule §-4.3.4 Apglication not hand-signed.
tocal Rule 83-2.1.3.3{d) Attached Certificate of Good Standing
not issued within 30 days prior to filing of the application. Other
error{s} with document(s}): Please note that electronic, image or
stamp signatures are not allowed for either applicant or local
counsel. See instructions for Applicants {1}. {1t} {Entered:
06/07/2023)

06/08/2023

Joint STIPULATION for Order to Appoint Special Master filed by
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachments: #1
Affidavit of David M. Keyzer Pursuant o Fed. R. Giv. P,
53{b)}3HA). # 2 Proposed Order)iGoodrich, Christina} (Enterad:
06/08/2023}

62

06/G0/2023

HEARING RE: STATUS CONFEFERENCE held befare Judge
John W. Holcomb. Counsel state their appearances. The Court
confers with counsel regarding the posture of the case and case
achedule. For the reasons stated on the record, the Court hereby
ORDERS as follows: The parties' Joint Stipulation for Continuance
of the Scheduling Conference {ECF No. 58] is APPRQVED. The

Scheduling Conference is CONTINUED to July 21, 2023, at 11:00
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a.m. {T IS SO ORDERED. Court Reporter: Debbie Hino-Span. {(yi}
(Entered: 06/13/2023)

83

06/14/2023

Text Only ORDER GRANTING APPLICATION of Non-Resident
Altorney Darlene F. Ghavimi to Appear Pro Hac Vice on hehalf of
Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC 58 by Judge John W,
Holcomb. THERE IS NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED WITH
THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY {Entered: 06/14/2023)

06/16/2023

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION for Order for Rule 12{C)
Motion For invalidity Under 35 U.S.C. 181 filed by Plaintiffs Cox
Communications California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc.,
CoxCom. LLC. Motion set for hearing on 7/21/2023 at 09:00 AM
before Judge John W, Holcomb. (Altachments: # 1 Memorandum
of Points and Authorities in Support, # 2 Proposed Order)
{Isaacson, Aprll) (Entered: 06/16/2023}

06/26/2023

TRAMSCRIPT CRDER as to Defendants Cox Communications
California, LLC, Cox Comrnunications, inc., CoxCom, LLC for
Court Reporter. Court will contact Stephanie Pearson at
sdmpearsand@kilpatricktownsend.com with further instructions
regarding this order. Transcript preparation will not begin until
payment has been satisfied with the court reporter. {isaacson,
April} {Entered: 06/28/2023)

66

06/30/2023

Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC's Opposition re: NCTICE
OF MOTION AND MOTION for Order for Rule 12{C} Motion For
invalidity Under 35 U.8.C. 101 84 filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC, {Attachments: # 1 Declaration of Darlene
Ghavind, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit B, # 4 Exhibit C. # 5 Exhibit D,
# 6 Exhibit E}{Goodrich, Christina) {Entered: 06/30/2023}

67

07/05/2023

ORDER APPOINTING DAVID KEYZER. ESQ. AS SPECGIAL
MASTER FOR DISCOVERY PURPOSES by Judge John W.
Holcomb, re Stipulation 61 : Pursuant to Fed. R. Chv. P.
53{(b}3XA}, and good cause shown, itis hereby ORDERED as
follows: 1. Appointment: The Court determines that the
appaintment of David Keyzer, Esg. {the "Special Master”} is
appropriate under Rule 53{a){1}(C} of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure 1o address pretrial matters that cannot be effectively
and timely addressed by an available district judge or magistrate
judge in this district. {see docunmient for further details) (bm)
{Entered: 07/05/2023}

07/05/2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Defendants Cox Communications
Califoriia, LLC, Cox Communications, ing,, CoxCom, LLC for
Court Reporier. Court will contact Stephanie DM Pearson at
sdmpearson@kilpatrickiownsend.com with further instructions
regarding this order. Transcript preparation will not begin until
payment has been satisfied with the court reporter. {Isaacsan,
Aprily {Entered: 07/05/2023)}

69

07:07/2023

REPLY IN SUPPCORT OF NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION
for Order for Rule 12{C) Motien For invalidity Under 35 U.S.C.

