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]
U.S. Patent No. 9,774,916 (“the '916 patent”)

Col. 1: Cols. 13-14 (FIG. 19)

Description of the Prior Art FIG. 19 illustrates a linking server 1750 connected to the
Conventionally, a set top box is used to connect with a  Tpternet 1704 for establishing the P2P connection 1708
Zzlgfisém; rtoch;CthsEfogﬁifgf s;evisf:eéhzzuiﬁ between the information concentrating center such as a set
: top box 1730 and the remote client device 1706. The set top

information concentrating center in which varieties of infor- . .
mation can be concentrated, and information, such as video box 1730 has a UID module 1760 which can communicate

and audio, can then be delivered to a device, such as a TV EX1001, 13:53-56

for viewing. However, conventional set top box is used Please note that all the descriptions, in U.S. patent appli-
mainly for providing information to TV for viewing and i 13/293.506 and 13/950.281 be |
hence has limited use. Therefore what is needed is an cation oo oL b =y anc »£07, Can be m.te-
effective and eflicient way to explore the full capability of a grated in whole orin part with the mfjorma?lon Concentra?mg
set top box. center for establishing a P2P connection with a remote client

device, such as a mobile phone, notebook, PC PAD, or other
suitable electronic devices.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION
EX1001, 14:17-22

EX1011 (“Kuo” publication)

One object of the present invention is to provide an
effective and efficient way to connect an information con-
centrating center through the internet by using a P2P con-
nection.

EX1001, 1:22-40.

Ut s, //II/I///I/I/I//I/II/I//I//II/I///I/I//I//I

Patent e O g g
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ubhcatmn (10) Py

0. US
@ Pub, Dae, 201%(0198040 Al
ug’ 25 2012

F | S H Pet., 3-5 (EX1003, ]128-32)
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U.S. Patent No. 9,774,916 (“the '916 patent”)

Claim Element

Independent Claim 1:

Language

[1f]

wherein the remote client device contacts the at least one
linking server through the Internet according to said unique
identification (UID) of the electronic device for concentrating
information for establishing a P2P connection between the
remote client device and the electronic device for concentrating
information via the Internet,

[1pre] An electronic device for concentrating information,

comprising:

[1a] at least one first interface for receiving information from at
least one information source;

[1b] a second interface coupling to the Internet, for establishing a
connection with a remote client device through the Internet;

[Lc] a third interface for connecting to a television for viewing said
information; and

[1d] a unique identification (UID) embedded in the electronic
device for concentrating information,

[1e] wherein the electronic device for concentrating information

contacts at least one linking server through the Internet to
register said embedded unique identification (UID) into the at
least one linking server for identifying network addressing
information of the electronic device for concentrating
information so as to enable the remote client device to establish
a P2P connection with the electronic device for concentrating
information for viewing said information received by the
electronic device for concentrating information;

[1g]

wherein at least one portion of the information received by the
electronic device for concentrating information is delivered to
the remote client device on the P2P connection,

[1h]

wherein the remote client device does got have a unique
identification (UID) to register in the at least one linking server
for associating connecting information of the remote client
device whep the remote client device contacts the at least one
linking server for establishing the P2P connection.

FISH.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE

3 Petitioners note that Element [1f]—as well as [1h], [3], [4], [5], [6], [8] and
[10]—are recitations of intended use that do not further define the structure of the
“electronic device for concentrating information” as recited in the preamble. The
features recited in these claim elements therefore are not entitled to patentable
weight and do not contribute to the patentability of any Challenged Claim. The
prior art combinations applied in the grounds of this Petition nonetheless provide
these features and confirm that the Challenged Claims would have been obvious

even if these claim features were given patentable weight (which they should not).

Pet., v-vi, 25 (footnote 5); Reply, 21-23
frcom | 4




The Petition

In re Patent of: Chi-Ming Kuo et al.
U.S. Patent No.:  9.774.916

CLIENT DEVICES

Mail Stop Patent Board

Patent Trial and Appeal Board
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Attorney Docket No.: 52472-0007IP1

Issue Date: September 26, 2017

Appl. Senal No.:  14/591,008

Filing Date: January 7. 2015

Title INFORMATION CONCENTRATING CENTER CAPABLE

OF MAKING P2P CONNECTIONS WITH REMOTE

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW OF UNITED STATES PATENT
NO. 9,774,916 PURSUANT TO 35 U.S.C. §§311-319, 37 C.F.R. §42

IN THE UN]

