
CASE IPR2019-01279 
Patent No. 8,510,407 

  1

 
 
 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
 
 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
 
 
 

LENOVO HOLDING COMPANY, INC., 
LENOVO (UNITED STATES) INC., and 

MOTOROLA MOBILITY LLC, 
Petitioners, 

 
v. 
 

DODOTS LICENSING SOLUTIONS LLC, 
Patent Owner. 

 
 
 

CASE IPR2019-01279 
Patent No. 8,510,407 

 
 
 
 
 

 

PATENT OWNER DODOTS LICENSING SOLUTIONS, LLC’S 
 

PATENT OWNER RESPONSE 
 
 
 

   

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


CASE IPR2019-01279 
Patent No. 8,510,407 

  2

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

I.  Introduction………………………………………………………………1 

II. Background of the Technology………………………………………...…4 

III. Claim Construction……………………………………………………….6 

IV. The Independent Claims Are Not Obvious………………………………9 

a. Ground 1 Does Not Invalid The Independent Claims………………10  

b. Ground 3 Does Not Invalidate The Independent Claims…………...13 

V. The Dependent Claims Are Not Obvious…………………………….…14 

VI. Secondary Considerations Further Undermine Petitioners’  

Argument………………………………………………………………...15 

VII. The Petition Relies On The Fiction That “Secret” Prior Art Was 

Accessible ……………………………………………………………..16 

VIII. Conclusion……………………………………………………………….17 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


CASE IPR2019-01279 
Patent No. 8,510,407 

  3

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 

CASES 

 

Braintree Labs., Inc. v. Novel Labs., Inc., 749 F.3d 1349 (Fed. Cir. 2014) --------------- 7 
 

GE Lighting Solutions, LLC v. AgiLight, Inc., 750 F.3d 1304 (Fed. Cir. 2014); --------- 7 
 

Hill-Rom Servs. v. Stryker Corp., 755 F.3d 1367, 1371 (Fed. Cir. 2014) ----------------- 7 
 

Stratoflex, Inc. v. Aeroquip Corp., 713 F.2d 1530 (Fed Cir. 1983) ----------------------- 14 
 

Truswall Sys. Corp. v. Hydro-Air Engineering, Inc., 813 F.2d 1207 (Fed. Cir. 1987) -- 14 
 

 

  

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


CASE IPR2019-01279 
Patent No. 8,510,407 

  4

EXHIBIT LIST 

 

Exhibit No. Description 
2003 Declaration of Rakesh Ramde  
2004 Declaration of Dr. Earl Sacerdoti 
2005 Curriculum Vitae of Dr. Earl Sacerdoti 

 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


CASE IPR2019-01279 
Patent No. 8,510,407 

  1

I. Introduction 

Petitioners’ arguments fail for many reasons, but the simplest one is that all the 

claims require what the patent refers to as a “networked information monitor template” 

(i.e., “NIM template”), which the patent distinguishes from an executable program.  As 

explained in detail below and the accompanying declaration of computer science expert 

Dr. Earl Sacerdoti, NIM templates are data structures, they are not executable programs.  

By contrast, the references relied upon by the Petitioners for this limitation all involve 

downloading executable programs, and are precisely what was distinguished by the 

inventors.   

Petitioners’ arguments also fail for another simple reason: all the claims require 

what the patent refers to as a “networked information monitor” (i.e., “NIM”).  The 

patent defines the NIM as a type of frame through which content is presented to the 

user.  Given that this frame is used to present content to a user, it is something that exists 

on the user’s client computing device.  Moreover, the patent makes clear that the frame 

is instantiated on the user’s client computing device in a specific way; namely, by 

utilizing the definitional information contained in the data structure that is the NIM 

template.  In the patented invention, the NIM template, not the NIM, is downloaded to 

the user’s client computing device.  To try to map the prior art to the NIM limitation, 

Petitioners point to an executable program downloaded from the server, but the NIM is 

not an executable program (it’s a frame).  In addition, the patent explains that the NIM 
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