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2IPR2023-00448 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT ─ NOT EVIDENCE                                              EX 1019 -

Grounds for Institution and Disputes

Institution Decision found that the grounds have a reasonable 
likelihood of prevailing in showing unpatentability of all claims:
• Claims 1–3, 5–7, 9–11, 13–15, 17–19, 21–23, 25–27, 29–31, 33 obvious over 

Law in view of Golnabi
• Claims 2, 10, 18, 26 obvious over Law, Golnabi, and Wood
• Claims 4, 12, 20, 28 obvious over Law, Golnabi, and Ke
• Claims 5, 13, 21, 29 obvious over Law, Golnabi, and Jungck
• Claims 7, 8, 15, 16, 23, 24, 31, 32 obvious over Law, Golnabi, and Johnson

(Paper 7 at 2, 11 )
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Grounds for Institution and Disputes

Institution Decision rejected Patent Owner’s arguments from its 
Preliminary Response:
• Rejected Patent Owner’s argument that Law does not disclose or render 

obvious a security policy management server (SPMS) that automatically 
creates or alters any rules within the rulesets distributed by firm 305 because IT 
personnel purportedly would still be required to update rulesets (Paper 7 at 31-34)

• Rejected Patent Owner’s argument that Law in view of Golnabi does not render 
obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules were added, 
removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information” because a 
POSITA purportedly would not have recognized that the problem of duplicate 
rules arising from Law’s aggregation of threat data, nor Golnabi’s explicit 
solution to this problem (Paper 7 at 38-40)

• Rejected Patent Owner’s argument that Law does not render obvious “wherein a first 
packet matching rule of the packet filtering rules comprises: … an indication of a feed …” 
because a POSITA purportedly would not have appreciated the desirability of displaying 
an identification of Law’s sources of threat data in a table displaying rules to an operator 
based on that threat data (Paper 7 at 44-48)
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Grounds for Institution and Disputes

Patent Owner’s Response consists of substantially the same 
arguments presented in Patent Owner’s Preliminary Response:
• Repeats the argument that Law does not disclose or render obvious “one or more first 

packet filtering rules” that “were automatically created or altered by the security policy 
management server” in view of assertion that IT personnel would still required to update 
the ruleset when new threats are discovered (Paper 12 at 11-19; Paper 6 at 11-17)

• Repeats the argument that Law in view of Golnabi does not render obvious “wherein one 
or more of the packet filtering rules were added, removed, or altered by the security 
policy management server based on a correlation between portions of the malicious 
traffic information” because a POSITA purportedly would not have recognized that the 
problem of duplicate rules arising from Law’s aggregation of threat data, nor Golnabi’s
explicit solution to this problem (Paper 12 at 19-28; Paper 7 at 17-25)

• Repeats the argument that Law does not render obvious “wherein a first packet matching 
rule of the packet filtering rules comprises: … an indication of a feed …” because a 
POSITA purportedly would not have appreciated the desirability of displaying an 
identification of Law’s sources of threat data in a table displaying rules to an operator 
based on that threat data (Paper 12 at 28-34; Paper 7 at 25-27)
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Overview of asserted prior art - Law

(Ex. 1005, Abstract; Paper 2 at 12-13)
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Overview of asserted prior art - Law

• Law discloses UTMS-configured firewalls 146a and 146b that implement one 
or more rulesets to inspect and drop malicious packets from the network

• Law’s protected network 150 may include subnetworks 150a and 150b
(Ex. 1005 ¶ 52; Paper 2 at 12)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 55; Paper 2 at 12)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 54; Paper 2 at 12)
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Overview of asserted prior art - Law

• Law discloses a cyber security risk management firm 305 that generates 
rulesets using threat data and ruleset information provided by third party 
sources 315 and distributes the generated rulesets to Law’s UTMS-configured 
firewalls 146a and 146b over the Internet

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 66; Paper 2 at 12)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 88; Paper 2 at 12-13)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 92; Paper 2 at 12-13)
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Overview of asserted prior art - Law

(Ex. 1005 Fig. 3; Paper 2 at 13)
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Overview of asserted prior art - Law

