From: Greenleaf, Kevin R.

To: Trials; Yang, Stephen; Bickham, Timothy C.; Gothia, Forrest; tlee@hsml.com; akavathekar@hsml.com;
christopher.centurelli@klgates.com; erik.halverson@klgates.com; joshua.andrews@klgates.com

Subject: RE: IPR2024-01436 to -01439 Message for Counsel Re: Petitioner"s Motion to Seal

Date: Tuesday, October 21, 2025 4:24:09 PM
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2025-10-21 IPR2024-01436 Certificate of Service.pdf
2025-10-21 IPR2024-01437 Certificate of Service.pdf
2025-10-21 IPR2024-01438 Certificate of Service.pdf
2025-10-21 TPR2024-01439 Certificate of Service.pdf
Ex 1078 - Six, Erwin Redacted.pdf

Ex 1090 - Ludke, Andrew Redacted.pdf

Ex 1091 - Scally, William B. Redacted.pdf

CAUTION: This email has originated from a source outside of USPTO. PLEASE CONSIDER THE SOURCE before
responding, clicking on links, or opening attachments.

Dear Board and Patent Owner’s Counsel,
Petitioner submitted the attached public documents in the corresponding IPRs.

Best regards,
Kevin

Kevin R. Greenleaf

My pronouns are: He/Him/His
D | +16507980381 | M +1916 838 0291

From: Trials <Trials@USPTO.GOV>

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2025 2:11 PM

To: Yang, Stephen <stephen.yang@dentons.com>; Bickham, Timothy C.
<timothy.bickham@dentons.com>; Greenleaf, Kevin R. <kevin.greenleaf@dentons.com>; Gothia,
Forrest <forrest.gothia@dentons.com>; tlee@hsml.com; akavathekar@hsml.com;
christopher.centurelli@klgates.com; erik.halverson@klgates.com; joshua.andrews@klgates.com
Cc: Trials <Trials@USPTO.GOV>

Subject: IPR2024-01436 to -01439 Message for Counsel Re: Petitioner's Motion to Seal

[WARNING: EXTERNAL SENDER]

Counsel,

Petitioner’s Motions to Seal, filed on 10/15/2025, indicate that Petitioner filed
public redacted versions of Exhibits 1078, 1090, and 1091. See IPR2025- 01436,
Paper 31, 2 (“Redacted versions of the sealed documents are being filed
herewith”), 3 (“the confidential portions of Exhibits 1078 and 1090-1091").
However, no redacted public versions of Exhibits 1078, 1090, and 1091 are found
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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e), I certify that on this 21% day of October, 2025,
true and correct copies of Petitioner’s redacted Exhibits 1078, 1090 and 1091 in
accordance with the Board’s instructions, were served by electronic mail and filed on P-

TACTS.

Date: October 21, 2025 Respectfully submitted,

/Stephen Yang/
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Registration No. 70,589
Dentons US LLP
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tlee@hsml.com
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/Stephen Yang/

Stephen Yang
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Date: October 21, 2025 Respectfully submitted,

/Stephen Yang/
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tlee@hsml.com
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Stephen Yang
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Stephen Yang
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MARSHALL DIVISION

BARCO, INC. AND BARCO NV,
Plaintiffs,
Civil Action No. :

2:23-cv-00521
(JRG) (RSP)

—against-

YEALINK (USA) NETWORK TECHNOLOGY CO.,
LTD., AND YEALINK NETWORK TECHNOLOGY
CO., LTD.

Defendants.