101 84 filed by Defendants Cox Comnunications Califarnia, LLC,
Cox Communications, Inc., CoxCom, LLC. {(isaacson, April)
{Entered: 07/07/2023)

70

G7/07/2023

JOINT REFORT Rule 26{f) Discovery Plan ; estimated length of
irial 6 to & days, filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC..
{Goodrich, Christina) {(Entered: 07/07/2023)

71

0771072023

SCHEBDULING NOTICE AND ORDER by Judge John W.
Holcomb: On its own motion, the Court CONTINUES the hearing
on Defendant's Motion for invalidity [ECF No. 64] and the
Schaduling Conference from Friday, July 21, 2023, at 8:08 am.,
o Wednesday, August 8, 2023, at 10:00 a.m. The parties are
DIRECTED to appear in persen in Courtroom 8D, on the 8th Floor
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

07/14/2023

of the Ronakld Reagan Federal Building and United States
Courthouse at 411 W, Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA92701. 1T 1S
SO ORDERED.THERE {8 NG PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. {cla} TEXT ONLY ENTRY {(Entered;
07H0:2023)

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Kenneth Bridges counsel for Plaintiff Entropic Cammunications,
LLC. Adding Kenneth Bridges as counsel of record for Entropic
Communications, LLC for the reason indicated in the G-123
Notice, Filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. (Altarney
Kenneth Bridges added to party Entropic Communications,

L Cipty:pla)){Bridges, Kennath} {Entered: 07/14/2023)

73

071712023

TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 6/9/2023 at 9:05 a.m.
“Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through Court Reporter DEBBIE HINO-SPAAN at
WEBSITE www.debbiehinaspaan.com; E-mail,
dhinospaan@yaheo.com before the deadline for Release of
Transcript restriction. After that date, it may ba oblained from the
Court Reporter ar through PACER. Additional formats of the
franscript {ASCH, Condensed, and Word indexing/Concordance)
are also available to be purchased at any time through the Court
Repaorter. Netice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this
date.”" Redaction Reguest due 8/7/2023. Redacied Transcript
Deadiine set for 8/17/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set
for 10/16/2023. {dhs} {Enteragd: 07/17/2023)

74

Q7172023

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filed for proceedings 6/6/2023
re Transcript 73 THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. {dhs) TEXT ONLY ENTRY (Entered
07117/2023)

]

07/24/2023

07/26/2023

Notice of Special Master Order No. SM-1 filed by Special Master
David M Keyzer. pursuant to July 5, 2023 appointment Order,
setting special master preliminary conference for July 26, 2023, at
12:00 P.M., by videoconference {Attachmenis: # 1 Special Master
Order No. SM-1}{Keyzer, David) (Enterad: 07/24/2023)

Naotice of Special Master Minutes filed by Special Master David M
Kevzer. minutes of preliminary conference conducted by the
special master on July 26, 2023, pursuant to the Court's July 5,
2023 Order appointing special master {Attachments: # 1 Special
Master Minutes)¥Keyzer, David) {Entered: 07/28/2023)

08/01/2023

Notice of Appearance or Withdrawal of Counsel: for attorney
Cassidy Young counsel for Plaintiff Entrapic Communications,
L C. Adding Cassidy Young as counsel of recard for Plaintiff
Entropic Communications, LLC for the reason indicated in the G-
123 Naotice. Filed by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC.
{Attorney Cassidy Young added to party Entropia
Communications, LLC{pty:plaiXYoung, Cassidy} (Entered:
08/01/2023)

