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Patent Owner’s 
Demonstratives 

 

 
Comcast Cable Communications, LLC 

v. 
Promptu Systems Corporation 

 
IPR2018-00342, IPR2018-00343, 

IPR2018-00344, & IPR2018-00345 
 

Patent Nos. RE44,326 & 7,047,196 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



2 

IPR2018-00344 and -345:  Patent No. 7,047,196

IPR2018-00342 and -343:  Patent No. RE44,326

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Secondary Considerations of Nonobviousness

Comcast’s Challenges 
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IPR2018-00344 and -345:  Patent No. 7,047,196

IPR2018-00342 and -343:  Patent No. RE44,326

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Secondary Considerations of Nonobviousness

Comcast’s Challenges 
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Grounds in Comcast’s Petition 

IPR2018-00342:  Claims 1-9, 11-19, and 21 (35 U.S.C. § 103) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IPR2018-00342, paper 13 at 12 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Grounds in Comcast’s Petition 

IPR2018-00343:  Claims 1-9, 11-19, and 21 (35 U.S.C. § 103) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IPR2018-00343, paper 15 at 13-14 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



6 

Institution Decision 

IPR2018-00343:  Claims 1-9, 11-19, and 21 (35 U.S.C. § 103) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IPR2018-00343, paper 15 at 19-22  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Institution Decision – Murdock Grounds 

IPR2018-00343, paper 15 at 19-20 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Institution Decision – Murdock Grounds 

IPR2018-00343, paper 15 at 19-20 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Institution Decision – Murdock Grounds 

IPR2018-00343, paper 15 at 20 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Murdock Grounds – Petitioner Arguments 

IPR2018-00343, paper 1 at 11-12, paper 33 at 2-9 

Petition Reply 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Independent Claims of the ’326 Patent 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Network Path 

Ex. 2036 at 19-20 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Network Path 

IPR2018-00342, paper 22 at 9 (quoting Ex. 2036 at 19) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Network Path 

IPR2018-00342, paper 22 at 9 (quoting Ex. 2036 at 19-20, Ex. 1001, Fig. 2 (color added)) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Julia 

IPR2018-00343, paper 43 at 6-7 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Julia: Asserted First Network Path 

IPR2018-00343, paper 33 at 13. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



17 

Julia: Asserted Second Network Path 

IPR2018-00343, paper 33 at 13. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Houser: Asserted First Network Path 

IPR2018-00342, paper 31 at 6. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Houser: Asserted Second Network Path 

IPR2018-00342, paper 31 at 9. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Houser: Asserted Second Network Path (Alternative) 

IPR2018-00342, paper 10 at 23. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent - Houser 

IPR2018-00342, paper 31 at 11. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent - Houser 

IPR2018-00342, Ex. 1023 at para. 169. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent - Houser 

IPR2018-00342, paper 31 at 11. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent - Houser 

IPR2018-00342, Ex. 1023 at para. 169. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent - Julia 

IPR2018-00343,  
paper 12 at 55. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent 

IPR2018-00343, Ex. 1023 at para. 420. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent 

IPR2018-00343, paper 12 at 61-62. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dependent Claims of the ’326 Patent 

IPR2018-00343, Ex. 1023 at para. 458. 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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IPR2018-00344 and -345:  Patent No. 7,047,196

IPR2018-00342 and -343:  Patent No. RE44,326

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Secondary Considerations of Nonobviousness

Comcast’s Challenges 
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Grounds at Issue 

IPR2018-00344:  Claims 1-2, 4-6, 12-13, 27-28, 30-32, and 38-42 (35 
U.S.C. § 103) 

Asserted Grounds

Reference(s) Basis Claims
Challenged

Murdock alone § 103(a) 1, 2, 4-6, 12, 13, 27, 
28, 30-32, and 38-42

Murdock and Nazarathy or Quigley § 103(a) 1, 2, 4-6, 12, 13, 27, 
28, 30-32, and 38-42

Murdock alone or Murdock and Nazarathy 
or Quigley and Banker or Gordon § 103(a) 5, 6, 31, and 32