R I e N N N N e N N N . e g

ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ook ok sk okokok ok ok ok okok ok ok ok
-
|
ook ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ook ok sk okokok ok ok ok okok ok ok ok
VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION UNDER ORAL EXAMINATION OF

ERWIN SIX
DATE: April 25, 2025

REPORTED BY: CHARLENE FRIEDMAN, CCR, RPR, CRR

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
GregoryEdwards. com | 844-483-2643
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2 (Pages 2 to 5)

Page 2 Page 3
1 1 APPEARANCES:
2 2
3 3
K&L GATES
4 4 1 Congress Street
5 Suite 2900
6 5 Boston, Massachusetts 02114
7 (67) 951-9076
6 BY: CHRISTOPHER CENTURELLI, ESQ.
8 TRANSCRIPT of the deposition of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs
9 ERWIN SIX, called for Oral Examination in the 7
10 above-captioned matter, said deposition being taken by g
11 and before CHARLENE FRIEDMAN, a Notary Public and DENTONS US, LLP
12 Certified Court Reporter, a Registered Professional 10 1900 K Street NW
13 Reporter, and a Certified Realtime Reporter, at K&L » vgzgg)' n%;gnb?,g? 20006
14 Gates, LLP, 599 Lexington Avenue, New York, New York, on BY: STEPHEN WANG, ESQ
15 April 25, 2025, commencing at approximately 10:07 in the 12 Attorneys for Defe;]dants
16 morning. 13
17 14
15 ALSO PRESENT: MICHAEL BENNETT, Video Operator
18 16 * ok kK ok
19 17
20 18
19
21 20
22 21
23 22
23
24
24
% 25
Page 4 Page 5
1 I NDE X 1 EXHIBITS
2 WITNESS NAME PAGE (continued)
3 ERWIN SIX 2
4 By Mr. Yang 8 3 EXHIBIT NO. DESCRIPTION PAGE
5 KOK K kX 4 EXHIBIT 29 Photograph 164
6 EXHIBITS 5 EXHIBIT 30 Photograph 166
; Ein:g:¥ Tg~ EESCB:PTaoN PA?E 6 EXHIBIT 31 Article 169
matl chain 7 EXHIBIT 32 Photograph 170
9 EXHIBIT 14 E-mail chain 23 8  EXHIBIT 33 Earl | 172
10 EXHIBIT 15 Product sheet 63 o Dopess
11 EXHIBIT 16 LauncherPlus Quick 74 9
Start Guide 10
12 11
EXHIBIT 17 Settlement agreement 80 12
13 13
EXHIBIT 18 CleverShare product 92 14
14 document 15
15  EXHIBIT 19 E-mail chain 101 16
16  EXHIBIT 20 License agreement 129 17
17  EXHIBIT 21 Printout of website 152 18
18  EXHIBIT 22 List of patents 154 19
19  EXHIBIT 23 List of patents 155 20
20 EXHIBIT 24 List of patents 157 271
21 EXHIBIT 25 List of patents 158 2
22  EXHIBIT 26 List of patents 159 )
23 EXHIBIT 27 Photograph 163 3
24 EXHIBIT 28 Photograph 163 | 24
25 25
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Page 139

MR. CENTURELLI: To the extent you
had discussions with legal counsel, |'m
going to instruct you not to answer.

You can answer with respect to
discussions you may or may not have had
with Crestron
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Page 141

Can you repeat the ——

MR. YANG:
quick break.

VIDEO OPERATOR: Off the record,
1:36 p.m., April 25, 2025.

(Brief recess taken.)

VIDEO OPERATOR: On the record 1:48
p.m., April 25, 2025.
Q Staying with Exhibit — staying

with this license agreement for a second.

Why don't we take a

MR. CENTURELLI: Exhibit 207?
MR. YANG: Yes.
Q If you can go to schedule 1,

please, which is on page 15.
Does schedule 1 provide the patents
Crestron licensed for Barco?
A es.
Q So Crestron licensed all these

=<

GregoryEdwards, LLC |

Page 36 of 54
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patents, correct, all the patents |isted
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Page 143

MR. CENTURELLI: 1I'm going to
object to that question to the extent it
calls for attorney—client privileged
communication and caution you not to
reveal any attorney—client privileged
communications or instruction you may
have received, but if you're able to
otherwise, answer the question

MR. CENTURELLI: 1I'm going to
object, and —— to form and my prior
instruction, and also asked and

.--- w N =

I .
-
©
Oq |
®
A ‘
N

answered.
Q Are you able to answer my question,
sir?

