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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(c)(1), Withrow Networks, Inc. (“Patent
Owner”) respectfully moves the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (“Board”) to
recognize Francisco A. Villegas, Esq. (“Proposed Counsel) pro hac vice for
purposes of representing Patent Owner in the above-captioned proceeding.

I. Introduction

Roger S. Thompson, a registered patent practitioner (Registration No.
29,594), serves as lead counsel for Patent Owner in this proceeding. Patent Owner
seeks to designate Proposed Counsel, who is not a registered patent practitioner, as
back-up counsel to assist lead counsel in this matter. Good cause exists for this
request, as Proposed Counsel is an experienced litigating attorney with established
legal familiarity with the subject matter at issue in this proceeding.

I1. Background

A. The Proceeding

This proceeding concerns U.S. Patent No. 10,771,849 (“the ‘849 Patent”),
which relates to Multimedia Systems for Mobile Client Platforms.

B. Proposed Counsel’s Qualifications

Proposed Counsel is an attorney duly licensed and in good standing to
practice law in the State of California. Proposed Counsel has been admitted to the

California Bar for 25 years.
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Proposed Counsel has extensive experience in patent litigation and related
proceedings. Specifically:

1. Litigation Experience: Proposed Counsel has practiced patent law for 25
years and is currently serving as lead counsel in five patent cases in federal
district courts, including the parallel litigation in the Northern District of
California involving the ‘849 Patent.

2. Technical Expertise: Proposed Counsel possesses significant technical
knowledge in the field of digital media streaming, is familiar with the art
which is the subject of this proceeding, has advised Patent Owner with
respect thereto and has assisted in the preparation of the papers submitted by
Patent Owner herein.

3. Familiarity with This Matter: Proposed Counsel has been involved in the
related infringement litigation, and has counseled Patent Owner regarding
the ‘849 patent, and investigated and analyzed the technology. He has
developed substantial familiarity with the accused technology, the alleged
prior art and the technical and legal issues in this proceeding.

C. Role in This Proceeding
Proposed Counsel will serve an essential role in this proceeding by assisting
lead counsel with preparation for the oral argument and presenting the Patent

Owner’s case during the argument. Proposed Counsel’s litigation experience and
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technical expertise in all matters relating to the ‘849 Patent and the prior art at
issue herein will materially benefit the presentation of Patent Owner’s case.

II1. Good Cause Exists for Pro Hac Vice Admission

Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.10(c)(1), the Board may recognize counsel pro hac
vice during a proceeding upon a showing of good cause, subject to the condition
that lead counsel be a registered practitioner. The regulation provides that “where
the lead counsel is a registered practitioner, a motion to appear pro hac vice by
counsel who is not a registered practitioner may be granted upon showing that
counsel is an experienced litigating attorney and has an established legal
familiarity with the subject matter at issue in the proceeding.”

Good cause exists here because:

A. Lead Counsel Is a Registered Practitioner

Roger S. Thompson is a registered patent practitioner in good standing
(Registration No. 29,594) and will serve as lead counsel throughout this
proceeding. All requirements regarding counsel composition under 37 C.F.R. §
42.10(a) are satisfied.

B. Proposed Counsel Is an Experienced Litigating Attorney

As detailed above, Proposed Counsel has extensive experience as a patent
litigator, having practiced for 25 years and handled many patent cases in federal

court, including five pending patent cases for which he is lead counsel. He has
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taken depositions, examined witnesses, argued motions, participated in claim
construction proceedings, managed discovery, and performed other core litigation
functions in complex patent disputes, including appeals to the United States Circuit
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.

Proposed Counsel’s litigation experience includes, serving as lead trial
counsel in several patent cases, including five pending patent cases in the Northern
District of California and the Eastern District of Texas, successfully arguing
motions and appeals, including patent appeals before the United States Circuit
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.

C. Proposed Counsel Has Established Legal Familiarity with the
Subject Matter

Proposed Counsel has established legal familiarity with the subject matter at
issue in this proceeding through his participation as lead counsel in the parallel
district court proceeding and his review of all papers in this proceeding. Proposed
Counsel has also advised in the drafting of all papers filed by Patent Owner herein,
and in the review of all papers filed by Petitioner herein.

This combination of technical knowledge, legal expertise, and hands-on
experience with the relevant technology establishes that Proposed Counsel has the

requisite familiarity with the subject matter to effectively assist in this proceeding.
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D. Proposed Counsel’s Participation Will Benefit the Proceeding

Admitting Proposed Counsel pro hac vice will enhance the quality of
advocacy before the Board and promote efficient resolution of this matter.
Proposed Counsel’s litigation skills, technical expertise, and familiarity with the
parties and technology will enable Patent Owner to present its case more
effectively while ensuring that lead counsel, a registered practitioner, maintains
overall responsibility for the case.

IV. Proposed Counsel Agrees to Comply with USPTO Rules

Proposed Counsel hereby agrees to be subject to the USPTO Rules of
Professional Conduct set forth in 37 C.F.R. §§ 11.101 et seq. and to disciplinary
jurisdiction under 37 C.F.R. § 11.19(a). A declaration from Proposed Counsel
attesting to this agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit 2032.

V. Certificate of Service

Counsel for Patent Owner certifies that a complete copy of this Motion for
Pro Hac Vice Admission, including Exhibit 2032, was served on today’s date upon
Petitioner’s counsel via email as attested in the accompanying Certificate of
Service.

VI. Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, Patent Owner respectfully requests that the Board

grant this motion and recognize Francisco A. Villegas pro hac vice as back-up
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counsel for Patent Owner in this proceeding, subject to the condition that Roger S.

Thompson will serve as lead counsel and to such other conditions as the Board

may impose.

Dated: June 26, 2026

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Roger Thompson

Roger Thompson (Reg. No. 29,594)
rthompson@yvillegascefo.com

Damir Cefo (Reg. No. 51,538)
dcefo@yvillegascefo.com

VILLEGAS & CEFO, LLP

1350 Avenue of the Americas, Floor 2
New York, New York 10019

P: 646-844-0679

Kyle Deighan (Reg. No. 75,525)
kdeighan(@calfee.com

Mark McDougall (Reg. No. 62,670)
mmcdougall@calfee.com

CALFEE, HALTER & GRISWOLD LLP
The Calfee Building

1405 East Sixth Street

Cleveland, Ohio 44114

P: 216-622-8200

F:216-241-0816

Attorneys for Patent Owner Withrow
Networks Inc.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that the foregoing Patent Owner’s Motion for
Admission of Francisco A. Villegas, Esq. pro hac vice and accompanying
Declaration of Francisco A. Villegas in support thereof, was served on the date
below via email to the following counsel of record for Petitioner:

Eamonn Gardner: egardner@cooley.com
Reuben Chen: rchen@cooley.com

Joseph Van Tassel: jvantassel@cooley.com
COOLEY LLP

1299 Pennsylvania Avenue NW Suite 700
Washington D.C. 20004 Tel: (858) 550-6086
Fax: (720) 566-4099

Dated: June 26, 2026 /s/ Roger Thompson
Attorney for Patent Owner Withrow
Networks Inc.
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