78

08/04/2023

Notice of Special Master Order Na. SM-2 filed by Special Master
David M Kevzer. regarding Discovery Dispute Resolution
Procedures {Attachments: £ 1 Special Master Order Na. SM-2 re
Discovery Dispute Rasolution Proceduras}{Keyzer, David)
{Entered: 08/04/2023)

08/G0/2023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed Slides Presented at August 9, 2023
Hearing re Objection/Opposition {Mation related), 68 {Young.
Cassidy) (Entered: 08/08/2023)

B3

(e/08/2023

HEARING RE: MOTION OF DEFENDANT COX
COMMUNICATIONS UNDER RULE 12(c) FOR INVALIDITY {ECF
No. 64}, SCHEDULING CONFERENCE held before Judge Jobn

W. Holcomb. For the reasons stated on the record, the Court
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Date

Proceeding Text

Source

takes the mation [ECF No. 84 under submission. Also for the
reasons stated in open court, it is hereby ORDERED as follows:
Counsel are DIRECTED to meet and confer forthwith regarding
the Claim Construction Schedute. The parties are DIRECTED to
file no later than August 18, 2023, a Stipulation and Praposed
Order setting a Claim Construction Schedule. IT 1S 30
ORDERED. Court Reporter: Miriam Baird. {yi} (Entered:
08/14/2023)

80

081072023

NOTICE OF LODGING filed NOTICE OF LODGING COF
DEMONSTRATIVE SLIDES PRESENTED AT THE AUGUST 3,
2023 HEARING re NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION for Order
for Rule 12{C) Motion For fhvalidity Under 35 U.8.C. 101 64
(Isaacson, Aprily (Entered: 08/10/2023)

81

08/10/2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Plaintiff Entropic Communications,
LLC for Court Reporter, Court will contact Cassidy T. Young at
cassigy young@kigates.com with further instructions regarding
this order. Transcript preparation will not begin untf pavment has
been satisfied with the court reporter. (Young, Cassidy} {Entered:
08/10/2023)

82

08/14/2023

TRANSCRIPT ORDER as to Defendants Cox Camnmunications
California, LLC, Cox Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC for
Court Reporter. Court will contact Stephanie DM Pearson at
sdmpearson@kilnatrickiownsend.com with further instructions
regarding this order. Transcript preparation will not begin until
payment has been satisfied with the court reporter. {lsaacson,
Aprily {Entered: 48/14/2023}

84

08/18/2023

TRANSCRIPT for proceedings held on 8/9/23. Court
Reporter/Electronic Court Recorder: mirlam baird, phone number
mvb11893@aot.com. Transcript may be viewed at tha court public
ierminal or purchased through the Court Reporter/Electronic Court
Recarder before the deadline for Release of Transcript
Restriction. After that date it may be cbtained through PACER.
Notice of intent to Redact due within 7 days of this date.
Redaction Request due 9/8/2023. Redacted Transcript Deadline
set for 8/18/2023. Release of Transcript Restriction set for
1171672023, {Baird, Miriam} (Entered: 08/18/2043)

85

NOTICE OF FILING TRANSCRIPT filed for proceedings 8/%/23 re
Transcript 83 THERE 1S NO PDF DOCUMENT ASSOCIATED
WITH THIS ENTRY. (Baird, Miriam) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 08/18/2023)

BG

08/18/2023

STIPULATION for Order Setting Claim Construction Schedule
fited by Plaintiff Entropic Communications, LLC. {Attachiments: # 1
Proposed Order}{Young, Cassidy} (Entered: 08/18/2023)

87

08/21/2023

ORDER by Judge John W, Holcomb GRANTING Stipulation
Setting Claim Construction Schedule 36 as follows: Claim
Construction Haaring set for 8/17:2024 at 10:00 AM. {See
document for further information). {jp) (Entered: 08/22/2023)