Q Will Barco have licensed only one
category of patents to Crestron?

A That's privileged, too. That's
attorney—client privileged communications.

MR. CENTURELLI: | instruct you not
to answer.
Q Okay. So Barco itself, other than

what its legal counsel may have told you,
does not have an answer?
MR. CENTURELLI: | instruct you ——
| object to the question.
| believe that the witness has
answered the question and | have
instructed him not to answer.
MR. YANG: |'m actually just trying

00NN WN =

Page 145

to clarify that — all the information
that Barco has is privileged. So | do
need an answer to that.

Q Let me ask you this way

So is it fair, then, that — let me
rephrase.

So my question, sir, is would Barco
have |licensed only one category of these
patents to Crestron, and | just wanted to
understand, is it your position that even yes
or no it will be privileged?

MR. CENTURELLI: | object to the

form of the question.
A | can only say this —

MR. CENTURELLI: If you can answer
the question without revealing
attorney—client communications, please
do.

GregoryEdwards, LLC |

Wor ldwide Court Reporting
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Page 206 Page 207

1 Q Okay. Again, do not reveal what 1 may have learned from counsel, correct?

2 your counsel may have told you, but sitting 2 A Yes.

3 here today, are you able to tell me which [ | | I

4 features of ClickShare is patented? [ | s

5 A 1don't — 1

6 MR. CENTURELLI: I'm going to 1 I

7 object to the question to the extent it [ | | )

8 calls for attorney—client privileged 8 MR. CENTURELLI: | would like to

9 communication, and |'m going to instruct 9 mark this transcript Attorneys' Eyes

10 the witness not to answer. 10 Only subject to our review under the

11 MR. YANG: |'m just trying to 11 protective order.

12 understand, outside of what may be 12 MR. YANG: Mr. Six, | do not have

13 privileged, does the witness have any 13 any further questions for you today.

14 know | edge. 14 | want to thank you for being here.

15 If the answer is no, |'m happy to 15 Real ly appreciate your time.

16 move on. |If it's yes, then | think it's 16 MR. CENTURELLI: Mr. Six, | have no

17 fair game. 17 questions for you at this time, but |

18 MR. CENTURELLI: | believe he's 18 also thank you for your hard work today.

19 already answered that. 19 THE WITNESS: Yes.

20 MR. YANG: Well, let's try — | 20 MR. YANG: Thank you.

21 don't think he —— | don't think he has 21 And let me just make a note, |

22 on the record. 22 believe today, during this deposition,

23 MR. CENTURELLI: Okay. 23 we received a number of documents from

24 A So no. 24 Barco. Some of it may relate to or may

25 Q No information other than what you 25 be relevant to the questions | had today
Page 208 Page 209

1 for Mr. Six and also the questions we 1 CERTIFICATE

2 had for Mr. Lightcap. 2 I, CHARLENE FRIEDMAN, a Certified Court

3 MR. CENTURELLI: Yeah. 3 Reporter and Notary Public, qualified in and for

4 MR. YANG: We'll take a look, but I 4 the State of New Jersey do hereby certify that

5 just want to note that on that basis, we 5 prior to the commencement of the examination ERWIN

6 hold this deposition open. |f we need 6 SIX was duly sworn by me to testify to the truth

7 to revisit, we can talk, but | just want 7 the whole truth and nothing but the truth.

8 to make a note. 8 | DO FURTHER CERTIFY that the foregoing

9 MR. CENTURELLI: | understand. 9 is a true and accurate transcript of the testimony

10 Thank you. 10 as taken stenographically by and before me at the

11 VIDEO OPERATOR: This will conclude 11 time, place and on the date hereinbefore set forth.

12 today's recording of the deposition of 12 | DO FURTHER certify that | am neither a

13 Erwin Six. 13 relative of nor employee nor attorney nor counsel

14 We are off record at 3:21 p.m., 14 for any of the parties to this action, and that |

15 April 25, 2015. 15 am neither a relative nor employee of such attorney

16 (Whereupon, the deposition was 16 or counsel, and that | am not financially

17 concluded at 3:21 p.m.) 17 interested in the action.