In re Patent of:
U S. Patent No.:
Issue Date:
Appl. Serial No.:
Filing Date:
Title:

ITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Kuo et al.
9.774916 Attorney Docket No. 52472-0007IP1
September 26. 2017
14/591,008

January 7, 2015

INFORMATION CONCENTRATING CENTER CAPABLE
OF MAKING P2P CONNECTIONS WITH REMOTE
CLIENT DEVICES

DECLARATION OF VLAD KARDASHOV

1 REOLINK 1003

7
Petitioners request IPR on grounds 1 A-2B listed below. An expert
declaration from Vlad Kardashov supports each ground. See EX1003,
pund 7 B4 or Rejection
1A 1-8, 10, 16 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual
(EX1007) in view of Kim941 (EX1008)
1B 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in
L view of Kim941 and Kim517 (EX1009)
1C 1-8, 10, 16 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in
view of Kuo (EX1011)
ID 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in
view of Kuo and Kim517
2A 1-8, 10, 16 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Video
(EX1012) in view of Galvin (EX1013) and
Kuo
2B 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Video in view
of Galvin, Kuo, and Kim517

FISH.

Patent Owner elected to never

cross-examine Mr. Kardashowv.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE

Pet., 1-2

frcom | 5
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Issues Not Disputed by Patent Owner

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

L]
{“;ﬂll:;:::]‘:g; ;‘}‘;17'2?9“1‘%3(“0 o Attorney Docket No.: 52472-0007IP1 Pate nt OW n e r n eve r d I s p u te d :

Issue Date September 26, 2017
Appl. Senal No.:  14/591,008

il . ; 5 =
E‘l{]ll:g P 1";?‘3‘]‘1\_\?1;\21?[1(;\1 CONCENTRATING CENTER CAPABLE 1 " T h e c Ite d refe re n ces of

OF MAKING P2P CONNECTIONS WITH REMOTE

Grounds 1A-2B disclose

Patent Trial and Appeal Board

each and every element of
the Challenged Claims;

2. There are multiple

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW OF UNITED STATES PATENT
NO. 9,774,916 PURSUANT TO 35 U.S.C. §§311-319, 37 C.F.R. §42

iti o ] (13 H H 79 H
Petitioners request IPR on grounds 1 A-2B listed below. An expert m OtlvatIO ns to com bl ne
declaration from Vlad Kardashov supports each ground. See EX1003. th e cit e d refe rences ; an d
Ground Claims Basis for Rejection . .
1A 1-8,10,16 | §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual 3' The eVIdence GStabIIShes
(EX1007) in view of Kim941 (EX1008) that a POS ITA wou Id have
1B 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in
. view of Kim941 and Kim517 (EX1009) had a reasonable
IC 1-8, 10, 16 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in

view of Kuo (EX1011) expectation of success for
1D 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in each ObViOUSI‘IeSS

view of Kuo and Kim517

2A 1-8,10,16 | §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Video combination.
(EX1012) in view of Galvin (EX1013) and
Kuo

2B 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Video in view

of Galvin, Kuo, and Kim517

F I S H Reply, 1, 19-20; Paper 7, 9 (“may be deemed waived”)
. DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE fr.com | 6
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Issues Disputed by Patent Owner

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Patent of: Chi-Ming Kuo et al.

U.S. Patent No..  9.774.916 Attorney Docket No.: 52472-0007IP1
Issue Date September 26, 2017

Appl. Senal No.:  14/591,008

Filing Date: January 7. 2015

Title INFORMATION CONCENTRATING CENTER CAPABLE

OF MAKING P2P CONNECTIONS WITH REMOTE
CLIENT DEVICES

Mail Stop Patent Board

Patent Trial and Appeal Board
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

EEILTION FOR JNEER AATECREVIEN OF INIIED SIATES FALENT Patent Owner only disputed whether:

Petitioners request IPR on grounds 1A-2B listed below. An expert 1 - Lorex Ma nu al an d Lorex

declaration from Vlad Kardashov supports each ground. See EX1003. Video are p rior a rt (i . "y
whether the §102(b)(1)(A)

1A 1-8,10,16 | §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual exce ptiOI‘I appl ies) ,
(EX1007) in view of Kim941 (EX1008

1B 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in \.,2- For Grounds 1A-1 B Only,
] view of Kim941 and Kim517 (EX1009) /