88

(8/25/2023

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to AMEND Answer to
Complaint {(Aftorney Civit Case Opening) 48 , NOTICE OF
MOTION AND MOTION to AMEND ANSWER AND JOINDER
filted by Defendants Cox Communications California, LLC, Cox
Communications, inc., CoxCom, LLC. Motion set for hearing on
9/22/2023 at 08:45 AM before Judge Jonn W, Haloomb.
{Attachments: # 1 Memorandum of Points and Authorities, # 2
Proposed Order, # 3 Amended Answer, # 4 Exhibit A to Amended
Answer, # 5 Exhibit B to Amended Answer, # 6 Redline Compare
Original Answer to Amended Answer) {isaacson, April) {Entered:
08/256/2023)

88

(8/28/2023

SCHEDULING NOTHCE AND ORDER by Judge John W.
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Proceeding Text

Source

Holcomb: On its own maotion, the Court RESETS the hearing on
Defendant’s Motion to Amend Answer to Comgplaint {ECF No. 88]
{0 September 22, 2023, at 9:00 a.m. " TIME CHANGE ONLY™
The parties are DIRECTED {o appear in persen in Courtroom 8D,
on the Gth Floor of the Ronald Reagan Federal Building and
tUnited States Courthouse at 411 W. Fourth Street Santa Ana, CA
92701. 17T 18 SO CRDERED.THERE 1S NG PDF DOCUMENT
ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ENTRY. {ola) TEXT ONLY ENTRY
{Entered: 08/28/2023)

o0 09/01/2023

NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSITION to NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTION to AMEND Answer to Complaint {Attorney Civil Case
Opening} 48 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION to AMEND
ANSWER AND JOINDER 88 filed by Plaintiff Entropic
Communications, LLC. {Young, Cassidy) {Entered: 08/01/2023)

Patents

Number
7,584 249

7,888,758
8,228,910
B8.320.566
8,383,661
8,838.213

10,257 .566
10,432,422

Title

Network interface device and broadband local
area network using coaxial cable

Broadband cable network utilizing common bit-
loadding

Aggregating network packets for transmission to a
destination node

Method and apparatus for performing constellation
scrambling in @ multimedia home network

Method and apparatus for using ranging
measurements in a multimedia home natwork

Parameterized quality of service architecture in a
network

Broadband locat area network

Parameterized qualily of service architecture in a
network

Copyright © LexisNexis CourtLink, Ino. Ali Rights Reserved.
 THIS DATA 1S FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY

Issued
0872212009

02/15/2011

07/24/2012

14427/2012

01/29/2013

12/06/2017

04/09/2019
100152019

Class
725

370

380

370

Subclass
78

465

368

268
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Patent Assignment Abstract of Title

Total Assignments: 11

Application #: (9810412 Filing D 07/21/2001 Patant #: 7594248
Publication #: US200201686134 Pub Dt 11/07/2002

PCT #: NONE Intl Reg #:

Inventors: Itzhak Gurantz, Ladd Eiwardani, Anton Monk, Brett Bernath, Magnus Berggren
Title: NETWORK INTERFACE DEVICE AND BROADBAND LOCAL ARES NETWORK USING COAXIAL

CABLE
Assignment: 1

, 3124937 Received: Recorded:

Reel/Frama: ;o0 01/28/2002 01/16/2002

Mailed:
0372172002

Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

Assignors: GURANTE, ITZHAK
ELWARDANI, LADD
MONK,_ANTON
BERNATH, BREYT
BERGEREN, MAGNUS
Assignee: SENTROPIC COMMUNICATIONS ING,

12230 SORRENTC VALLEY RD. SUITE 220
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92121

Correspondent: MICHAEL W, LANDRY
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Assignment: 2

L Di30ie /s Receivad: Recorded:
Reel/Frame: 5. 08/27/2002 03/22/2002

Conveyance: SECURITY INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

Assignor: SNIROFIC COMMUNICATIONS, INC,
Assignes: SILICON VALLEY BANK
MAIL SORT HG155
3003 TASMAN DRIVE
SANTA CLARA, CALIFORNIA 95054
Correspondent: SILICON VALLEY BANK
JOSEPHINE M. CARING
3003 TASMAN DR.
MAIL STOP HG155
SANTA CLARA, CA 95054
Assignmeni: 3

