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FRONTLINE TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 

EXHIBIT LISTING 
 

Exhibit No. Description 
2001 Selected pages from Dictionary of Computer and Internet Terms, Seventh 

Edition (2000) 
2002 Selected pages from Webster’s Third New International Dictionary 

Unabridged (1981) 
2003 Declaration of Edward Yourdon in Response to Plaintiff’s Petition for 

Transitional Post-Grant Review Under Section 18 of the Leahy-Smith 
America Invents Act and 35. U.S.C. § 321 submitted March 18, 2013 
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FRONTLINE TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 
DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT LISTING 

 
Demonstrative 

Exhibit No. 
Description 

DX-1 General Principles of law Regarding Subject Matter Eligibility 
DX-2 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-3 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-4 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-5 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-6 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-7 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-8 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-9 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-10 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-11 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-12 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility 
DX-13 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility, Judge Lourie Concurrence 
DX-14 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC: The Most Recent law on §101 

Eligibility, Judge Lourie Concurrence 
DX-15 §101 Eligibility Process 
DX-16 Step 1: Determine Statutory Category 
DX-17 Claim 3 of the ‘151 Patent = Process 
DX-18 Claims 16, 24 and 33 of the ‘151 Patent = Process 
DX-19 Claim 6 of the ‘151 = Machine 
DX-20 Claim 7 of the ‘151 = Machine 
DX-21 Step 2: Determine Whether Judicial Exception Applies 
DX-22 Determine Whether Exception to Patent Eligibility Applies 
DX-23 Step A: Does the Claim involve an Intangible Abstract Idea? 
DX-24 ‘151 Patent Claims do Not Involve an Intangible Abstract Idea 
DX-25 The Claims Do Not Relate to Mere Mental Steps 
DX-26 CRS Has Alleged the Claims Involve an Abstract Idea 
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DX-27 Step B: Is the Claim Meaningfully Limited to Less Than the Abstract 

Idea?
DX-28 Meaningful Limitations = Patent Eligible 
DX-29 ’151 Patent – Background 
DX-30 ’151 Patent – Background 
DX-31 ’151 Patent – Background 
DX-32 ’151 Patent – Disclosed System 
DX-33 ’151 Patent – Claim Construction 
DX-34 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-35 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-36 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-37 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-38 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-39 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-40 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-41 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-42 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-43 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-44 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-45 Ultramercial, Inc. v. Hulu, LLC Application of §101 Eligibility Law 
DX-46 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 

Patent Eligible: Claim 3 of the ’151 Patent Imposes Meaningful Limits 
On the Abstract Idea of Automated Substitute Fulfillment 

DX-47 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Claim 3 of the ’151 Patent Imposes Meaningful Limits 

On the Abstract Idea of Automated Substitute Fulfillment (Cont’d.) 
DX-48 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 

Patent Eligible: Claim 6 of the ’151 Patent Imposes Meaningful Limits 
On the Abstract Idea of Automated Substitute Fulfillment 

DX-49 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Claim 6 of the ’151 Patent Imposes Meaningful Limits 
On the Abstract Idea of Automated Substitute Fulfillment (Cont’d.) 

DX-50 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Reasoning in Ultramercial, It Would Be 
Error to Strip Away the Recited Structure 

DX-51 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, the Figures of 
the ’151 Patent Demonstrate That the Claim is Not a Disembodied 
Abstract Idea 

DX-52 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, the Figures of 
the ’151 Patent Demonstrate That the Operations Are Tied to a 
Computer Implementation (Cont’d.) 

DX-53 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, the Invention 
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Involves an Extensive Computer Interface 

DX-54 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, the Invention 
Involves an Extensive Computer Interface (Cont’d.) 

DX-55 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, The Claims of 
the ’151 Patent Are Not Highly Generalized 

DX-56 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, The Breadth of 
the Claims of the ’151 Patent Does Not Render the Claims Abstract 

DX-57 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, The Claims of 
the ’151 Patent Do Not Claim a Mathematical Algorithm or Mental 
Steps 

DX-58 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Similar to the Claims in Ultramercial, The Claims of 
the ’151 Patent Are Not So Manifestly Abstract as to Override §101 

DX-59 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Under Judge Lourie’s Reasoning, The Claims of the 
’151 Patent Do Not Cover the Full Abstract Idea Itself 

DX-60 Following Reasoning of Ultramercial, The ’151 Patent Claims Are 
Patent Eligible: Under Judge Lourie’s Reasoning, The Claims of the 
’151 Patent Do Not Cover the Full Abstract Idea Itself (Cont’d.) 

DX-61 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) 

DX-62 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) (Cont’d.) 

DX-63 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) (Cont’d.) 

DX-64 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) (Cont’d.) 

DX-65 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) (Cont’d.) 

DX-66 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) (Cont’d.) 

DX-67 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Incorrectly Alleges the Claims 
Describe Generic Technology That is Not Integral to the Claimed 
Invention (Paper No. 2 at pp. 3, 25-26, 30) (Cont’d.) 

DX-68 CRS’s Analysis is Incorrect: CRS Misinterprets Yourdon’s Testimony 
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