H (13 L
1C 1-8, 10, 16 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in / KI m941 teaChes away
view of Kuo (EX1011)
1D 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Manual in from Element 1 [h] '
view of Kuo and Kim517
2A 1-8, 10, 16 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Video 4
(EX1012) in view of Galvin (EX1013) and
Kuo
2B 9 §103 — Obvious based on Lorex Video in view

of Galvin, Kuo, and Kim517

F | S H Reply 2-6, 19-20; POR, 8, 9, 18
. DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE frcom | 7
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Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art
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EXCLUSIVITY AGREEMENT
THIS EXCLUSMTY AGREEMENT (the “Aareemen!") is made and entereq into as of
this, _Join Venture Parinershilby and between LOREX CORPORATION ("LOREX"). a
Delaware Corporation wjth, offices at 901 Elkridge Landing Road, Suite 100, Linihicum,
Marylang 21090, ang — Throughtek Co,, Ltd, ("TUTK")Jihe 'Partner’).
WHEREAS:

Patent Owner’s Response

A LOREX Provides businesses and Consumers with leading edge video
Surveillance Security Solutions and sejls its Products under the LOREX and
Digimerge brands, LOREX has re Nized the Partnepg cloud Connectiyii
Services Assetg and is prepareq to introduce the Partner 1o
(the "Thirg Party") speciaiizing in €quipment manufacturing 1o create a joint
venture to the benefit of all parties concerneq amalgamaiing the Partner's Assets
With the Third Party's assets (the “Joint Asse&'), and the Parties agreq to sell
the Joint Assets to LOR| exclusively in the Tern‘tary for the Term. ¢ is
Understoog and agreeq that any direct Or indirect pr&exisnng relationship

tween the Partner and the Third Party in relation o the Joint Assets
Supersedes the exciusivify clauses jn this Agreernenl.

in is obtained
' isclosed therein is o
eption since the subject matter disc
102(b) exc
based on the §

B. The Partner js the owner of all right, title and interest in and to the assets Mmore
pariicuiariy describeq on Schedule ‘A" hereto {coiiectiveiy, the 'Assats').

C. The Parties hergt intend to be parties to a certajp joint Venture agreement With
the Thirg Pariy to create the Joint Assets and sel| them exciusiveiy to LOREX
(the “Joint Venture Agreement’); and the entering into of this Agreerneni is a
Condition towarg Completing the transaction of the Joint Venture Agreernem
contemplateq ihereby. Itis Understooq that the Joint Venture Agmemem shall be
entered into Solely for the Purpose of Creating, manuiaciun'ng and dism'buiing the
Joint Assets and Joint Products in the Territovy, and no othgr assets of the
Parties shall e included Without the ©Xpressed Written consent of that Party in
their sole discretion,

rex. EX2001.
ment between ThroughTek and Lo
Agree

0 ll’ﬂ(i I
a
(0] 2

D. The Parties hereto Wish to enter into this Agreemeni to, inter alia, agree that
LOREX shall be the exclusive distributor for the Jojnt Assets Worldwide (the
"Territory') fora Period of fiye (5) years from the date of the signing of the Joint
Venture Agreelnenl (the ‘Term'). Itis further Understooq that the Partner Wwill not
enter intg any agreement With the Third Party to introduce and/or sej Similar
Products to the Joint Assets to any party directiy or indifecily other thap LOREX.

based on the
i r the §102(a)

he Lorex Video is not prior art unde

its that the

owner submits

Now THEREFORE. for good and valyaple consideralion, the receipt ang
sufﬁciency of which are hereby acknowiedgeu, the Parties hereto hereby agree ag
follows:

1 Grant of Exciusivity

in i ined directly or
' in is obtaine
' the subject matter disclosed there
eption since )
§102(b) exc

The Partner agrees to anq does hereby grant to LOREX for the Term (as defined
beiow) and upon the termg and Conditions hereinafte, set forth, an exclusive license
Wwith the right to Sublicense others, to make, yse, offer for sale, import or sell only the

n
ement betwee

i d by the Agre

inventor (Patent Owner) as evidence

I the inve

indirectly from

THROUGHTEK 294

Kuo, Ko
i bove for the

EX2001. As similarly discussed a

d Lorex. :

ThroughTek an:

tion: . claimed
35 U.S.C. §102(b)(1)(A) Excep before the effective filing d?;eifia
(b)ExceptioRSdgdosure made 1 year Odr !ﬁ\slzntieon under SUbse(':tlonni?))r(or by another who
(1) ... ior art to the claimed i inventor or joint inve
nvention shal r(]:(A)\t) l’i)heepcglizclosure was made by the POR, 8, 18; Reply, 2-3

V J
y y
I

VIDENCE
BIT-NOTE

ATIVE EXHI

DEMONSTR

FISH.



Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

Patent Owner’s “102(b) exception”
arguments rely upon Mr. Kao’s declaration
(EX2005), which: /
1. was prepared for the earlier IPR2024-00509;

2. never mentions the '916 patent at all;

3. never contemplates the Lorex Manual and
Lorex Video cited in this proceeding.

10. ThroughTek has provided its complete P2P solution to Lorex including the subj'ecl matter
in the “842 patent per Exclusivity Agreement.

11 Mr. Kardashov’s declaration stated that ThroughTek did not partake any portion of the
N refcrcnc.cd Lorex publications and video. 1 have reviewed these referenced Lorex publications and

video; these referenced Lorex publications and video in Mr. Kardashov’s declaration are user

manual and instructional video for Internet protocol (IP) camera. It is a common practice that

ThroughTek, as a technical solution provider, does not involve in client’s marketing campaigns.
Therefore ThroughTek did not involve in any Lorex publications as stated in Mr. Kardashov’s

declaration.

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Patent of: Kuo ctal.
Inter Partes Review:  [PR2024-00509
LW U.S. Patent No.: RE47,842
Issuc Date: February 4, 2020
Appl. Serial No.: 16/218.841
Filing Date: December 13,2018
Attorney Docket No.: 90007-1611PR
Title: SYSTEM AND METHOD OF IDENTIFYING NETWORKED DEVICE

FOR ESTABLISHING A P2P CONNECTION

F YU-LL

1, Yu-Li Kao, declare that:

1, T am the inventor for the invention referenced above. Tam also one of the founders for
the ThroughtTck Co., Ltd..

2 I am over the age of 18. I have received my bachelor's degree in computer science from
the Bond University in 1993

3 I have been involved in the technologies of the cloud computing and artificial intelligence.
In 2008, I co-found the ThroughTek, which provides a total solution for cloud connection platforms
focusing on integration of point-to-point (P2P) to surveillance systems.

4, P2P and the hole puncture technique by themselves are not new per se in the industry at
the time when the ‘842 patent’s carlicst application was filed.

5 Image recognition related technology is also not new in the industry at the time when the
‘842 patent’s earliest application was filed, Bar code, QR code, and even fingerprint recognition

1

THROUGHTEK 2005

Reply, 3; EX1021, 74

F I S H . DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE fr.com | 10
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Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

Patent Owner’s “102(b) exception”
arguments rely upon Mr. Kao’s declaration
(EX2005), which:

1. was prepared for the earlier IPR2024-00509;

2. never mentions the 916 patent at all; Mr. Kardashov (EX1021):

3. never contemp|ates the Lorex Manual and 4. The POR does cite a declaration from Mr. Yu-Li Kao (EX2005), and a
LO rex VideO Cited in thls proceeding. transcript of a deposition that I previously sat for on November 1, 2024 (EX2007).

Both of these exhibits relate to a different IPR matter (i.c., case no. IPR2024-00509)

Patent Owner elected to never
cross-examine Mr. Kardashowv.

. - involving a completely different patent. Moreover, the ecarlier TPR2024-00509
10. ThroughTek has provided its complete P2P solution to Lorex including the subject matter

. «ls matter involves different prior art references that describe different Lorex products
in the *842 patent per Exclusivity Agreement.

Y . i . than those at issue in the present proceeding (IPR2024-01192). For example, the
11 Mr. Kardashov’s declaration stated that ThroughTek did not partake any portion of the

referenced Lorex publications and video. 1 have reviewed these referenced Lorex publications and pricTatt s sartler IERANRA-0000 uttex Gescribesthe Larex LNCID0:Series of

\

video; these referenced Lorex publications and video in Mr. Kardashov’s declaration are user IP cameras—which are completely different from the Lorex LH150 ECO4 Series

manual and instructional video for Internet protocol (IP) camera. It is a common practice that DVR that is the subject of Lorex Manual and Lorex Video in IPR2024-01192.
ThroughTek, as a technical solution provider, does not involve in client’s marketing campaigns. Because Lorex Manual and Lorex Video are not discussed in Patent Owner’s
Therefore ThroughTek did not involve in any Lorex publications as stated in Mr. Kardashov’s exhibits including EX2005 and EX2007 related to the IPR on the "916 Patent, these
declaration. exhibits plainly do not establish or support the POR’s baseless and wildly incorrect

assertion that the disclosed subject matter of Lorex Manual and Lorex Video was

obtained from ThroughTek or any inventor of the *916 Patent.