Julia and Nazarathy or Quigley § 103(a) 1, 2, 4-6, 12, 13, 27, 
28, 30-32, and 38-42*

Julia and Nazarathy or Quigley and Banker 
or Gordon § 103(a) 5, 6, 31, and 32

*Excluding claims 5, 6, 31, and 32 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 1 at 3; -00344, Paper 10 at 16, 24-27, 42-45  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Grounds at Issue 

IPR2018-00345:  Claims 14-15, 17-19, 25-26, 53-55, 61-62, and 64-66 (35 
U.S.C. § 103) 

Asserted Grounds

Reference(s) Basis Claims
Challenged

Murdock alone § 103(a) 14, 15, 17-19, 25, 26, 53-55, 
61, 62, and 64-66

Murdock and Nazarathy or Quigley § 103(a) 14, 15, 17-19, 25, 26, 53-55, 
61, 62, and 64-66

Murdock alone or Murdock and Nazarathy or 
Quigley and Banker or Gordon § 103(a) 18, 19, 55, and 65

Julia alone § 103(a) 14, 15, 17-19, 25, 26, 53-55, 
61, 62, and 64-66

Julia and Nazarathy or Quigley § 103(a) 14, 15, 17-19, 25, 26, 53-55, 
61, 62, and 64-66*

Julia and Nazarathy or Quigley and Banker or 
Gordon § 103(a) 18, 19, 55, and 65

*Excluding claims 18, 19, 55, and 65 
IPR2018-00345, Paper 1 at 3; -00345, Paper 10 at 15-16, 24-27, 37-40  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Comcast Failed to Show Obviousness of Several Claim Features 

Receiving said back channel to create a received back channel (1 and 27) 
 
Partitioning said received back channel into a multiplicity of received 
identified speech channels (1 and 27) 
 
Processing a/said multiplicity of received identified speech channels to 
create a multiplicity of identified speech content (1, 14, 27, and 53) 
 
Speech recognition system coupled to a wireline node (14, 27, and 53) 
 
Create a financial consequence (5, 6, 18, 19, 31, 32, 55, and 65) 
 
Processing said received speech channels from said user site based upon 
natural language for said user site (13, 26, 39, and 62) 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 8-21, 24-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 1-4, 9-10; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶¶ 31-47; IPR2018-
00345, Paper 20 at 8-14, 16-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 1-4, 9-10; -00345, Ex. 2033, ¶¶ 32- 36   

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Receiving said Back Channel to Create a Received Back 
Channel 

•Receiving limitation requires two parts: 
– “receiving” a first element (“said back channel”) “to 

create” a second element (“a received back channel”)  

said back 
channel 

a received 
back channel 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 10-14; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶¶ 33-37   

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Comcast’s Construction and Mapping 

Comcast’s proposed claim construction: 
 

back channel – “upstream communication channel delivering 
signals from multiple user sites to a central wireline node” 
 

Comcast’s proposed mapping:
 

channel of network 106” 
 

data coming in from the 
multiple network users from via network 106” 

 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 10-14; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶¶ 33-37; -00344, Paper 1 at 7-8, 43-45; -00344, Ex. 
1019 at ¶¶ 82-83, 307, 311   

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Comcast’s Mapping 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 1 at 45; Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 311-313   

* * * 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Schmandt Decl., ¶ 311   

-00344, Comcast’s Petition at 45;  
-00344, Schmandt Decl., ¶ 312   
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Comcast’s Mapping Changes from its Petition to its Reply 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 1 at 44-45; -00344, Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 311-313; -00344, Paper 29 at 10   

* * * 

-00344, Comcast’s Reply at 10   

-00344, Schmandt Decl., ¶ 311   

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Partitioning said Received Back Channel into a Multiplicity of 
Received Identified Speech Channels 

a received 
back channel 

said received 
back channel 

But Comcast improperly maps “a received back channel” 
differently than “said received back channel” 

“the data coming 
in from the 

multiple network 
users from via 
network 106” 

“an upstream 
channel” 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 10-17; -00344, Ex. 2033 at ¶¶ 33-43; -00344, Paper 1 at 44-47; -00344, Ex. 1019 
at ¶¶ 311-321       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