. Rrani2 g Received: Recorded:
Reel/Frame: o0 05/20/2003 05/18/2003

Conveyance: RELEASE
Assignor: SILICON VALLEY BANK
Assignes: ENTROFIS COMMUNICATIONS, ING,
8276 SCRANTON ROAD STE 200
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92121
Correspondent: SILICON VALLEY BANK
3003 TASMAN DR.
LOAN DOCUMENTATION HALSBS
SANTA CLARAK, CA 85054
Assignment: 4
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Exec D §7/18/2001
Exec D §7/18/2001
Exec DL 07/18/2001
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Mailad:
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Mailed:
10/24/2003

Exec Dt 05/12/2003

Mailad:
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USPIO.gOV

[ REEXAM CONTROL NUMBER FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | PATENT NUMBER |
90/019,247 09/11/2023
CONFIRMATION NO. 2398
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP REEXAMINATION REQUEST
IP Section NOTICE

2323 Victory Avenue

sweroo” RO

NOTICE OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST FILING DATE

(Third Party Requester)

Requester is hereby notified that the filing date of the request for reexamination is 09/11/2023, the date that the
filing requirements of 37 CFR § 1.510 were received.

A decision on the request for reexamination will be mailed within three months from the filing date of the request
for reexamination. (See 37 CFR 1.515(a)).

A copy of the Notice is being sent to the person identified by the requester as the patent owner. Further patent
owner correspondence will be the latest attorney or agent of record in the patent file. (See 37 CFR 1.33). Any

paper filed should include a reference to the present request for reexamination (by Reexamination Control
Number).

cc: Patent Owner

23446

MCANDREWS HELD & MALLOY, LTD
500 WEST MADISON STREET

SUITE 3400

CHICAGO, IL 60661

/rbell/

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX No. 571-273-9900

page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNTTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USPLO.ZOV

| REEXAM CONTROL NUMBER FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | PATENT NUMBER |
90/019,247 09/11/2023
CONFIRMATION NO. 2398
23446 REEXAM ASSIGNMENT NOTICE
MCANDREWS HELD & MALLOY, LTD
500 WEST MADISON STREET AR AT
SUITE 3400 0OC000000062045436

CHICAGO, IL 60661 Date Mailed: 09/19/2023

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT OF REEXAMINATION REQUEST

The above-identified request for reexamination has been assigned to Art Unit 3992. All future correspondence to
the proceeding should be identified by the control number listed above and directed to the assigned Art Unit.

A copy of this Notice is being sent to the latest attorney or agent of record in the patent file or to all owners of
record. (See 37 CFR 1.33(c)). If the addressee is not, or does not represent, the current owner, he or she is
required to forward all communications regarding this proceeding to the current owner(s). An attorney or agent
receiving this communication who does not represent the current owner(s) may wish to seek to withdraw pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.36 in order to avoid receiving future communications. If the address of the current owner(s) is
unknown, this communication should be returned within the request to withdraw pursuant to Section 1.36.

NOTICE OF USPTO EX PARTE REEXAMINATION PATENT OWNER STATEMENT WAIVER PROGRAM

The USPTO has implemented a pilot program where, after a reexamination proceeding has been granted a

filing date and before the examiner begins his or her review, the patent owner may orally waive the right to file a
patent owner's statement. See "Pilot Program for Waiver of Patent Owner's Statement in Ex Parte Reexamination
Proceedings," 75 FR 47269 (August 5, 2010). One goal of the pilot program is to reduce the pendency of
reexamination proceedings and improve the efficiency of the reexamination process.