18 (Witness was excused.) 18 S e

19 19 Q Q , %

20 20 A {1

21 21 CHARLENE FRIEDMAN, RPR, CRR, CCR of the

22 22 State of New Jersey

23 23 License No: 30X100204900

24 24 Date: April 25, 2025

25 25
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT GCOURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

BARCO, INC., et al, g
Plaintiff, g Case No.
V. g 2:2023cv00521
YEALINK (USA) NETWORK TECHNOLOGY g
COMPANY LTD., et al, g
Defendants. §
-
-

REMOTE VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION of
I

Milford, Pennsylvania

Reporter: Michael D. 0'Connor, RMR, CRR, CRC

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
GregoryEdwards. com | 844-483-2643
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:57:43 | 19 Q What is the main function of these
:57:57 | 20 videobars?

:57:38 | 21 A. | mean, a Videobar is a

:58:06 | 22 combination of a mica camera and a speaker
:58:11 | 23 general ly, understood to be a combination of a
:58:14 | 24 microphone, a camera, and a speaker, to support
:58:17 | 25 a unified communications solution; a

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
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videoconference call, |like the one we're on

right now.

Q. So let's go back to Crestron 3,
please, the patent |icense agreement between

Crestron and Barco.
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12:00:04 | 24 Q So at this — let me rephrase.
12:00:11 | 25 So before this patent |icense

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
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Q. Now, in your experience, is there
any trend that you see in terms of the number

of people using the dongles versus the number

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
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of people using these other alternatives?

A. | mean, | don't have any specific
market research around that to share. | think
there's a lot of preference out there. What |
mean by that is, there's some customers who
like a hard-wired connection. It feels
reliable, predictable, this, that, and the
other thing. There's some customers that |ike
the convenience of the wireless and the dongle.
And then there's some customers who see some
| imitations on the dongle.

So there's just a lot of variation
in the market in terms of what customers are
looking for.

Q. | understand. And | just want to
focus a little bit on the U.S. market. ['m not

asking about any specific market research.

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
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01:06:26 | 21 Q | understand. Thank you. Does
01:06:45 | 22 the term "videoconferencing endpoint” mean
01:06:50 | 23 anything to you?

01:06:30 | 24 A. Yeah, | guess.

01:06:51 | 25 Q. What is your understanding of that

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
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term?

A. | mean, |like me sitting here at my
computer, |'m an endpoint in a videoconference
call.

Q. Can that term be used to refer to
products?

A. | guess so. It's not something |

come across in common usage.
Q. Can that term be used to refer to

a dongle product?

A. | don't know. |'m not sure where
you're going. It's not a phrase that | would
use.

Q. Okay. That's what | wanted to

understand. Would you characterize a dongle as
an endpoint product?
A. It's not a way that | would think
to refer to it.
MR. YANG: |'m dropping another
exhibit into the chat box. This would
be Crestron 4.
(Document marked as Exhibit 4
for identification)
Q. While you open that, just for the

record, it is an Excel document with a Bates

GregoryEdwards, LLC | Worldwide Court Reporting
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CERTIFICATE

I, Michael 0'Connor, Registered
Merit Reporter/Certified Realtime Reporter,
do hereby certify:

That |, the witness
whose testimony is hereinbefore set forth,
was duly sworn by me and that such testimony
is a true and accurate record of my
stenotype notes taken in the foregoing
matter to the best of my knowledge, skill
and ability.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto
set my hand and Notarial Seal this 18th day

of April 2025.