40 

Comcast’s Mapping Inconsistent in Petition 

* * * 

But . . . 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 10-17; -00344, Ex. 2033 at ¶¶ 33-43; -00344, Paper 1 at 44-47; -00344, Ex. 1019 
at ¶¶ 311-321       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Schmandt Decl., ¶ 311   

-00344, Comcast’s Petition at 46 
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Comcast’s Mapping Ignores Claim Elements 

said back 
channel 

said received 
back channel 

But Comcast fails to distinguish between the claimed 
“back channel” and the claimed “received back channel” 

“the upstream 
channel of 

network 106” 

“an upstream 
channel” 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 10-17; -00344, Ex. 2033 at ¶¶ 33-43; -00344, Paper 1 at 44-47; -00344, Ex. 1019 
at ¶¶ 311-321       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Processing a/said Multiplicity of said Received Identified Speech Channels 
to Create a Multiplicity of Identified Speech Content 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 38 at 1-2; -00344, Paper 20 at 17-18; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶ 44; -00344, Ex. 1001 at 
50:62-51:10, 55:9-36, -00344, Paper 1 at 47; -00344, Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 322-329; IPR2018-00345, Paper 20 at 11-
14; -00345, Ex. 2033, ¶ 35; -00345, Ex. 1001 at 52:65-53:21, 58:12-45, -00345, Paper 1 at 44-46; -00345, Ex. 
1019, ¶¶ 274-284       

Comcast continues to conflate “channel” and “data” 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Comcast’s Petition at 47 

-00344, Ex. 1001 at 51:5-7 
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A Speech Recognition System Coupled to a Wireline Note 

speech 
recognition system wireline node 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 38 at 3-4; -00344, Paper 20 at 20-21; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶ 47; -00344, Paper 1 at 53; -
00344, Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 373-376; IPR2018-00345, Paper 38 at 1-3; -00345, Paper 20 at 10-11; -00345, Ex. 2033, ¶ 
34; -00345, Paper 1 at 44; -00345, Ex. 1019 , ¶¶ 271-273       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Both of Comcast’s Mappings Fail: Petition 

speech 
recognition system wireline node 

remote server 
108 

speech recognition 
system 

& 
wireline node 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 38 at 3-4; -00344, Paper 20 at 20-21; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶ 47; -00344, Paper 1 at 53; -
00344, Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 373-376; IPR2018-00345, Paper 38 at 1-3; -00345, Paper 20 at 10-11; -00345, Ex. 2033, ¶ 
34; -00345, Paper 1 at 44; -00345, Ex. 1019 , ¶¶ 271-273       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Schmandt Decl., ¶ 373   
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Comcast’s Mapping Changes from its Petition to its Reply 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 38 at 3-4; -00344, Paper 20 at 20-21; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶ 47; -00344, Paper 1 at 53; -
00344, Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 373-376; -00344, Paper 29 at 12-13; IPR2018-00345, Paper 38 at 1-3; -00345, Paper 20 at 
10-11; -00345, Ex. 2033, ¶ 34; -00345, Paper 1 at 44; -00345, Ex. 1019 , ¶¶ 271-273; -00345, Paper 29 at 9-11       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Schmandt Decl., ¶ 311   

-00344, Comcast’s Reply at 12 
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Both of Comcast’s Mappings Fail: Reply 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 38 at 3-4; -00344, Paper 20 at 20-21; -00344, Ex. 2033, ¶ 47; -00344, Paper 1 at 53; -
00344, Ex. 1019, ¶¶ 373-376; IPR2018-00345, Paper 38 at 1-3; -00345, Paper 20 at 10-11; -00345, Ex. 2033, ¶ 
34; -00345, Paper 1 at 44; -00345, Ex. 1019 , ¶¶ 271-273       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Promptu’s Sur-Reply at 3 

-00345, Promptu’s Sur-Reply at 1 
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Both of Comcast’s Mappings Fail: Reply 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 38 at 3-4; -00344, Ex. 1001 at 55:9-36; IPR2018-00345, Paper 38 at 1-3; -00345, Ex. 
1001 at 52:65-55:21, 58:12-29       