FISH. P eom | 1

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE




5
Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

We have been here before (earlier IPR2024-00509):

Trals@uspto.gov Paper 39
571-272-7822 Entered: June 2, 2025

y| 16 JUDGE McKONE: So the record that we have contains no

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE . . i o ,
17 evidence that the inventors communicated their invention to the Lorex

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 18  people before the agreement that you've referred to: 1s that correct?

S T e R R 19 MR. KING: Nothing on record. That's correct, Your Honor.
T s, ™ 0% 20 JUDGE McKONE: Okay. Thank you.

EX1029, 22:11-19

W

THROUGHTEK CO.. LTD.,
Patent Owner

IPR2024-00509 / Related Matters Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.8(b)(2)

Patent RE47.842 E

The parties here were involved an earlier IPR case no. IPR2024-00509,

Record of Oral Hearing
Held: May 12, 2025

which resulted in a final written decision on August 4, 2025. This final written

Before MICHAEL J. STRAUSS. DAVID C. McKONE, and

SHEILA F. McSHANE. Administrative Patent Judges. decision was not appealed by Patent Owner on or before October 6, 2025, thereby

providing ultimate finality to the adverse judgment for all disputed issues in that

proceeding. See 37 C.F.R. 42.73(d)(3) (“precluded™); MaxLinear, Inc. v. CF

CRESPE LLC, 880 F.3d 1373, 1376 (Fed. Cir. 2018) (“applies in the

administrative context™).
1 REOLINK 1029

Reply, 15; Paper 13, 1

F I S H . DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE fr.com | 12
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5
Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

The “subject matter” shortcoming

create the joint venture. /d., 1. Critically, ThroughTek’s “Assets’ at the crux of this

>

Agreement—which were “more particularly described on Schedule A”—have

nothing to do with the physical ports, video streaming capabilities, or other

2, Kim941

conventional DVR features disclosed in Lorex Manual and Lorex Video. EX2001, K41 sl Tooves Ml o tirbot neGeremoes desoriise aystens i

1, 7. Instead, the Agreement centers upon “Cloud Connectivity services” that establish P2P connections between devices. EX1007, 61-62; EX1008, [0018]-
[0020]: EX1003, 1961-62. Although Lorex Manual does not expressly disclose

ThroughTek theoretically “will develop™ for a future “end result” that “will allow”
many of the back-end details involved in setting up the P2P connection between its

ar eady-to-use API: Reply, 4-5. DVR and a remote client device (e.g.. the smartphone, tablet, or PC), Kim941
describes a conventional process for establishing P2P connections that involve
SCHEDULE “A” registering a device’s unique 1D with a server and configuring the server to use the
ASSETS unique ID to provide each peer with appropriate network address information of

the other peer so that the peers can perform hole-punching and establish the P2P

connection. EX1003, 961.

Cloud Connectivity services. Pet. 11-12. see also Pet

. s s o e e % . . : . 44-45 (similar reliance on
Cloud Connectivity services specializing in varied networked devices, including IP cam, NAS, Kuo fo(r “P2P” connection

Set-top box, home gateway, and similar devices. architecture).

The Partner will develop connectivity services with a connection platform based on P2P (Point to
Point) network connection architecture and advanced Cloud computing technology via API
(Application Programming Interface) for cross-platform connection. The end result will allow
developers to utilize a ready-to-use API to build up the connection between different devices and
across different operation systems.

Reply, 5-8; Pet. 11-12
FISH‘ fr.com | 14
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5
Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

The “subject matter” shortcoming “P2P” subject matter was published before
the Oct. 2012 Agreement:

Please note that all the descriptions, in U.S. patent appli- 1] " - -
cation Ser. Nos. 13/293,506 and 13/950,281, can be inte- N\ EX1011 ( Kuo publlcatlon)

grated in whole or in part with the information concentrating | [~ KOO OO OO D
cent'er for establishing a P2P connection with a remote client + United States US 2012019504041
device, such as a mobile phone, notebook, PC PAD, orother | | "pasen¢ Application Publication o Pub. No.: US 2012/0198040 A1

suitable electronic devices. KUO et al. (43) Pub. Date: Aug. 2, 2012
EX1001, 14:17-22

V.A.1. Lorex Manual does not, however, describe many details as to how the P2P

connection is established after the client device requests to login to the service and

connect to the DVR. Kuo nonetheless describes a conventional solution that would

SCHEDULE “A”

have been obvious to apply to Lorex Manual to achieve its goals of establishing a
ASSETS P2P connection between the DVR and remote client device. Multiple reasons

would have prompted a POSITA to implement Lorex Manual in accordance with

Kuo’s suggestions for establishing a P2P connection using device registration,

in varied networked devices. includineg TP cam. NAS Pet.. 44-45
a VRAL AW LS ESWAL VY WAALWRS iAW ¥V A ’ lllvluulll& AR vwal, A N4 l.u’ " -

a2

Cloud Connectivity services specializin

o
o o
Set-top box, home gateway, and similar devices.