MICHAEL O'CONNOR, RMR, CRR, CRC

Notary Public

My Commission expires:

November 9, 2029
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William B. Scally — May 23, 2025

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MARSHALL DIVISION

BARCO, INC. AND BARGCO NV,
Plaintiffs,
—against-—
(JRG) (RSP)
YEALINK (USA) NETWORK TECHNOLOGY CO.,
LTD., AND YEALINK NETWORK TECHNOLOGY

CO., LTD.

Defendants.
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VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION of WILLIAM B. SCALLY

Boston, Massachusetts

Reporter: Michael D. 0'Connor, RMR, CRR, GCRC

Civil Action No. :
2:23-¢cv-00521
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William B. Scally — May 23, 2025

2 (Pages 2 to 5)

Page 2 Page 4

1 1 APPEARANGES

2 (Continued) :

3 2

4 3 Also Present: Rebecca Nardi CBIZ

5 4 Couirey Eckmayer, Videographer
6 5

7 Friday, May 23, 2025 6

8 10:03 a.m. 7 ok ok x K

9 8

10 I 9

11 ] 10
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13 VIDEOTAPED DEPOSITION of WILLIAM 13

14 B. SCALLY, held at K& GATES LLP, One 14

15 Congress Street, Boston, Massachusetts, 15

16 pursuant to notice, before Michael D. 16

17 0'Connor, Registered Merit Reporter, 17

18 Certified Realtime Reporter, Certified 18

19 Realtime Captioner. 19
20 20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25

Page 3 Page 5

1 APPEARANGCES: 1 I NDEX

2 2 Deposition of: Page
3 ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF: 3 WILLIAM B. SCALLY

4 K&L GATES LLP 4 By Mr. Yang 7
5 One Congress Street, Suite 2900 5
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7 (617) 951-9076 7 * k% x %

8 BY: CHRISTOPHER CENTURELLI, ESQ. 8

9 Christopher. Centurel | i@klgates. com 9 EXHIBITS

10 10 No. Page
11 ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT: 11 Exhibit 35 Expert Report of William B.

12 DENTONS US LLP 12 Scally, CFA 31
13 1221 Avenue of the Americas 13 Exhibit 36 Patent License Agreement,

14 New York, New York 10020-1089 14 Bates CRESTRON_ 0000001 -

15 (212) 398-4890 15 CRESTRON_0000019 70
16 BY: STEPHEN YANG, ESQ. 16 Exhibit 37 Graphic, Bates

17 stephen. yang@dentons. com 17 BARCO_0067568 156
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21 21 website 184
22 22
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25 25
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William B. Scally — May 23, 2025

19 (Pages 70 to 73)
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17

infringement started, | think that there is
information that their infringement started
earlier than my damages calculus would
indicate. Reasonable minds can differ on when
that might be.

[ | I
|
A Yeah. Thank you

(Document marked as Exhibit 36
for identification)
Q. So you have Exhibit 36 in front of
you, Bates number CRESTRON_0000001 to
CRESTRON_0000019. | believe this is the

A. No, | feel the same
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Page 72

A. | think in addition to other
elements, | think that that's one of them to
But also to consider is that there's

Barco, as the patentee, what their appetite is
to do a market deal uninfluenced by litigation
| think that it's reasonable to

consider that not only did their appetite
change, but also the testimony between
representatives of both companies would
indicate what circumstances might be different
between these two agreements, both the
agreement that was signed by Crestron and the
agreement or the proposal that may or may not
have been contemplated by Yeal ink

Q. So in addition to the brand
awareness, there's this difference in

willingness; is that fair?
A. That's fair, yes
[ | |

Page 71

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEENew 00 cmm

Page 73

A. | think in addition to other
things, | just want to make sure that the
record is clear that it doesn't all get
subsumed into this one element.

o

What other things were there?
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William B. Scally — May 23, 2025

20 (Pages 74 to 77)

