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

TYLER DIVISION 
 
SIPCO, LLC, and IP CO, LLC  
(d/b/a INTUS IQ), 
 
   Plaintiffs, 
 
         v. 
 
EMERSON ELECTRIC CO., EMERSON 
PROCESS MANAGEMENT LLLP, FISHER-
ROSEMOUNT SYSTEMS, INC., 
ROSEMOUNT INC., BP, p.l.c., BP 
AMERICA, INC., and BP AMERICA 
PRODUCTION COMPANY, 
        
   Defendants. 
  

 
 
 
 
 
      Civil Action No. 6:15-cv-907  
 
       

 
DEFENDANTS’ SUPPLEMENTAL JOINT INVALIDITY CONTENTIONS 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to the Amended Docket Control Order (Dkt. 73) entered in this case and Patent 

Local Rule 3-3, Defendants Emerson Electric Co., Emerson Process Management LLLP, Fisher-

Rosemount Systems, Inc., Rosemount Inc., BP, p.l.c., BP America, Inc., and BP America 

Production Company (“Defendants”). BP, p.l.c provisionally makes these supplemental 

contentions to preserve its rights, notwithstanding and without waiving its rights to answer, 

tender any Rule 12 motion, or otherwise plead in response to the Amended Complaint served on 

April 4, 2016. 

In its Local Patent Rule 3-1 and 3-2 Disclosures (“Infringement Contentions”), served on 

Defendants on February 29, 2016, Plaintiff SIPCO, LLC asserted claims 1-4, 6, 8-11, 13-21, and 

25 of U.S. Patent No. 7,697,492 (“the ‘492 patent”); claims 1, 3-8, 11-14, 24-32, 34, 36-38, 42, 

43, 46-49, 51-57, and 59-64 of U.S. Patent No. 6,437,692 (“the ‘692 patent”); claims 1, 5, 6, 8-

12, and 14 of U.S. Patent No. 7,468,661 (“the ‘661 patent”); claims 1-3, 10, 17, 18, and 37 of 

U.S. Patent No. 6,914,893 (“the ‘893 patent”); claims 1, 2, and 4-8 of U.S. Patent No. 8,754,780 

(“the ‘780 patent”); claims 1, 7, 9, 16, and 17 of U.S. Patent No. 8,908,842 (“the ‘842 patent”); 

and claims 1, 13, 14, 16-19, and 31-35 of U.S. Patent No. 8,013,732 (“the ‘732 patent”) 

(collectively, “Asserted Petite Patents” and “Asserted Petite Claims”). 

In its Local Patent Rule 3-1 and 3-2 Disclosures (“Infringement Contentions”), served on 

Defendants on February 29, 2016, Plaintiff IPCO, LLC asserted claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 10, 11, 13, and 

14 of U.S. Patent No. 6,249,516 (“the ‘516 patent”); claims 1, 4, 10, and 12-14 of U.S. Patent 

No. 8,000,314 (“the ‘314 patent”); claims 2-4, 6-8, 10-12, 14-22, 31-36, 40, and 41 of U.S. 

Patent No. 8,233,471 (“the ‘471 patent”); and claims 1-5, 7-27, 33-42, 44, and 45 of U.S. Patent 

No. 8,625,496 (“the ‘496 patent”) (collectively, “Asserted Brownrigg Patents” and “Asserted 

Brownrigg Claims”). The Asserted Petite Patents and the Asserted Brownrigg Patents are, 
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