The Partner will develop connectivity services with a connection platform based on P2P (Point to
Point) network connection architecture and advanced Cloud computing technology via API
(Application Programming Interface) for cross-platform connection. The end result will allow
developers to utilize a ready-to-use API to build up the connection between different devices and
across different operation systems.

Reply, 5 and 13; Pet. 44-45
FISH‘ frcom | 15
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Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

The “subject matter” shortcoming

Mr. Kao (Patent Owner’s witness):

Therefore ThroughTek did not involve in any Lorex publications as stated in Mr. Kardashov’s

declaration.

EX2005, 11.

Mr. Kardashov (2nd declaration, EX1021):

15. Inmy First Declaration, I explained that the subject matter disclosed in

Lorex Manual and Lorex Video (including the Lorex LH150 ECO4 Series of DVR,
the Lorex ECO Stratus application and service and the Lorex network server system)
was developed and publicized well before Critical Date of the 916 Patent. Based on
‘ my personal knowledge and experiences, ThroughTek was not involved in any way

Patent Owner elected to never with the development of the Lorex LH150 ECO4 Series of DVR, the Lorex ECO

Cross—examine Mr. Ka I’d aShOV Stratus application and service, or the Lorex network server system. To be clear,
at all.

Lorex did not obtain the subject matter disclosed in Lorex Manual or Lorex Video

from ThroughTek or any inventor of the "916 Patent.

Reply, 11, 14-15
FISH.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE fr.com | 16



] Prior Art
Manual And Lorex Video Are
Lorex

: tent Owner’s
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' : ignorin
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> -(I)-f 3102(b)(1)(A) and PO's 21): on
| tiOn, EX10 _- ition Lorex Corpora ‘°. 9 -1/-14C AaeTn 1% o> _
Mr. Kardashov (Zn? (:lelzr:;r\?ideo pefkrences etted i B 2 Per: Aﬁ%ing Officer
The Lorex Manual an

EXCLUSIVITY AGREEMENT
THIS EXCLUSIVITY AGREEMENT (the "Agreement’) is made and entereq into as of
this, _Join Venture Parmershig by ang between LOREX CORPORATION ("LOREX") a
Delaware Corporation With offices at 901 Elkridge Landing Road, Suite
Ti

100, Linthicu;n,
Marylang 21090, ang — Throughte Co,, Ltd, (‘TUTK')‘(the "Partnef)A
WHEREAS:

A. LOREX Provides businesses and Consumers i
Surveillance Security Solutions and sells j

g €rge brands, LOR| re i

o :

e
ing in €quipment manufacluring to create a joint
of al| Parties ¢, Cerned amalgamating the Parinepg Assets
2 ets (the “Joint Assets®), and the partieg agree to sgj
exclusively in the Tem'tory for the Term. 1 is
any direct or indirect pr, Lo

Third

lished in

X

18. ts that Lore

: rior art do r ! igning Office

ly two of many different p dyef lines. Many of Pe Authorized Signing :

represent only cul‘ity camera pro TSTSIO0d That the Partner wil oo
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ion wit ma
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Now THEREFORE. for gooq and Vvaluable cansideran'on, the receipt ang
suﬂiciency of which are hereby acknowtedged, the Parties hereto hereb
follows:

Y agree ag
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: he same sub:

. bstantially t R

P disclosed su ith ThroughTek o

ublications met with

e Video references even before Lorex :
Lorex Vide

Manual and

ber 18, 2012
d on Septem

before the Agreement was execute

2012 or befo

Qctober 11,

1 Grant of Exclusivity

The Partner agrees to ang does hereby grant to LOREX for the Term (as defineq
below) and upon the termg and Conditiong hereinafter Set forth, ap exclusive license
Wwith the right to sublicense others, to make, use, offer for sale, import or sel| only the

THROUGHTEK 2001

EX2001, 6.
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er 7
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The temporal impossibility