Page 74 Page 76
| | 1 basis in your report?
| | 2 A. | do, yes.
1 ] 3 Q. Coming back to this perception of
4 Q. So that's also brand awareness and 4 the patentee you just mentioned. Now, in your
5 reputation in a way, right? 5 opinion, that is relevant for the hypothetical
6 A. Sure. And the second piece is 6 negotiation, correct?
7 related to — | think it's both a price and a 7 A. Yes
8 quality issue. And again, the perception on 8 Q. What about the perception of the
9 behalf of the patentee was that the quality, as 9 licensee, in this case Yealink, would that have
10 reflected in the price of Yealink, creates a 10 mattered?
11 negative —— potentially negative market impact 11 A. Also, yes, of course
12 to Barco's core competency. 12 Q. Did you consider that?
13 And so therefore, it's logical to 13 A. Yes, | did
14 consider that any relationship that Barco would 14 Q. How did you consider that?
15 enter with Yealink as a business partner would 15 A. | considered it in the sense that,
16 have to address that in the terms of their 16 again, in the legal fiction of the
17 arrangement. 17 Georgia—Pacific, | have to reach an agreement
18 Q. | want to talk about that for just 18 in the real —— in a world where there wasn't
19 a minute. When you say "quality," what kind of 19 litigation where Barco and Yeal ink would enter
20 quality issues are you referring to? 20 into an agreement. There is some probability
21 A. | think — |'m just parroting the 21 that the patentee would decide not to do a deal
22 quality that Mr. Six as the innovator for Barco 22 at all.
23 might talk about. But it relates to the speed 23 However, | think that would |
24 of the device, the reliability of the device, 24 continue to get back to as an independent
25 just those types of usability issues that the 25 analyst is that regardless of what the parties
Page 75 Page 77
1 under lying customer would perceive from the use 1 — each of the parties' independent willingness
2 of a Yealink dongle vis—a-vis a Barco dongle. 2 is to do a deal, we do have a market
3 Q. And that knowledge came from Mr. 3 transaction that was done. And then you can
4 Six, correct? 4 ask the follow—on question, a deal relative to
5 A. | believe so, yes. 5 this deal, would it be higher or lower, and
6 Q. Did you conduct any independent 6 why
7 analysis on, for example, user reviews of the 7 And so, | believe that my analysis
8 dongles? 8 focused on that approach
9 A. I'm sure that my team did. As | 9 Q. | may have not —— | may have been
10 sit here right now, | don't recall. But again, 10 unclear in my question. My question is
11 in the negotiation, the perception of the 1 actually a lot simpler than that
12 patentee, you know, certainly informs my 12 You testified the patentee's
13 position as to, again, on a relative basis how 13 perception of the licensee's product is
14 did Barco and how is Barco considering its 14 relevant, and you've considered that, correct?
15 relationship with Crestron to a hypothetical 15 A. Yes
16 negotiation in relationship with known 16 Q. What about, again, the licensee's
17 infringer Yealink. 17 perception of its product quality, is that
18 Q. Now, if your team relied on 18 relevant also for your consideration of the
19 third-party reviews or any other independent 19 reasonable royalty?
20 information on the quality, that would have 20 A. Yes, it is
21 been included in your report, correct? 21 Q. Okay. So coming back in this
22 A. I'm not — |'m not sure. | would 22 case, Yealink's perception of its own products
23 have to go back and look at my work papers. 23 its own product quality, that is relevant
24 Q. Well, do you believe if you relied 24 correct?
25 on something, you would have included that as a 25 A. Yes

GregoryEdwards, LLC |

Wor ldwide Court Reporting

GregoryEdwards. com | 844-483-2643

Page 20 of 62
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27 (Pages 102 to 105)
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Page 102

record at 12:27 p.m.
(Luncheon recess taken at 12:27
p.m. and reconvening at 1:13 p.m.)
THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We are back on
the record at 1:13 p.m.
BY MR. YANG:

SRS HANNEEEEEEEEE s s
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| want to stay on page — well,
let's go to Page 18 of your report, Paragraph

