IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

PRINTING INDUSTRIES OF AMERICA
Petitioner
V.
CTP INNOVATIONS, LLC
Patent Owner
U.S. Patent No. 6,611,349 to Vogt et al.
IPR Trial No. TBD

PETITION FOR INTER PARTES REVIEW OF
CLAIMS 1-14 OF
U.S. PATENT NO. 6,611,349
UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 312 AND 37 C.F.R. §42.104

John M. Adams (Lead Counsel)
Reg. No. 26,697

Price & Adams, P.C.

4135 Brownsville Road

P.O. Box 98127

Pittsburgh, PA 15227-0127
Telephone No. (412)882-7170
Facsimile No. (412)884-6650
Fmail: paip.law@verizon.net

Lawrence G. Zurawsky (Back-up Counsel)
Reg. No. 22,776

Zurawsky & Associates

429 Forbes Avenue, Suite 600
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Telephone No. (412)281-7766

Facsimile No. (412)281-7769

Email: szurawsky@aol.com

DOCKET

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



mailto:paip.law@verizon.net
https://www.docketalarm.com/

TABLE OF CONTENTS

I. MANDATORY NOTICE S . ittt ittt ettt e nesesenasesoenasesonsss 1
A Real Party In INnteresSt ... i i i ittt it ittt 1
B. Related MatterS . vt n et ittt ettt teaeeeaeeeneennnenns 1
C O Bo =1 1
D Service Information. . .v.. .t n e te et teneeeneeeneeneeenas 2

IT. CERTIFICATION OF GROUNDS FOR STANDING. ...ttt eweeeenn 2

ITTI. OVERVIEW OF CHALLENGE AND RELIEF REQUESTED.......... 2
A. Prior Art Patent DoCUMENES. ..t veetneeeeeeeenenennennns 2
B. Prior Art Non-Patent Documents.........coiiitiiieeennnnn. 3
C. Grounds of Challenge. ... ...ttt tieneaaennn. 4

IV. LEGAL PRINCIPLES. .t ittt ittt ittt eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenns 4

V. CLATM CONSTRUCTION. & ittt ittt ettt et e et ettt e eeeaenennenns 5
A. The term “end user facility”....cuiiiiiiiiiiiininnnn.. 6
B. The term “communication network” .................... 6

C. The term “central service facility”.........cciiii.... 7
D. The term “printing company facility”................. 7
E. The term “communication routing device”............... 7
F. The term “plate-ready file” ... ..., 7
G. The term “thin Postscript file”....... .. ... 8
H. The term “fat Postscript file” ... ... 8
VI.OVERVIEW OF THE Y340 PATENT . ...ttt ettt teeeeanennnn. 8
A. Brief DeSCripPLiom . v ettt et ettt et ettt ettt 8

B. Summary of the Prosecution History of the ‘349 Patent 9

VII. THE CHALLENGED CLAIMS ARE NOT PATENTABLE.............. 17
A. Independent Claim 1 is Not Patentable................ 17
ii

DOCKET

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



https://www.docketalarm.com/

1. Claim 1 is Anticipated By Lucivero et al. Under

35 U.S.C. S102 (@) tii ittt et e e e e e e e e e e e 18
2. Claim 1 is Obvious over Nusbickel et al. in

View of Lucivero et al. Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) ... 21
3. Claim 1 is Obvious over Nusbickel et al. in

View of Sands et al. and Benson et al. Under

35 08 .C. S103 (@) vttt ittt e e e e e e e e 23
B. Independent Claim 2 is Not Patentable............... 27

Claim 2 is obvious over Nusbickel et al. in view
of Lucivero et al. and further in view of Seybold
Vol. 27 and Adams II et al. Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a)

C. Independent Claim 3 is Not Patentable............... 30
1. Claim 3 i1s Indefinite Under 35 U.S.C. S112.......... 30
2. Claim 3 1s Obvious Over Lucivero et al. in View

of Nusbickel et al. and Sands et al.

Under 35 U.S.C. SI103 (@) ittt etteeeennaenn 31
D. Independent Claim 4 is Not Patentable............... 35

Claim 4 is Obvious Over Lucivero et al. in
View of Sands et al., Aldus, and Andersson et al.
Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a)

E. Independent Claim 10 is Not Patentable............... 42

Claim 10 is Obvious Over Lucivero et al. in view of Sands,
et al., Zilles and Andersson et al. Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a)

F. The Dependent Claims Recite Additional Features
That Are Not Patentable ......... ... .. 45

1. Dependent Claim 5 Recites Communicating
The PDF File to the Remote User, Which is
Anticipated and Obvious.......ouiiiiiiiiininnnnn. 45

iii

DOCKET

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



https://www.docketalarm.com/

2. Dependent Claim 6 Recites Converting the
File in Plate-Ready Format Into a Virtual
Software Proofing File, Which is Anticipated
And ODViOUS vttt ittt et e e e e e 47

3. Dependent Claim 7 Recites The Step of
Dragging and Dropping Elements Selected
From a Database of Said Imaging Files,
Which is Anticipated And Obvious ................ 49

4. Dependent Claim 8 Recites The Step of
Using a Web Browser Configured for Communications
Over the Internet, Which is Anticipated
ANd ODVIOUS ittt ittt ittt et e et 50

5. Dependent Claim 9 Recites The Step of
Using a Private Network Configured for
Dedicated Communications Which is Obvious ...... 52

6. Dependent Claim 11 Recites The Storing of
Low Resolution Files at a Central Service
Facility, Which is Obvious ..............c. .. ..... 54

7. Dependent Claim 12 Recites The Step of
Receiving a Postscript File From a Communication
Network and Swapping the Low Resolutions Files
With High Resolution Files, Which is Obvious ...55

8. Dependent Claim 13 Recites Converting

The Page Layout from a Postscript File to

A PDF, Which is Obvious .....iiiiiiiniiiennnn. 57
9. Dependent Claim 14 Recites The Step of

Converting A PDF File to a Plate-Ready File,
Which is Obvious...... ... 58

VIIT. CONCLUSTION. &ttt it ittt iiaeietennneennenn 60

iv

DOCKET

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



https://www.docketalarm.com/

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

FEDERAL CASES

Biotech Biologische Naturverpackungen GmbH & Co. KG v.
Biocorp, Inc. 249 F.3d. 1341, 1349 (Fed. Cir. 2001).........c.ooiiiiiiiann., 5

KSR Int’l Co. v. Teleflex, Inc.,
550 U.S. 398 (2007) .evveieeeieiriisieesieeie ettt sttt sttt nneas 5

In re Schreiber,
128 F.3d 1473 (Fed. Cir. 1997) ..ot 4

In re Yamamoto,
740 F.2d 1569 (Fed. Cir. 2004) ......coooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et 5

FEDERAL STATUTES

TSR RS T O < 1 0 12T 2,3,4,10,18
1S T O ST OF = 01C J T 4,10,21,23,27,32,35,42
B .S C. B LA e e, 30,31

R U RSTORRc L1 4

REGULATIONS

37 CFR 42.22(2)(1) oot 2

ST CFR A2.104 ... 2,17

TR =B 14 0] (<) 5

77 Fed. Req. 48764 (AUG. 14, 2012) .ooooocoooeeeeeeseeeeeseesssesssssesssesessessssesseseseses 5

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