(Ex. 1005 Fig. 13; Paper 2 at 14)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 102; Paper 2 at 14)
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Overview of asserted prior art - Golnabi

(Ex. 1009 at 1; Paper 2 at 15-16)
(Paper 2 at 15-16; Ex. 1009 at 
308, 312)
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

• Law’s cyber security risk-management 
firm 305 necessarily comprises a 
security policy management server, 
which automatically creates or alters 
one or more rules within ruleset 147

(Paper 2 at 29-30; 
Ex. 1005 ¶ 88; 
Ex. 1003 ¶ 70)

(Paper 2 at 26; Ex. 1005 ¶ 88; Ex. 1003 ¶ 63 )
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

• It would have been obvious that Law’s cyber security risk-management firm 305 
automatically creates or alters one or more rules within ruleset 147

(Paper 2 at 30; Ex. 1005 ¶¶ 21, 88; Ex. 1003 ¶ 71)

(Paper 2 at 31; 
Ex. 1005 ¶ 83; 
Ex. 1003 ¶ 72)
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

(Paper 16 at 2-3)
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 3-4; Ex. 1003 ¶ 61-64)
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 4-5; Ex. 1005 ¶ 88; Ex. 1017 ¶ 11) (Paper 16 at 4-5; Ex. 1005 ¶ 88; Ex. 1017 ¶ 11)
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 5-6; Ex. 1017 ¶ 12)

(Paper 16 at 6-7; Ex. 1017 ¶ 13)
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Law renders obvious “one or more first packet filtering rules of the first set of packet filtering 
rules … were automatically created or altered by the security policy management server”   

• Patent Owner’s reliance on the background of Law, describing problems in 
the prior art, should be rejected

(Paper 16 at 7; Paper 12 at 13-15)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 16; Paper 16 at 7-8) 

¶
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules 
were added, removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 2 at 36-38; Paper 16 at 9; 
Ex. 1005 ¶ 92; Ex. 1003 ¶ 79)

(Ex. 1005 ¶ 92; Paper 2 at 36-38) 
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules 
were added, removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 2 at 38; Paper 16 at 9-10; 
Ex. 1009 at 308, 312; Ex. 1003 ¶ 80)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules 
were added, removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 10; Ex. 1003 ¶ 92, Fig. 3)
(Paper 16 at 11; Ex. 1005 ¶ 92;
Ex. 1018 at 83:11-23; Ex. 1017 ¶ 20)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules 
were added, removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 12; Paper 12 at 23)

(Paper 16 at 12-14)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules 
were added, removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 13; Paper 12 at 24)

(Paper 16 at 13-14; Ex. 1017 ¶ 24)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein one or more of the packet filtering rules 
were added, removed, or altered by the security policy management server based on a 
correlation between portions of the malicious traffic information”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 14; Paper 12 at 25)

(Paper 16 at 14-15; Ex. 1017 ¶ 26)



24IPR2023-00448 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT ─ NOT EVIDENCE                                              EX 1019 -

Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

(Paper 16 at 16; Paper 7 at 45; Paper 12 at 30)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

(Paper 16 at 17; Paper 12 at 46)

(Ex. 1005 Fig. 13; 
Paper 16 at 17-18)

(Paper 16 at 18; 
Ex. 1017 ¶ 29)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

(Paper 16 at 19; 
Ex. 1017 ¶ 29)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

(Paper 2 at 42; Paper 16 at 19-20; Ex. 1003 ¶ 87)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 20; Paper 12 at 29)

(Paper 16 at 20-21; Ex. 1017 ¶ 32;
Ex. 1018 at 84:21-24)



29IPR2023-00448 DEMONSTRATIVE EXHIBIT ─ NOT EVIDENCE                                              EX 1019 -

Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 21-22; Ex. 1017 ¶ 34;
Ex. 1005 ¶ 92)
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Law in view of Golnabi renders obvious “wherein a first packet matching rule of the packet 
filtering rules comprises: ... an indication of a feed managed by at least one of the plurality of 
malicious host tracker services”   

• Patent Owner’s argument should continue to be rejected

(Paper 16 at 22-23; Ex. 1017 ¶ 36;
Ex. 1005 ¶ 92, Fig. 3)