54, please. The last sentence in that

Page 103 Page 105
| | | |
| | | |
| [ | | | L
| I | L
| [ | [ | I
| [ | I 6 Do you see that?
| [ | I 7 A. I do.
| | 8 Q. What does that mean?
| [ | I 9 A. It is consistent with my
[ | [ | | 10 characterization of the business relationship
[ | ] 1 between Barco and Crestron when the deal was
[ | | 12 struck.
| [ ] 13 Certainly can be considered as
[ | [ | ] 14 customers, but it's not as simple as their
B | 15 direct customers in one sale for Barco that's a
[ | ] 16 sale taken away from Crestron.
[ | | [ | .
[ | | [ | |
[ | | [ | .
[ | [ | | [ | |
[ | | [ | .
[ | | [ | L
[ | I [ | L
[ | [ | I [ | .
[ | | [ | |
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William B. Scally — May 23, 2025

28 (Pages 106 to 109)
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Page 106

1

| thought you testified earlier
that there is a difference between Yealink's
and Barco's price and quality. So are you
saying that doesn't matter any more?

A.

Q. So why are they still in the same

=

o, |'m not saying that

market, Yealink and Barco?

EEEEE s o

Page 108

real probability for Barco

Q. So is it fair to say that would be
your speculation, that one day it may become an
issue?

[ | [ |

Q. And that's what you have to take
into account for your analysis?

A. In addition to other things, yes

Q. But that's a part of it, right?

A. Mm—hmm.

Q. If you don't mind, going back to
Page 19, please, the summary

A. Yes.

Q. For a license agreement similar to

SRS HEEEEEEEE s mmo ~ 00 =
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Page 107
A. For the reasons that |'ve just
mentioned
Q. Okay. So despite your concerns

about price and quality, Barco and Yealink are
still in the same market?

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEE N emc 0 s 0

A. Well, ultimately it would in the
long term; right? | think we're talking — the

timeframe has been relatively short, and so
simply haven't done that analysis.

imagine that ultimately that
would play out, and that's a real risk with a

Page 109

the Crestron/Barco agreement, is there more
value if there are more patents being |icensed?
Not necessarily

Why not?

It depends

What does it depend on?

me>°>
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62 (Pages 242 to 243)

Page 242

1 ERRATA

2

3 I, WILLIAM B. SCALLY, do hereby certify

4 that | have read the foregoing transcript of

5 my testimony, and further certify that it is

6 a true and accurate record of my testimony

7 (with the exception of the corrections

8 listed below):

9 Page Line Correction

10 -

1 _

12 -

13 o

14 -

15 o

16 -

17

18 Signed under the pains and penalties of

19 per jury this day of s
20 2025.
21
22
23 WILLIAM B. SCALLY
24
25

Page 243

1 CERTIFICATE

2

3 I, Michael 0'Connor, Registered

4 Merit Reporter/Certified Realtime Reporter,
5 do hereby certify:

6 That WILLIAM B. SCALLY, the witness
7 whose testimony is hereinbefore set forth,
8 was duly sworn by me and that such testimony
9 is a true and accurate record of my

10 stenotype notes taken in the foregoing

11 matter to the best of my knowledge, skill
12 and ability.

13 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto
14 set my hand and Notarial Seal this 23rd day
15 of May 2025.

16

17

18

19 Mo thact O Connems
20 MICHAEL O'CONNOR, RMR, CRR, CRC
21 Notary Public
22
23
24 My Commission expires:
25 November 9, 2029
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in the record. Please upload redacted public versions of the Exhibits to the
record.

Additionally, the Motions to Seal do not indicate whether the Patent Owner
opposes or not the Motions to Seal. Exhibits 1078, 1090, and 1091 relate to
financial information and licenses belonging to Patent Owner. Patent Owner
please indicated by replying to Trials@uspto.gov whether Patent Owner intends
or does not intend to oppose the Motions to Seal.

Regards,

Andrew Kellogg,

Deputy Chief Clerk, Trials
Patent Trial and Appeal Board
USPTO

andrew.kellogg@uspto.gov
(571) 272-5366

b UNITED STATES
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE »
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