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00345, Promptu’s Sur-Reply at 2 
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“Video-On-Demand” Systems Do Not “Create a Financial 
Consequence” 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 10 at 42-45; -00344, Paper 20 at 24-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 9-10; IPR2018-00345, 
Paper 10 at 37-40; -00345, Paper 20 at 16-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 9-10   

Julia’s disclosure of “video-on-
demand” systems does not 
equate to “pay-per-view” 
systems that “create a 
financial consequence” 

Ex. Video-on-demand 
systems such as Netflix 
allow users to watch as 
many videos on demand 
as then please without 
having to pay per view. 

 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Institution Decision at 43-44 
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“Video-On-Demand” Systems Do Not “Create a Financial 
Consequence” 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 10 at 42-45; -00344, Paper 20 at 24-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 9-10; IPR2018-00345, 
Paper 10 at 37-40; -00345, Paper 20 at 16-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 9-10   

Petitioner’s reliance on 
secondary references is based 
on the premise that Julia 
discloses the “creat[ing]” step. 
 

 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Institution Decision at 44-45 
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Comcast’s Improper New Arguments in its Reply Also Fail 

Comcast adds improper new arguments in its Reply 
regarding how Gordon and Banker allegedly disclose 
the “assessing” step that includes “creat[ing] a 
financial transaction.” 

As the Board acknowledges, these arguments were not 
in the Petition.
Patent Owner did not dispute these arguments in its 
Response because they were not in the Petition. 
Testimony from the founder of Diva (the company) does 
not prove that Julia discloses a “pay-per-view” system. 

 
 IPR2018-00344, Paper 10 at 42-45; -00344, Paper 20 at 24-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 9-10; -00344, Paper 29 at 

14-16; IPR2018-00345, Paper 10 at 37-40; -00345, Paper 20 at 16-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 9-10; -00345, Paper 
29 at 13-16    

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Claim Requirement – Natural Language for Said User Site 

Claims 13, 26, 39, and 62 recite: 
 

“processing said received speech channel(s) from said user site 
based upon natural language for said user site to create said 
speech content identified as to said user site” 
 
 

Petitioner only addressed the following limitations (based on 
claims 12 and 25): 
 

“processing said received speech channels from said user site 
based upon natural language to create said speech content 
identified as to said user site” 
 

 
 IPR2018-00344, Paper 20 at 26-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 4; -00344, Paper 29 at 17-18; IPR2018-00345, Paper 

20 at 20-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 4; -00345, Paper 29 at 17-18    

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Comcast’s Petition Fails to Address This Limitation 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 1 at 52-53; -00344, Paper 20 at 26-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 4; -00344, Paper 29 at 17-18; 
IPR2018-00345, Paper 1 at 28-29; -00345, Paper 20 at 20-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 4; -00345, Paper 29 at 17-18    

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Comcast’s Petition at 52-53 
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Comcast’s Petition Fails to Address This Limitation 

IPR2018-00344, Paper 1 at 52-53; -00344, Paper 20 at 26-27; -00344, Paper 38 at 4; -00344, Paper 29 at 17-18; 
IPR2018-00345, Paper 1 at 28-29; -00345, Paper 20 at 20-21; -00345, Paper 38 at 4; -00345, Paper 29 at 17-18    

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

-00344, Promptu’s Response at 27 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 50:62-51:30 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 51:46-52:8, 52:48-64 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 52:65-53:39 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 53:55-54:17, 54:59-55:8 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 55:9-59 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 56:9-37, 57:10-37 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 58:12-57 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Challenged Claims of the ’196 Patent 

IPR2018-00344/IPR2018-00345, Ex. 1001 at 59:30-41, 60:1-4, 60:20-39 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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IPR2018-00344 and -345:  Patent No. 7,047,196

IPR2018-00342 and -343:  Patent No. RE44,326

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 

Secondary Considerations of Nonobviousness

Comcast’s Challenges 
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Heidelberger v. Hantscho, 21 F.3d 1068, 1072 (Fed. Cir. 1994) 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 33)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dr. David Chaiken 