Ordinarily when ex parte reexamination is ordered, the USPTO must wait until after the receipt of the patent
owner's statement and the third party requester's reply, or after the expiration of the time period for filing the
statement and reply (a period that can be as long as 5 to 6 months), before mailing a first determination of
patentability. The USPTO's first determination of patentability is usually a first Office action on the merits or a
Notice of Intent to Issue Reexamination Certificate (NIRC).

Under the pilot program, the patent owner's oral waiver allows the USPTO to act on the first determination
of patentability immediately after determining that reexamination will be ordered, and in a suitable case
issue the reexamination order and the first determination of patentability (which could be a NIRC if the
claims under reexamination are confirmed) at the same time.

Benefits to the Patent Owner for participating in this pilot program include reduction in pendency.

To participate in this pilot program, Patent Owners may contact the USPTO's Central Reexamination Unit
(CRU) at 571-272-7705. The USPTO will make the oral waiver of record in the reexamination file in an interview
summary and a copy will be mailed to the patent owner and any third party requester.

cc: Third Party Requester(if any)
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP

IP Section

2323 Victory Avenue

Suite 700

Dallas, TEXAS 75219

page 1 of 2
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/rbell/

Legal Instruments Examiner
Central Reexamination Unit 571-272-7705; FAX No. 571-273-9900

page 2 of 2
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United States Patent and Trademarl Office

Under Secretary of Commerce for intellectual Property and
Director of the United States Pafent and Trademark Office

WELCOMETO THEUNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE(USPTO)

Congratulations on taking the first step to profect your invention, You can now advertise or mark any products
covered by this application for your invention as “Patent Pending” for as long as this application is pending!

We are here to help you on the rest of your journey.

New to the process? The Patant Basics page will take you from Contact us:

"What is a patent?” to assistance with the appiication process. « General information: USPTO Contact Center

= www.usplo.gov/ PateniBasics - www.uspto.gov/help

Consider cost savings. You might qualify for small entity or Patent Center

micro entity status, which means a discount on most USPTO
patent fees.
s wwaw.uspto.gov/EntityStatus = Pre or post-examination: Application Assistance Unit
- www.uspto.gov/PatentAssistance

Patent Electronic Business Center
- www.ispto.gov/EBC

Become a registered electronic filer {eFiler). You'li gain access
to the full capabilities of Patent Center. As a registered eFiler, Want to learn more?
vou can electronically view your submission, track the progress * Access our free services all in one spot. Find all of our
of your application, and respond to USPTO correspondence. contact centers, nationwide services, events, aducation,
and training.

- www.uspto.gov/FreaServices

*  www.usplo.gov/ NewPatentFilers

Learn how to identify which of your creative ideas might be
intellectual property assets and how to protect them by using
tha USPTO intellectual Property (1) Identifier.

*  Connect with us on Instagram, LinkedIn, Twitier,
Facebook, and YouTube,

° ipidentifieruspto.gov = Hear about resources for startups, inventors, and
We also provide Pro Se Assistancs, support specifically entrapraneurs, as well as our initiatives engaging women,
gearad for independent inventors without an attornay or the military community, and others. These programs offer
agent, Follow the link below, call us at 866-767-3848, or erail helpful tips and tricks on identifying and managing your IF,
proseassistancecenter@uspto.gov. finding options for funding, and expanding vour network 1o
s www.usplto.gov/ProSePatents support your business,

- waww.usplo.gov/startups
Mead help near you? We hava regional offices across the
country, as well as Patent and Trademark Rescurce Centers in
fibraries in naarly every state, with specialists standing by 1o - www.uspto.gov/initiatives
help you at no cost,

- www.usplo.gov/inventors

. s We hope you connect with us by subscribing to receive
° N . e . n
www.uspto.gov/locations important notifications by amail.

T www.usplogov/pirc - www.uspto.gov/subscribe

Vo Vidal_ e é/

Kathi Vidal Derrick Brent
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Deputy Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and
Director of the United 5tates Patent and Tradermnark Office Deputy Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Cffice
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