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PATENT OWNER'’S LIST OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit Exhibit Description
Number

2001 Reserved

2002 Reserved

2003 Redline Showing “Corrected Petition” Compared to Original
Petition in CBM2015-00017

2004 Congressional Record - House, June 23, 2011, H4480-4505

2005 Congressional Record - Senate, Sep. 8, 2011, S5402-5443

2006-2048 | Reserved

2049 Report and Recommendation (on Defendants’ Motions for
Summary Judgment of Invalidity Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §
101), from Smartflash LLC, et al. v. Apple Inc., et al., Case
No. 6:13-CV-447 (E.D. Tex.) and Smartflash LLC, et al. v.
Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd, et al., Case No. 6:13-CV-448
(E.D. Tex.), dated Jan. 21, 2015

2050 Order adopting Report and Recommendation (on
Defendants’ Motions for Summary Judgment of Invalidity
Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 101), from Smartflash LLC, et al. v.
Apple Inc., et al., Case No. 6:13-CV-447 (E.D. Tex.) and
Smartflash LLC, et al. v. Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd, et al.,
Case No. 6:13-CV-448 (E.D. Tex.), dated Feb. 13, 2015

2051-2057 | Reserved
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2058

Memorandum Opinion and Order (on Defendants’ Motions
for Stay Pending the Outcome of CBMs) from Smartflash
LLC, etal. v. Apple Inc., et al., Case No. 6:13-CV-447 (E.D.
Tex.), Smartflash LLC, et al. v. Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd,
et al., Case No. 6:13-CV-448 (E.D. Tex.), Smartflash LLC, et
al. v. Google, Inc., et al., Case No. 6:14-CV-435 (E.D. Tex.),
and Smartflash LLC, et al. v. Amazon, Inc., et al., Case No.
6:14-CV-992 (E.D. Tex.) dated May 29, 2015

2059-2067 | Reserved
2068 Deposition Transcript of Anthony J. Wechselberger dated
May 28, 2015
2069-2070 | Reserved
2071 Declaration of Emily E. Toohey in Support of Patent
Owner’s Response
2072-2073 | Reserved
2074 Civil Docket Report from Smartflash LLC, et al. v. Apple

Inc., et al., Case No. 6:13-CV-447 (E.D. Tex.)
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l. INTRODUCTION

Covered business method review was instituted for U.S. Patent 8,061,598
(“the ‘598 Patent”) claims 1, 2, 15, and 31 as being directed to patent-ineligible
subject matter under 35 U.S.C. § 101. Decision - Institution of Covered Business
Method Patent Review and Denying Motion for Joinder 37 C.F.R. § 42.208 37
C.F.R. 8 42.222(b), Paper 22 at 20 (PTAB April 10, 2015).

Claims 1, 2, 15, and 31 of the ‘598 Patent are directed to statutory subject
matter because they claim a solution “necessarily rooted in computer technology in
order to overcome a problem specifically arising in the realm of computer
networks.” DDR Holdings, LLC v. Hotels.com, L.P., 773 F.3d 1245, 1257 (Fed.
Cir. 2014). In particular, claims 1, 2, 15, and 31 of the ‘598 Patent address the
problem of data content piracy on the Internet “[b]y combining digital rights
management with content data storage using a single carrier” such that “the stored
content data becomes mobile and can be accessed anywhere while retaining control
over the stored data for the data content provider or data copyright owner.” Ex.
1201, <598 Patent at 5:29-33. In other words, claims 1, 2, 15, and 31 of the ‘598
Patent are directed to a system that combines on the data carrier both the digital
content and the use rules/use status data, so that access control to the digital

content can be continuously enforced prior to each access to the digital content.

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time
alerts and advanced team management tools built for
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research

With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
O docket research platform finds what other services can't.
‘ Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips

° Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

o ®
Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are
always at your fingertips.

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

API

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS

Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal
tasks like conflict checks, document
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND

LEGAL VENDORS

Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? @ sales@docketalarm.com 1-866-77-FASTCASE