Dr. David Chaiken: 
• Ph.D. from MIT in EE/CS 
• Previous Research Manager at AT&T 
• History at Promptu: 

• 2000: VP/Chief Software Architect 
• 2004: VP/Chief Technology Officer 
• 2006: Left Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Dr. David Chaiken 

-342 (Exhibit 1028), -343 (Exhibit 1028), -344 (Exhibit 1025), -345 (Exhibit 1025)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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State of the Art 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 28-29), -343 (Paper 24 at 27-28), -344 (Paper 20 at 34), -345 (Paper 20 at 27-28) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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State of the Art 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 28-29), -343 (Paper 24 at 27-28), -344 (Paper 20 at 34), -345 (Paper 20 at 27-28) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



68 

State of the Art 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 28-29), -343 (Paper 24 at 27-28), -344 (Paper 20 at 34), -345 (Paper 20 at 27-28) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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State of the Art 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 28-29), -343 (Paper 24 at 27-28), -344 (Paper 20 at 34), -345 (Paper 20 at 27-28) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

•Timeline of events:
– 2001: Comcast expressed an interest in Promptu’s capability of 

implementing voice recognition feature into Comcast’s cable network 
system 
 

– Comcast SVP: “Comcast believes that [Promptu’s] speech recognition 
technology enabling the control and navigation of cable services on 
the television via voice commands has the potential to be an attractive 
service that could have a significant benefit to cable subscribers.” 
 

– 2003: Comcast requested Promptu to deploy, and Promptu did deploy, 
the AgileTV system into Comcast’s cable television network  

-342 (Paper 22 at 31; Paper 43 at 2-3), -343 (Paper 24 at 30; Paper 45 at 2-3), -344 (Paper 20 at 36; Paper 
44 at 2-3), -345 (Paper 20 at 30; Paper 44 at 2-3)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31), -343 (Paper 24 at 30), -344 (Paper 20 at 36), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2012, 2032 ¶ 19  
-342 (Paper 22 at 31), -343 (Paper 24 at 30), -344 (Paper 20 at 36), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2011 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31), -343 (Paper 24 at 30), -344 (Paper 20 at 36), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2013 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31), -343 (Paper 24 at 30), -344 (Paper 20 at 36), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31), -343 (Paper 24 at 30), -344 (Paper 20 at 36), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31-32), -343 (Paper 24 at 30-31), -344 (Paper 20 at 36-37), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



77 

Exhibit 2016 

-342 (Paper 22 at 32), -343 (Paper 24 at 31), -344 (Paper 20 at 37), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2015 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31-32), -343 (Paper 24 at 30-31), -344 (Paper 20 at 36-37), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2015 

-342 (Paper 22 at 31-32), -343 (Paper 24 at 30-31), -344 (Paper 20 at 36-37), -345 (Paper 20 at 30)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2022 

-342 (Paper 22 at 33-34), -343 (Paper 24 at 32-33), -344 (Paper 20 at 38-39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2022 Exhibit 1001 

-342 (Paper 22 at 33-34), -343 (Paper 24 at 32-33) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 
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Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2022 Exhibit 1001 

-344 (Paper 20 at 38-39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



83 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



84 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



85 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



86 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2026 

Ex. 2026 (Pt. 1) 
• 0:00 – 0:10
• 0:21 – 0:42 
• 1:07 – 1:46 
• 2:21 – 2:42 

 
Ex. 2026 (Pt. 2)
• 3:16-3:40 

 
 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32-33)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



87 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32-33)  

Exhibit 2026 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



88 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2028 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34), -343 (Paper 24 at 33), -344 (Paper 20 at 39), -345 (Paper 20 at 32-33)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



89 

Relationship between Comcast and Promptu 

Exhibit 2026 

-342 (Paper 22 at 1), -343 (Paper 24 at 1), -344 (Paper 20 at 1), -345 (Paper 20 at 1)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



90 

Comcast’s Internal View of Promptu 

Exhibit 2031 

-342 (Paper 22 at 35), -343 (Paper 24 at 34), -344 (Paper 20 at 40), -345 (Paper 20 at 34)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



91 

Comcast’s Internal View of Promptu 

Exhibit 2031 

-342 (Paper 22 at 35), -343 (Paper 24 at 34), -344 (Paper 20 at 40), -345 (Paper 20 at 34)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



92 

Fast forward ten years . . .  

