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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
MARSHALL DIVISION

DIGITALDOORS, INC.,

Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 2:22-CV-00457-JRG-RSP
V.
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES
CORPORATION,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT’S INVALIDITY CONTENTIONS

Pursuant to Local Patent Rule 3-3 and the Court’s Amended Docket Control Order (D.I.
29), International Business Machines Corporation (“IBM”) hereby sets forth its Invalidity
Contentions concerning U.S. Patent Nos. 7,313,825 (“the 825 Patent”), 7,322,047 (“the 047
Patent”), 7,349,987 (“the ’987 Patent”), 7,552,482 (“the 482 Patent”), 7,721,344 (“the ’344
Patent™), 7,958,268 (“the 268 Patent”) and 8,468,244 (“the ’244 Patent”) (collectively, the
“Asserted Patents). Plaintiff DigitalDoors, Inc. (“DigitalDoors™) has asserted claim 81 of the
’825 Patent, claims 1, 2, 10, 15, 16, 19, 33, 34, 42, 47, 48, and 51 of the 047 Patent, claims 1, 6,
9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 21-23, and 27 of the 987 Patent, claims 1, 5, 25, 26, 30, and 50 of the ’482
Patent, claims 1-5, 8, 16, 39-41, 43, 52, 53, 55, 79, 80, 82, 106, 107, and 113 of the 344 Patent,
claims 31, 36, and 41 of the *268 Patent, and claim 1 of the *244 Patent (collectively, the “Asserted
Claims”). IBM contends that each of the Asserted Claims is invalid under at least one or more of
35U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103, and 112.

I. SCOPE OF THESE INVALIDITY CONTENTIONS

These Invalidity Contentions: (i) identify each prior art reference IBM is currently aware

of that either anticipates or renders obvious one or more of the Asserted Claims; (ii) specify
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. . Date of Production
Abbreviated Name Title Publication Number
Myriad: Cost-effective Disaster 2002 IBM-
Chang Tolerance DD 0007825-
7839
3. System Art
Exemplary Publications Describing The Date. o Production
System Publicat
System ion Number
Guaranteeing Anonymity when Sharing 1997 IBM-
Medical Data, the DataFly System DD 0006015-
6019
Datafly Datafly: a system for. providing anonymity 1998 IBM-
System in medical data DD _0006020-
6045
Computational Disclosure Control: A May IBM-
Primer on Data Privacy Protection 15, DD 0006046-
2001 6262
CXFS Software Installation and 1999 IBM-
Administration Guide DD_0006263-
CXFS 6560
System April IBM-
CXFS Clustered File System from SGI 1999 DD _0006561-
6590
Implementation and Performance of a 1996 IBM-
Parallel File System for High Performance DD 0003357-
PVEFS Distributed Applications 3366
System PVFS: A Parallel File System for Linux | October IBM-
Clusters 14, DD 0005261-
2000 5270
4. Exemplary 825 Patent Obviousness Combinations

Below is a list of examples of certain combinations of prior art references that a person of
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine around the time of the alleged
invention of the *825 Patent. The combinations listed below are meant to provide additional clarity
on motivations to combine some of the references, but is not meant to list every possible

combination and is not an admission that unlisted combinations would not have been obvious to a
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and time. An effective security policy for MIS/DBMS should ensure that users only acquire the
information to which they are authorized”); Information Retrieval Systems — Thuraisingham at 93
(“The intent is for the users to access and share a database with data at different sensitivity levels
without violating security.”); Dwyer at 252 (““A multi-level secure database management system
(MLS-DBMS) is different from a conventional DBMS in at least three ways: (1) every data item
in the database has associated with it one of several classifications or sensitivities, that may change
dynamically; (2) control of users’ access to data must be based upon these classifications; and (3)
the classification based access controls cannot be avoided or subverted, that is, they are
mandatory.”); McHugh at 727 (“For many of these applications it is especially important that the
DDBMS should provide multi-level security. For example, the DDBMS should allow users who
are cleared at different security levels access to the database consisting of data at a variety of
sensitivity levels without compromising security.”); Kang at 1 (“The SINTRA database system,
which is currently being prototyped at the Naval Re-search Laboratory, is a multilevel trusted
database system based on a replicated data approach. This approach uses physical separation of
classified data as a protection measure. Each database contains data at a given security level and
replicas of all data at lower security level.”).

For example, a skilled artisan would have been motivated to combine one or more file
storage references listed above (e.g., Merenda, Kohane, Singhal, Thuraisingham I, Bossemeyer,
Thuraisingham II, Kou, Chiganti, Fujitsu SafeFile, Honeywell LDV, MITRE Inference Controller,
Unisys SDDM, GPFS, Legato Networker) with each other and/or with one or more additional
references (e.g., Shimada, Carpenter, Glick, Carmichael, McDOnnell, Clark, Hastings, Piccionelli,
Brunts, Tsumura, Grube, MacDoran, Dwyer, Chaum, Kubiatowicz, Kirshenbaum, Paltenghe,

Fukuda, Brown, Okano, Ozaki, Kramer, Nesamoney, Snowden, Ho, Shah, For The Record,
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OF COUNSEL.:

Tamir Packin — LEAD ATTORNEY
tpackin@desmaraisllp.com
Brian Matty
bmatty@desmaraisllp.com
Jun Tong
jtong@desmaraisllp.com
Caitrianne Feddeler
cfeddeler@desmaraisllp.com
DESMARAIS LLP

230 Park Avenue New York,
NY 10169

Tel: (212) 351-3400

Fax: (212) 351-3401

Dated: April 25, 2023

Respectfully submitted,

By: /s/ Tamir Packin

Andrea L. Fair

Texas State Bar No. 24078488
andrea@wsfirm.com

WARD, SMITH & HILL, PLLC
1507 Bill Owens Parkway
Longview, TX 75604

Tel: (903) 757-6400

Fax: (903) 757-2323

Attorneys for Defendant
International Business Machines Corporation
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