EXCLUSIV!TY AGREEMENT
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Authorized Signing Officer
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Grant of Exclusivigy

The P, agrees to ang does hereby grant to LOREX for the Term (as defineq
below) and upon the termg and Conditiong hereinafter Set forth, ap exclusive license
with the right to sublv'cense others, to make, Use, offer for sale, import or sel| only the

THROUGHTEK 2904
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Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

Three flawed assumptions underlying Patent Owner’s
position that the §102(b)(1)(A) exception applies:

8-channel model shown

1. The “subject matter” shortcoming Fuaties
2. The temporal impossibility

3. The legal error: ignoring the plain text
of §102(b)(1)(A) and PO’s burden

INTERNET

Inot required for
local viewing

Enter Device Name —— Name

Legin

35 U.S.C. 102 Conditions for patentability; novelty.

Enter Client Port

(default: 2000) Chent

Enter User Nam
(default: adrnin\

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—

(1) DISCLOSURES MADE 1 YEAR OR LESS BEFORE THE EFFECTIVE FILING DATE OF THE CLAIMED INVENTION.
—A disclosure made 1 year or less before the effective filing date of a claimed invention shall not be prior art to
the claimed invention under subsection (a)(1) if—

Enter Password
(default: 000000)

Tap Click to retrieve
channels.

(A) the disclosure was made by the inventor or joint inventor or by another who obtained the subject matter
disclosed directly or indirectly from the inventor or a joint inventor; or

(B) the subject matter disclosed had, before such disclosure, been publicly disclosed by the inventor or a joint
inventor or another who obtained the subject matter disclosed directly or indirectly from the inventor or a
joint inventor.

FISH.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE

Second interface

o

2

-*

wﬁ.ﬂ

Ethernet Cable lincluded)

oe

Lorex DVA Unigue identification (UID)

n Mode ID

Tapicontoscan QRcode\_‘_‘__
Device lD- dem736ae2df7

Port 9000

oooooo

Reply, 15-19, Pet. 20, 26, 55
fr.com | 19



5
Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

The legal error: ignoring the plain text of §102(b)(1)(A) and PO’s burden

2155.03 Showing That the Disclosure was Made, or That Subject
Matter had Been Previously Publicly Disclosed, by Another Who
Obtained the Subject Matter Disclosed Directly or Indirectly From
the Inventor or a Joint Inventor [R-01.2024]

a claimed invention under AIA 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) if the subject matter disclosed was obtained directly or indirectly
from the inventor or a joint inventor.

AIA 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(1), and that a disclosure under AIA 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) shall not be prior art to a claimed
invention, if the subject matter disclosed had, before such grace period disclosure was made under AIA 35 U.S.C.

by another who obtained the subject matter disclosed directly or indirectly from the inventor or a joint inventor. An
applicant may also show that another obtained the subject matter disclosed directly or indirectly from the inventor or a
joint inventor in an affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130(b). Thus, an applicant may establish a prior public
disclosure by another if the applicant can establish that subject matter disclosed originated with the inventor or a joint
inventor and that the subject matter was communicated by the inventor or a joint inventor, directly or indirectly. Any
documentation which provides evidence of the communication of the subject matter by the inventor or a joint inventor to
the entity that made the disclosure of the subject matter directly or indirectly, such as by an assignee of the inventor,
should accompany the affidavit or declaration.

FISH.

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE

8-channel model shown

388885088

“@ Oﬁ a

Second interface Ethernet Cable [included)
i
'
Wﬂg‘ I
INTERNET |
— 4

5:\1

Inot required for

local viewing]

2:27 AM

Devices

Enter Device Name —— Name Lorex DVR Unique identification (UID)

Login Mode ID
TapicontoscanQRcode —_ -

Device ID dem736ae2df7
Enter Client Port %
(default: 9000] R0t ESth, & (00

Enter User Name
(default: admin]

Enter Password |
default: 000000) Password  sesees

- User Name admin

Tap Click to retrieve —— Click to retrieve channels
channels.