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 34-35), -343 (Paper 24 at 33-34), -344 (Paper 20 at 39-40), -345 (Paper 20 at 33) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



93 

Fast forward ten years . . . 

Exhibit 2026, Exhibit 1020 at 28 

-342 (Paper 39 at 16), -343 (Paper 41 at 19), -344 (Paper 38 at 17), -345 (Paper 38 at 17) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



94 

Presumption of Nexus 

WBIP, LLC v. Kohler Co., 829 F.3d 1317, 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2016) 

-342 (Paper 22 at 25), -343 (Paper 24 at 24), -344 (Paper 20 at 30), -345 (Paper 20 at 23)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



95 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 25), -343 (Paper 24 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



96 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 25), -343 (Paper 24 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



97 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 25), -343 (Paper 24 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



98 

Exhibit 2006 at 11 

-342 (Paper 22 at 25), -343 (Paper 24 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



99 

Exhibit 2006 at 11, 14 

-342 (Paper 22 at 26), -343 (Paper 24 at 25) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



100 

Exhibit 2006 at 29 

-342 (Paper 22 at 26), -343 (Paper 24 at 25) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



101 

Exhibit 2032 

-344 (Paper 20 at 30), -345 (Paper 20 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



102 

Exhibit 2032 

-344 (Paper 20 at 30), -345 (Paper 20 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



103 

Exhibit 2032 

-344 (Paper 20 at 30), -345 (Paper 20 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



104 

Exhibit 2006 at 11 

-344 (Paper 20 at 30), -345 (Paper 20 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



105 

Exhibit 2006 at 11, 14 

-344 (Paper 20 at 31), -345 (Paper 20 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



106 

Exhibit 2006 at 29 

-344 (Paper 20 at 31), -345 (Paper 20 at 24) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



107 

Petitioner must provide evidence to rebut the presumption 

WBIP, LLC v. Kohler Co., 829 F.3d 1317, 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2016) 

-342 (Paper 39 at 10), -343 (Paper 41 at 13), -344 (Paper 38 at 11), -345 (Paper 38 at 11)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



108 

Petitioner’s Reply 

-342 (Paper 31 at 23), -343 (Paper 33 at 26), -344 (Paper 29 at 25), -345 (Paper 29 at 24)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



109 

Nexus for combination patents 

WBIP, LLC v. Kohler Co., 829 F.3d 1317, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 2016) 

-342 (Paper 39 at 10-11), -343 (Paper 41 at 14), -344 (Paper 38 at 12), -345 (Paper 38 at 12)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



110 

Promptu developed its own speech recognition 

Exhibit 2032 

-342 (Paper 22 at 29), -343 (Paper 24 at 28), -344 (Paper 20 at 34), -345 (Paper 20 at 28)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



111 

Promptu developed its own speech recognition 

-342 (Paper 39 at 12), -343 (Paper 41 at 16), -344 (Paper 38 at 14), -345 (Paper 38 at 14)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



112 

Promptu developed its own speech recognition 

Exhibit 1027 

-342 (Paper 39 at 12), -343 (Paper 41 at 16), -344 (Paper 38 at 14), -345 (Paper 38 at 14)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



113 

Promptu developed its own speech recognition 

Exhibit 1027 

-342 (Paper 39 at 12), -343 (Paper 41 at 16), -344 (Paper 38 at 14), -345 (Paper 38 at 14)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



114 

Promptu developed its own speech recognition 

Exhibit 1027 

-342 (Paper 39 at 12), -343 (Paper 41 at 16), -344 (Paper 38 at 14), -345 (Paper 38 at 14)  

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 



115 

Kudlow and Cramer 

Exhibit 2018, 2019 

-342 (Paper 22 at 30), -343 (Paper 24 at 29), -344 (Paper 20 at 35), -345 (Paper 20 at 29) 

DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT – NOT EVIDENCE 