Channels

The moblle device live streams the video

VANTACE

00:01:12.60

The DVR receives the
video signal via a back-
The camera capturesa  panel interface
video signal

Reply, 15-19, Pet. 20, 26, 55
fr.com | 20



Lorex Manual And Lorex Video Are Prior Art

The legal error: ignoring the plain text of §102(b)(1)(A) and PO’s burden

K/S Himpp v. BRAGI GmbH, IPR2023-00901, Paper 39, p. 16 (PTAB Nov. 24, 2024): R
. .. . . Q@ o-‘ﬁq.-
We agree with Petitioner that the prior art exception of 35 U.S.C. : ggg‘é 9es, ﬂ
Second Interface: Ethernet Cable lincluded)

§ 102(b)(1)(B) does not apply to the Hensen Video. The differences

between the Dash Kickstarter product and the Hensen Video establish that INTERNET éﬂ” ‘M“*

Inot required for
local viewing

the subject matters are not identical, and the two subject matters at least

embody different species of the *385 patent. This is particularly the case for

Enter Device Name —— Name Lorex DVR Unique identification (UID)
the two different visual representations of the wireless ear pieces, as oot scon G coge oA Mode D
T
described above. Significantly, as Petitioner points out, the visual Ener Client POt Caaneport 5000

Enter User Name
(default: admin]

Enter Password Paasword

—— User Name admin

ssssss
SCHEDULE “A” (default: 000000)
Iﬁgrﬁ:;gm retrieve —— Click to retrieve channels
ASSETS Channels

Cloud Connectivity services.

The moblle device live streams the video

Cloud Connectivity services specializing in varied networked devices, including IP cam, NAS,
Set-top box, home gateway, and similar devices.

1 00:01:12.60 |

The camera capturesa  pal

The Partner will develop connectivity services with a connection platform based on P2P (Point to video sigl
Point) network connection architecture and advanced Cloud computing technology via API
(Application Programming Interface) for cross-platform connection. The end result will allow
developers to utilize a ready-to-use API to build up the connection between different devices and
across different operation systems.

Reply, 15-19, Pet. 20, 26, 55
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Issue 2:

Kim941 does NOT “teach away” from Element 1[h] (for Grounds 1A-1B only)

F I S H . DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE fr.com | 22



T
Kim941 does NOT “teach away” from Element 1[h]

Patent Owner’s argument is not Patent Owner’s argument ignores the
dispositive for all Grounds: claim language and testimony:

31. I noticed that in the POR, PO asserts that Kim941 teaches away from

More to the point, Kim941 is relied upon in only two of the six grounds at
) o ) ) ) o . (he negative limitation recited in Element [1h] because Kim941’s “peer nodes P1
issue in this IPR. Grounds 1A-1B cite Kim941 in combination with Lorex Manual

and P2 are required to register with the server 100 for obtaining the virtual address
to address the negative limitation (1.e., Element [1h]), but Grounds 1C-1D and 2A-
and storing the mformation such as the network connection type 1n the storage unit
2B rely on a different reference—i.e., Kuo (EX1011)—as an alternative to Kim941 ~ )
100 of the server 100 before establishing a direct connection.” POR, 12 (emphasis

is limitati 28-31, 51-52, 71- i
for this limitation. Pet.. 1, 28-31, 51-52, 71-73. Importantly. PO never disputes the hdded); generally id., 5-13. CREEENERIEE CERENETETETDS

fact that Kuo discloses the negative limitation in [1h] or that this limitation would BlEEE s DR S R G SR ST

have been obvious to a POSITA based on Kuo as applied in Grounds 1C-1D and (UID) to register in the at least one linking server for associating connecting

2A-2B. Nor could PO have disputed Kuo’s relevance considering that Kuo 1s PO’s information of the remote client device when the remote client device contacts the

at least one linking server for establishing the P2P connection.” EX1001, 15:35-

Patent Owner’s argument disregards 40 (emphasis added)
precedent regar’d | ng “teach | ng away” 33. I noticed that Kim941 explicitly discloses that the first peer’s “tunnel

“p reference that merely expresses a general query request message” includes only the unique ID of a second peer to identify the
preference fOI' an alternative invention but does not second peer as the target of the connection. and that the first peer sends this message
criticize, discredit, or otherwise discourage when contacting the server to establish a P2P connection with a second peer.
investigation into the claimed invention does not EX1003, [0081], FIG. 6. Because the fisstpeeriisalieady registered at the tima of
teach away.”

Meiresonne v. Google, Inc., 849 F.3d 1379, 1382 (Fed. Cir. 2017)

this connection, the first peer does not need to (and does not) send its own unique

ID to register with the server in the tunnel query request message. 7d: EX1003,

Patent Owner elected to never’ BT

Fl SH cross-examine Mr. Kardashov at all.  Reply, 20-24, Ex1021, 141 31-33; Pet. 28-32, EX1003, 111108113
. DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT — NOT EVIDENCE frcom | 23






